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Countermotion to Appoint Jen Mitzel as the 
Children's Therapist, for an Interview of the 
Minor Children or in the Alternative for the 
Appointment of a Guardian Ad Litem, to Change 
Custody, and for Attorney's Fees and Costs 

7/12/2020 
AA001805 - 
AA001809 

85.  Plaintiff's Pretrial Memorandum 8/6/2020 
AA001810 - 
AA001839 

VOLUME X 

86.  Plaintiff's Amended Pretrial Memorandum 8/6/2020 
AA001840 - 
AA002152 

VOLUME XI 

VOLUME XVIII 

81.

Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of His Emergency
Motion to Resolve Parent-Child Issues and for
Attorney’s Fees and Costs and Opposition to
Countermotion to Appoint Jen Mitzel as the
Children’s Therapist, for an Interview of the
Minor Children or in the Alternative for the
Appointment of a Guardian Ad Litem, to Change
Custody, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs

7/6/2020
AA001743 -
AA001770

82.

Defendant’s Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to
Countermotion to Appoint Jen Mitzel as the
Children’s Therapist, for an Interview of the
Minor Children or in the Alternative for the
Appointment of a Guardian Ad Litem, to Change
Custody, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs

7/9/2020
AA001771 -
AA001788

83.

Defendant’s Exhibit Appendix in Support of
Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to Countermotion
to Appoint Jen Mitzel as the Children’s Therapist,
for an Interview of the Minor Children or in the
Alternative for the Appointment of a Guardian Ad
Litem, to Change Custody, and for Attorney’s
Fees and Costs

7/10/2020
AA001789 -
AA001804

84.

Defendant’s Second Exhibit Appendix in Support
of Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to
Countermotion to Appoint Jen Mitzel as the
Children’s Therapist, for an Interview of the
Minor Children or in the Alternative for the
Appointment of a Guardian Ad Litem, to Change
Custody, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs

7/12/2020
AA001805 -
AA001809

85. Plaintiff’s Pretrial Memorandum 8/6/2020
AA001810 -
AA001839

VOLUME X

86. Plaintiff’s Amended Pretrial Memorandum 8/6/2020
AA001840 -
AA002152

VOLUME XI

VOLUME XVIII



87.  Defendant's Pre-Trial Memorandum 8/10/2020 
AA002153 - 
AA002183 

88.  
Notice of Entry of Order from July 13, 2020 
Hearing 

8/11/2020 
AA002192 - 
AA002197 

89.  
Notice of Entry of Order from July 13, 2020 
Hearing 

8/11/2020 
AA002184 - 
AA002191 

90.  Receipt of Copy 8/12/2020 AA002198 

91.  Amended Order Setting Evidentiary Hearing 8/14/2020 
AA002199 - 
AA002201 

92.  
Supplemental Appendix of Exhibits in Support of 
Plaintiff's Emergency Motion to Resolve Parent- 
Child Issues and for Attorney's Fees and Costs 

9/3/2020 
AA002202 - 
AA002212 

93.  

Defendant's Exhibit Appendix in Support Motion 
to Enter Decree of Divorce, for an Interim Change 
in Custody, and to Change Custody, and for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs 

2/11/2021  
AA002213 - 
AA002265 

94.  
Defendant's Motion to Enter Decree of Divorce, 
for an Interim Modification of Custody, to Change 
Custody, and for attorney's Fees and Costs 

2/11/2021 
AA002266 - 
AA002299 

95.  Notice of Hearing 2/11/2021 AA002300 

96.  Notice of Hearing 2/11/2021 AA002301 

VOLUME XII 

97 . 

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff's 
Motion to Transfer Case to Department Hand to 
Enter Plaintiff's Proposed Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Decree of Divorce 

2/11/2021  
AA002303 - 
AA002455 

98. Notice of Rescheduling of Hearing 2/26/2021 
AA002456 - 
AA002457 

VOLUME XVIII 

87. Defendant’s Pre-Trial Memorandum 8/10/2020
AA002153 -
AA002183

88.
Notice of Entry of Order from July 13, 2020
Hearing

8/11/2020
AA002192 -
AA002197

89.
Notice of Entry of Order from July 13, 2020
Hearing

8/11/2020
AA002184 -
AA002191

90. Receipt of Copy 8/12/2020 AA002198

91. Amended Order Setting Evidentiary Hearing 8/14/2020
AA002199 -
AA002201

92.
Supplemental Appendix of Exhibits in Support of
Plaintiff’s Emergency Motion to Resolve Parent-
Child Issues and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs

9/3/2020
AA002202 -
AA002212

93.

Defendant’s Exhibit Appendix in Support Motion
to Enter Decree of Divorce, for an Interim Change
in Custody, and to Change Custody, and for
Attorney’s Fees and Costs

2/11/2021
AA002213 -
AA002265

94.
Defendant’s Motion to Enter Decree of Divorce,
for an Interim Modification of Custody, to Change
Custody, and for attorney’s Fees and Costs

2/11/2021
AA002266 -
AA002299

95. Notice of Hearing 2/11/2021 AA002300

96. Notice of Hearing 2/11/2021 AA002301

VOLUME XII

97.

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff’s
Motion to Transfer Case to Department Hand to
Enter Plaintiff’s Proposed Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law, and Decree of Divorce

2/11/2021
AA002303 -
AA002455

98. Notice of Rescheduling of Hearing 2/26/2021
AA002456 -
AA002457

VOLUME XVIII



99.  

Defendant's Exhibit Appendix in Support 
Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Transfer Case 
to Department H, to Enter Plaintiff's Proposed 
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Dcree 
of Divorce 

3/5/2021 
AA002458 - 
AA002477 

100.  

Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to 
Transfer Case to Department H, to Enter 
Plaintiff's Proposed Findings ofFact, Conclusions 
of Law, and Decree of Divorce 

3/5/2021 
AA002478 - 
AA002512 

VOLUME XIII 

101.  

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff's 
Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Enter Decree 
of Divorce, for an Interim Modification of 
Custody, to Change Custody and for Attorney's 
Fees and Costs 

3/5/2021 
AA002513 - 
AA002531 

102.  

Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to 
Enter Decree of Divorce, for an Interim 
Modification of Custody, to Change Custody and 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs 

3/5/2021  
AA002532 - 
AA002560 

103.  

Defendant's Exhibit Appendix in Support of 
[Reply to] Opposition to Motion to Enter Decree 
of Divorce. for an Interim Modification of 
Custody, to Change Custody, and for Attorney's 
Fees and Costs 

3/15/2021 
AA002561 - 
AA002576 

104.  

Defendant's Reply to Opposition to Motion to 
Enter Decree of Divorce, for an Interim 
Modification of Custody, to Change Custody and 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs 

3.15/2021  
AA002577 - 
AA002610 

105.  

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff's 
Motion to Transfer Case to Department H and to 
Enter Plaintiff's Proposed Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Decree of Divorce 

3/15/2021  
AA002611 - 
AA002627 

VOLUME XVIII 

99.

Defendant’s Exhibit Appendix in Support
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Transfer Case
to Department H, to Enter Plaintiff’s Proposed
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Dcree
of Divorce

3/5/2021
AA002458 -
AA002477

100.

Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to
Transfer Case to Department H, to Enter
Plaintiff’s Proposed Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law, and Decree of Divorce

3/5/2021
AA002478 -
AA002512

VOLUME XIII

101.

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff’s
Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Enter Decree
of Divorce, for an Interim Modification of
Custody, to Change Custody and for Attorney’s
Fees and Costs

3/5/2021
AA002513 -
AA002531

102.

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to
Enter Decree of Divorce, for an Interim
Modification of Custody, to Change Custody and
for Attorney’s Fees and Costs

3/5/2021
AA002532 -
AA002560

103.

Defendant’s Exhibit Appendix in Support of
[Reply to] Opposition to Motion to Enter Decree
of Divorce. for an Interim Modification of
Custody, to Change Custody, and for Attorney’s
Fees and Costs

3/15/2021
AA002561 -
AA002576

104.

Defendant’s Reply to Opposition to Motion to
Enter Decree of Divorce, for an Interim
Modification of Custody, to Change Custody and
for Attorney’s Fees and Costs

3.15/2021
AA002577 -
AA002610

105.

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff’s
Motion to Transfer Case to Department H and to
Enter Plaintiff’s Proposed Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law, and Decree of Divorce

3/15/2021
AA002611 -
AA002627

VOLUME XVIII



106. 
 

Plaintiff's Reply in Support of Motion to Transfer 
Case to Department H and to Enter Plaintiff's 
Proposed Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, 
and Decree of Divorce 

3/15/2021 
AA002628 - 
AA002647 

107.  

Defendant's Supplemental Exhibit Appendix in 
Support of Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to 
Transfer Case to Department H and to Enter 
Plaintiff's Proposed Findings ofFact, Conclusions 
of Law, and Decree of Divorce 

3/22/2021 
AA002648 - 
AA002657 

108.  
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Decree 
of Divorce 

3/26/2021 
AA002658 - 
AA002683 

109.  Defendant's Brief Regarding Outstanding Issues 4/2/2021 
AA002684 - 
AA002692 

110.  Plaintiff's Brief for April 13, 2021 Hearing 4/2/2021 
AA002693 - 
AA002704 

111.  
Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact, Conclusions 
of Law, and Decree of Divorce 

4/8/2021 
AA002705 - 
AA002733 

VOLUME XIV 

112.  Transcription of April 13, 2021, Hearing 4/13/2021 
AA003980 - 
AA004008 

113.  
Defendant's Documents Filed Regarding 
Outstanding Issues 

4/23/2021 
AA002737 - 
AA002773 

114.  
Document Filed Pursuant to Court Order 
Plaintiff's United Healthcare Insurance Policy 
Summary of Benefits and Coverage 

4/23/2021 
AA002774 - 
AA002788 

115.  
Notice of Entry of Order from March 22, 2021

' 
Hearing 

5/11/2021 
AA002789 - 
AA002797 

116. 
 

Order from April 13, 2021 Hearing and April 28, 
2021 Minute Order 

5/18/2021 
AA002804 - 
AA002811 

117
' 

Notice of Entry Order from April 13, 2021 
Hearing and April 28, 2021 Minute Order 

5/19/2021 
AA002812 - 
AA002822 

VOLUME XVIII 

106.

Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of Motion to Transfer
Case to Department H and to Enter Plaintiff’s
Proposed Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law,
and Decree of Divorce

3/15/2021
AA002628 -
AA002647

107.

Defendant’s Supplemental Exhibit Appendix in
Support of Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to
Transfer Case to Department H and to Enter
Plaintiff’s Proposed Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law, and Decree of Divorce

3/22/2021
AA002648 -
AA002657

108.
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Decree
of Divorce

3/26/2021
AA002658 -
AA002683

109. Defendant’s Brief Regarding Outstanding Issues 4/2/2021
AA002684 -
AA002692

110. Plaintiff’s Brief for April 13, 2021 Hearing 4/2/2021
AA002693 -
AA002704

111.
Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law, and Decree of Divorce

4/8/2021
AA002705 -
AA002733

VOLUME XIV

112. Transcription of April 13, 2021, Hearing 4/13/2021
AA003980 -
AA004008

113.
Defendant’s Documents Filed Regarding
Outstanding Issues

4/23/2021
AA002737 -
AA002773

114.
Document Filed Pursuant to Court Order
Plaintiff’s United Healthcare Insurance Policy
Summary of Benefits and Coverage

4/23/2021
AA002774 -
AA002788

115.
Notice of Entry of Order from March 22, 2021,
Hearing 

5/11/2021
AA002789 -
AA002797

116.
Order from April 13, 2021 Hearing and April 28,
2021 Minute Order

5/18/2021
AA002804 -
AA002811

117.
Notice of Entry Order from April 13, 2021
Hearing and April 28, 2021 Minute Order

5/19/2021
AA002812 -
AA002822

VOLUME XVIII



118.  Notice of Appeal 6/14/2021 
AA002823 - 
AA002824 

119.  
Stipulation and Order Modifying Findings ofFact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Decree of Divorce 

8/8/2021 
AA002836 - 
AA002839 

120.  
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
Modifying Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, 
and Decree of Divorce 

8/9/2021 
AA002840 - 
AA002846 

121.  
Defendant's Notice of Completion of Cooperative 
Parentig Class 

8/16/2021  
AA002847 - 
AA002850 

122 . 

Defendant's Motion to Correct Clerical error in 
the Decree of Divorce Regarding the 529 
Accounts, or in the Alternative, to Set Aside the 
Terms in the Decree of Divorce Regarding the 
Division of the 529 Accounts and for Attorney's 
Fees and Costs 

9/27/2021 
AA002851 - 
AA002864 

123.  Certificate of Service 9/28/2021 
AA002865 - 
AA002867 

124.  Notice of Hearing 9/28/2021 
AA002868 - 
AA002869 

125.  10/12/2021 
AA002870 - 
AA002872 

Notice of Change of Firm Address 

VOLUME XVIII 

118. Notice of Appeal 6/14/2021
AA002823 -
AA002824

119.
Stipulation and Order Modifying Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law, and Decree of Divorce

8/8/2021
AA002836 -
AA002839 

120.
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order
Modifying Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law,
and Decree of Divorce

8/9/2021
AA002840 -
AA002846

121.
Defendant’s Notice of Completion of Cooperative
Parentig Class

8/16/2021
AA002847 -
AA002850

122.

Defendant’s Motion to Correct Clerical error in
the Decree of Divorce Regarding the 529
Accounts, or in the Alternative, to Set Aside the
Terms in the Decree of Divorce Regarding the
Division of the 529 Accounts and for Attorney’s
Fees and Costs

9/27/2021
AA002851 -
AA002864

123. Certificate of Service 9/28/2021
AA002865 -
AA002867

124. Notice of Hearing 9/28/2021
AA002868 -
AA002869

125. Notice of Change of Firm Address 10/12/2021
AA002870 -
AA002872

VOLUME XVIII



126.  

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff's 
Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Correct 
Clerical error in the Decree of Divorce Regarding 
the 529 Accounts, or in the Alternative, to Set 
Aside the Terms in the Decree of Divorce 
Regarding the Division of the 529 Accounts and 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs and Emergency 
Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah 
to Jim's Custody, an Order that Hannah 
Immediately Participate in Therapy with Dr. Dee 
Pierce, an Order that Hannah have a Forensic 
Psychiatric Evaluation, an Order Requiring the 
Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling 
with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole Legal Custody, School 
Choice Determination, Return of the Children's 
Passports, and Attorney's Fees and Costs 

10/12/2021 
AA002873 - 
AA002900 

127.  Certificate of Seminar Completion 10/12/2021 
AA00 

AA002901 - 
2904 

VOLUME XV 

128.  

Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to 
Correct Clerical error in the Decree of Divorce 
Regarding the 529 Accounts, or in the Alternative, 
to Set Aside the Terms in the Decree of Divorce 
Regarding the Division of the 529 Accounts and 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs and Emergency 
Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah 
to Jim's Custody, an Order that Hannah 
Immediately Participate in Therapy with Dr. Dee 
Pierce, an Order that Hannah have a Forensic 
Psychiatric Evaluation, an Order Requiring the 
Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling 
with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole Legal Custody, School 
Choice Determination, Return of the Children's 
Passports, and Attorney's Fees and Costs 

10/12/2021 
AA002905 - 
AA002946 

129.  Notice of Entry of Order Shortening Time 10/13/2021 
AA002947 - 
AA002951 

VOLUME XVIII 

126.

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff’s
Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Correct
Clerical error in the Decree of Divorce Regarding
the 529 Accounts, or in the Alternative, to Set
Aside the Terms in the Decree of Divorce
Regarding the Division of the 529 Accounts and
for Attorney’s Fees and Costs and Emergency
Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah
to Jim’s Custody, an Order that Hannah
Immediately Participate in Therapy with Dr. Dee
Pierce, an Order that Hannah have a Forensic
Psychiatric Evaluation, an Order Requiring the
Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling
with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole Legal Custody, School
Choice Determination, Return of the Children’s
Passports, and Attorney’s Fees and Costs

10/12/2021
AA002873 -
AA002900

127. Certificate of Seminar Completion 10/12/2021
AA002901 -
AA002904

VOLUME XV

128.

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to
Correct Clerical error in the Decree of Divorce
Regarding the 529 Accounts, or in the Alternative,
to Set Aside the Terms in the Decree of Divorce
Regarding the Division of the 529 Accounts and
for Attorney’s Fees and Costs and Emergency
Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah
to Jim’s Custody, an Order that Hannah
Immediately Participate in Therapy with Dr. Dee
Pierce, an Order that Hannah have a Forensic
Psychiatric Evaluation, an Order Requiring the
Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling
with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole Legal Custody, School
Choice Determination, Return of the Children’s
Passports, and Attorney’s Fees and Costs

10/12/2021
AA002905 -
AA002946

129. Notice of Entry of Order Shortening Time 10/13/2021
AA002947 -
AA002951

VOLUME XVIII



130. Order Shortening Time 10/13/2021 
AA002952 - 
AA002954 

Ex Parte motion for Order Shortening Time on 
Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to 
Correct Clerical error in the Decree of Divorce 
Regarding the 529 Accounts, or in the Alternative, 
to Set Aside the Terms in the Decree of Divorce 
Regarding the Division of the 529 Accounts and 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs and Emergency 

131 . 
Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah 
to Jim's Custody, an Order that Hannah 

10/13/2021 
AA002955 - 
AA002962 

Immediately Participate in Therapy with Dr. Dee 
Pierce, an Order that Hannah have a Forensic 
Psychiatric Evaluation, an Order Requiring the 
Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling 
with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole Legal Custody, School 
Choice Determination, Return of the Children's 
Passports, and Attorney's Fees and Costs 

Defendant's Exhibit Appendix in Support of 
Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's 
Motion to Correct Clerical error in the Decree of 
Divorce Regarding the 529 Accounts, or in the 
Alternative, to Set Aside the Terms in the Decree 
of Divorce Regarding the Division of the 529 
Accounts and for Attorney's Fees and Costs and 

132. 
Opposition to Emergency Countermotion for 
Immediate Return of Hannah to Jim's Custody, an 
Order that Hannah Immediately Participate in 

10/17/2021 
AA002963 - 
AA002982 

Therapy with Dr. Dee Pierce, an Order that 
Hannah have a Forensic Psychiatric Evaluation, an 
Order Requiring the Parties to Participate in Co- 
Parenting Counseling with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole 
Legal Custody, School Choice Determination, 
Return of the Children's Passports, and Attorney's 
Fees and Costs 

VOLUME XVIII 

130. Order Shortening Time 10/13/2021
AA002952 -
AA002954

131.

Ex Parte motion for Order Shortening Time on
Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to
Correct Clerical error in the Decree of Divorce
Regarding the 529 Accounts, or in the Alternative,
to Set Aside the Terms in the Decree of Divorce
Regarding the Division of the 529 Accounts and
for Attorney’s Fees and Costs and Emergency
Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah
to Jim’s Custody, an Order that Hannah
Immediately Participate in Therapy with Dr. Dee
Pierce, an Order that Hannah have a Forensic
Psychiatric Evaluation, an Order Requiring the
Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling
with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole Legal Custody, School
Choice Determination, Return of the Children’s
Passports, and Attorney’s Fees and Costs

10/13/2021
AA002955 -
AA002962

132.

Defendant’s Exhibit Appendix in Support of
Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s
Motion to Correct Clerical error in the Decree of
Divorce Regarding the 529 Accounts, or in the
Alternative, to Set Aside the Terms in the Decree
of Divorce Regarding the Division of the 529
Accounts and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs and
Opposition to Emergency Countermotion for
Immediate Return of Hannah to Jim’s Custody, an
Order that Hannah Immediately Participate in
Therapy with Dr. Dee Pierce, an Order that
Hannah have a Forensic Psychiatric Evaluation, an
Order Requiring the Parties to Participate in Co-
Parenting Counseling with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole
Legal Custody, School Choice Determination,
Return of the Children’s Passports, and Attorney’s
Fees and Costs

10/17/2021
AA002963 -
AA002982

VOLUME XVIII



133.  

Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to 
Defendant's Motion to Correct Clerical error in 
the Decree of Divorce Regarding the 529 
Accounts, or in the Alternative, to Set Aside the 
Terms in the Decree of Divorce Regarding the 
Division of the 529 Accounts and for Attorney's 
Fees and Costs and Opposition to Emergency 
Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah 
to Jim's Custody, an Order that Hannah 
Immediately Participate in Therapy with Dr. Dee 
Pierce, an Order that Hannah have a Forensic 
Psychiatric Evaluation, an Order Requiring the 
Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling 
with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole Legal Custody, School 
Choice Determination, Return of the Children's 
Passports, and Attorney's Fees and Costs 

10/17/2021 
AA002983 - 
AA003035 

134.  
Stipulation and Order Resolving Outstanding 
Issues on Appeal (and Memorandum of 
Understanding 

10/17/2021 
AA003036 - 
AA003040 

135.  Certificate of Service 10/18/2021 
AA00 

AA002043 - 
3044 

136.  Notice of Intent to Serve Subpoena Duces Tecum 10/19/2021 
AA003045 - 
AA003047 

137.  Subpoena Duces Tecum 10/19/2021 
AA00 

AA003048 - 
3051 

138.  Subpoena Duces Tecum to Challenger School 10/25/2021 
AA003052 - 
AA003061 

139
' 

Subpoena Duces Tecum to Ernest A. Becker Sr. 
Middle School 

AA003062 - 
10/25/2021AA003071 

VOLUME XVIII 

133.

Defendant’s Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to
Defendant’s Motion to Correct Clerical error in
the Decree of Divorce Regarding the 529
Accounts, or in the Alternative, to Set Aside the
Terms in the Decree of Divorce Regarding the
Division of the 529 Accounts and for Attorney’s
Fees and Costs and Opposition to Emergency
Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah
to Jim’s Custody, an Order that Hannah
Immediately Participate in Therapy with Dr. Dee
Pierce, an Order that Hannah have a Forensic
Psychiatric Evaluation, an Order Requiring the
Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling
with Dr. Bree Mullin, Sole Legal Custody, School
Choice Determination, Return of the Children’s
Passports, and Attorney’s Fees and Costs

10/17/2021
AA002983 -
AA003035

134.
Stipulation and Order Resolving Outstanding
Issues on Appeal (and Memorandum of
Understanding

10/17/2021
AA003036 -
AA003040

135. Certificate of Service 10/18/2021
AA002043 -
AA003044

136. Notice of Intent to Serve Subpoena Duces Tecum 10/19/2021
AA003045 -
AA003047

137. Subpoena Duces Tecum 10/19/2021
AA003048 -
AA003051

138. Subpoena Duces Tecum to Challenger School 10/25/2021
AA003052 -
AA003061

139.
Subpoena Duces Tecum to Ernest A. Becker Sr.
Middle School

10/25/2021
AA003062 -
AA003071

VOLUME XVIII



140.  

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff's 
Motion for an Order to Show Cause to Issue 
Against Defendant for Violations of the Court's 
October 18, 2021 Orders, to Compel Compliance 
with the Court's Orders, for an Order for Matthew 
to Attend Counseling, for Temporary Sole Legal 
and Sole Physical Custody of the Minor Children, 
for an Order that Defendant Pay Child Support to 
Plaintiff, for an Award of Attorney's Fees and 
Costs, and for Other Related Relief 

10/31/2021  
AA003072 - 
AA003093 

VOLUME XVI 

141.  

Plaintiff's Motion for an Order to Show Cause to 
Issue Against Defendant for Violations of the 
Court's October 18, 2021 Orders, to Compel 
Compliance with the Court's Orders, for an Order 
for Matthew to Attend Counseling, for Temporary 
Sole Legal and Sole Physical Custody of the 
Minor Children, for an Order that Defendant Pay 
Child Support to Plaintiff, for an Award of 
Attorney's Fees and Costs, and for Other Related 
Relief 

10/31/2021  
AA003094 - 
AA003137 

142.  
Ex Parte Application for Issuance of an Order to 
Show Cause Against Defendant 

11/1/2021  
AA003138 - 
AA003145 

143.  Amended Notice of Hearing 11/1/2021 
AA003146 - 
AA003149 

144.  Notice of Hearing 11/1/2021 
AA00 

AA003150 - 
3153 

145.  Order Shortening Time 11/1/2021 
AA003154 - 
AA003156 

146.  Order to Show Cause 11/1/2021 
AA003157 - 
AA003159 

147.  Receipt of Copy 11/2/2021 
AA00 

AA003160 - 
3161 

VOLUME XVIII 

140.

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff’s
Motion for an Order to Show Cause to Issue
Against Defendant for Violations of the Court’s
October 18, 2021 Orders, to Compel Compliance
with the Court’s Orders, for an Order for Matthew
to Attend Counseling, for Temporary Sole Legal
and Sole Physical Custody of the Minor Children,
for an Order that Defendant Pay Child Support to
Plaintiff, for an Award of Attorney’s Fees and
Costs, and for Other Related Relief

10/31/2021
AA003072 -
AA003093

VOLUME XVI

141.

Plaintiff’s Motion for an Order to Show Cause to
Issue Against Defendant for Violations of the
Court’s October 18, 2021 Orders, to Compel
Compliance with the Court’s Orders, for an Order
for Matthew to Attend Counseling, for Temporary
Sole Legal and Sole Physical Custody of the
Minor Children, for an Order that Defendant Pay
Child Support to Plaintiff, for an Award of
Attorney’s Fees and Costs, and for Other Related
Relief

10/31/2021
AA003094 -
AA003137

142.
Ex Parte Application for Issuance of an Order to
Show Cause Against Defendant

11/1/2021
AA003138 -
AA003145

143. Amended Notice of Hearing 11/1/2021
AA003146 -
AA003149
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Income 
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156.  Transcript of Hearing Held on November 3, 2021 11/3/2021 
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187' 

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Plaintiff's 
Emergency Motion for Order for Plaintiff to 
Participate in the Turning Points for Families 
Program with Minor Children, for Defendant to be 
Solely Responsible for the Costs Associated with 
the Program, and for Related Relief 

3/15/2022 
AA003631 - 
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Plaintiff's Emergency Motion for Order for 
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Defendant's Exhibit Appendix in Support of 
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Order for Plaintiff to Participate in the Turning 
Points for Families Program with Minor Children, 
for Defendant to be Solely Responsible for the 
Costs Associated with the Program, and for 
Related Relief and Countermotion to Hannah to 
be Interviewed, for the Immediate Return of 
Matthew to Minh, and for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs 

3/20/2022 
AA003730 - 
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Electronically Filed 
11/24/2021 9:57 AM 
Steven D. Grierson 
CLERLC OF THE COU 

OBJ 
FRED PA 

BAR
SI,

NEVADA NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
LAS VEGAS NEVADA 89113 

V7

02) 823-2888 office 
02) 656-9820 fax 
mail: fpaepagelawoffices.com  

Attorney for Defendant 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
COUNTY OF CLARK 
STATE OF NEVADA 

JAMES VAHEY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Dept. U 

DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION/RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS 

COMES NOW, Defendant, MINH NGUYET LUONG, by and through he 

counsel, Fred Page, Esq. of Page Law Firm, and hereby submits her 

/ / / 

/1/ 

/ / 

/ / / 

1 1 / 
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Objection/Response to Plaintiff's Memorandum of Fees and Costs. 

DATED this 24111  day of November 2021 

PAGE LAW FIRM 

F D PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

On September 27, 2021, Minh timely filed what amounted to a 9-pag 

Motion requesting that percentages set forth in the Decree of Divorce be corrected. 

On October 12, 2021, Jim filed a 42-page Opposition and Countermotion. 

Almost the entirety of the Opposition and Countermotion was devoted to Jim'  

Countermotion. A review of the Opposition shows that Jim Opposition to Minh' 

request to set aside under NRCP 60(b) or in the alternative to correct a clerical 

error under NRCP 60(a) runs from page 26, line 24, to page 29, line 6, which 

approximately two and one-half pages. 

VOLUME xvill AA003459 
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13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

Is 

20 

On October 13, 2021, an Order Shortening Time was granted shortening th 

2 time in which the hearing would be heard to October 18, 2021. The shortened tim 

3 

4 
materially impacted Minh ability to meaningfully respond. 

5 At the October 18, 2021, hearing, this Court entered the following Orders a 

6 
it related to Minh's Motion and Jim's Opposition. The Minutes stated that Minh' 

7 

NRCP 60(b) Motion was denied. The Minutes additionally stated, "Ms. Dolso 

9 shall submit Memorandum of Fees and Costs incurred to oppose 529 motion." 

On November 15, 2021, Jim filed his Memorandum of Fees and Costs. Ji  

was claiming fees of $12,755.00. The Memorandum of Fees and Costs failed 

distinguish Plaintiff's Opposition and Plaintiff's Countermotion as to what wa 

devoted to responding to the NRCP 60(a) and NRCP 60(b) Motion and what wa 

devoted to the Countermotion. It certainly did not take 35.7 hours for a total o 

$12,755.00 to oppose the Motion under NRCP 60(b) and NRCP 60(a). 

19 II. 
RESPONSE/OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MEMORANDUM OF FEES 

AND COSTS 
21 

22 A. Plaintiff Has Failed Provide Any Analysis as Required by Nevada Rul 
of Civil Procedure 54 

23 

24 The current enactment of NRCP 54 states in pertinent pan, 

25 

26 

27 

(d) Attorney Fees. 
(1) Reserved. 
(2) Attorney Fees. 
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(A) Claim to Be by Motion. A claim for attorney fees must 
be made by motion. The court may decide a postjudgment motion for 
attorney fees despite the existence of a pending appeal from the 
underlying final judgment. 

(B) Timing and Contents of the Motion. Unless a statute or 
a court order provides otherwise, the motion must: 

(i) be filed no later than 21 days after written notice of 
entry of judgment is served; 

(ii) specify the judgment and the statute, rule, or other 
grounds entitling the movant to the award; 

(iii) state the amount sought or provide a fair estimate of 
it; 

(iv) disclose, if the court so orders, the nonprivileged 
financial terms of any agreement about fees for the services for 
which the claim is made; and 

(v) be supported by: 
(a) counsel's affidavit swearing that the fees were 

actually and necessarily incurred and were reasonable; 
(b) documentation concerning the amount of fees 

claimed; and 
(c) points and authorities addressing the 

appropriate factors to be considered by the court in 
deciding the motion. 

First and foremost under NRCP 54, "claim for attorney fees must be mad 

by motion." Jim's Memorandum of Fees and Costs can be rejected on that basi 

alone. 

B. Minh's Analysis Under NRCP 54 

Notwithstanding the fact that Jim failed to provide any analysis under NRC 

54 as required, in the interests of completeness provide an analysis under NRC 

54. 

/ / / 
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NRCP 54(2)(d)(2)(B)(i): The Motion must be filed no later than 21 day 
after written notice of entry of judgment is served 

The Order from the October 18, 2021, hearing was filed November 9, 2021 

The Memorandum has been filed within 21 days of this Court's Order and i 

therefore timely. 

NRCP 54(2)(d)(2)(B)(ii): The Motion must specify the judgment 
and the statute, rule, or other grounds entitling the movant to the 
award 

The Memorandum of Fees and Costs fails to specify the, "judgment, and th 

statute, rule, or other grounds entitling the movant to the award." A review of th.  

Memorandum fails to show any reference to this Court's Minute Order or th 

Order from the October 18, 2021, hearing, filed November 9, 2021. 

At best, Jim refers to the Brunzell v. Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev. 

345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969). The analysis provided by Jim at it relates t. 

Brunzell is insufficient. Primarily, Jim's counsel engages in puffery regarding he 

experience and her credentials. 

NRCP 54(2)(d)(2)(B)(iii): The Motion must state the amount sought o 
provide a fair estimate of it 

The amount is as stated by Jim in the invoices. However, Jim completel 

fails to parse out what work was expended on the Opposition to the NRCP 60(a 

and 60(b) Motion and what work was expended on the Countermotion. It certain] 

did not take 35 hours and $12,000 to respond to Minh's nine-page Motion. 
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It is not Minh's duty to try and figure out what amount of time wa 

expended in drafting an Opposition to the NRCP 60(a) and NRCP 60(b) Motio 

and what amount of time was expended on the Countermotion. It is also not th;  

Court's job to try and figure out what amount of time was expended in drafting a 

Opposition to the NRCP 60(a) and NRCP 60(b) Motion and what amount of wa 

time was expended in drafting the Countermotion. 

Jim had a legal duty to follow the Court's orders and parse out what amoun 

of time was expended on the Opposition to the NRCP 60(a) and 60(b) Motion — o 

provide a fair estimate of that amount. Jim has failed in his legal duty to do both i 

what is an apparent attempt to steal from Minh. Furthermore, Minh is undul 

prejudiced in her ability to respond because she has not ability to provide any lega 

argument as to what Jim has or has not done as it relates in drafting to th 

Opposition to the NRCP 60(a) and NRCP 60(b) Motions. 

Because Jim has failed in his legal duty to parse out what amount of tim 

was expended in the Opposition in responding to the NRCP 60(a) and 60(b 

Motion — or provide a fair estimate, it is impossible for the Court to award an 

fees. There is no possibility that two and one-half pages of Opposition equates t 

$12,755.00 in fees. 

It is submitted what Jim has done by claiming that his Opposition to Minh' 

Motion under NRCP 60(a) and NRCP 60(b) equates to $12,755.00 was done in ba 
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faith. Accordingly, Jim's request for fees should be denied for his failure ti  

comply with what was ordered by this Court, and provide a fair estimate of wha 

amount of time expended in drafting to his Opposition. 

NRCP 54(2)(d)(2)(B)(iv): Disclose, if the court so orders, th 
nonprivileged financial terms of any agreement about fees for th 
services for which the claim is made 

There is no disclosure by Jim's counsel of any retainer agreement that h 

has. 

NRCP 54(2)(d)(2)(B)(v)(a): be supported by counsel's affidavit swearin 
that the fees were actually and necessarily incurred and wer 
reasonable 

The Affidavit from Jim's counsel only states that the content is true an'  

correct. As stated, there is nothing in the Affidavit that the fees were actually an'  

necessarily incurred as it relates in responding to the Motion to Set Aside Unde 

NRCP 60(a) and NRCP 60(b). That would have been the honest and forthrigh 

thing to do. 

// 

// 

// 

// 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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III. 
CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE, based upon the foregoing, Defendant, MINH LUONG, 

respectfully requests that Plaintiff, JIM VAHEY'S, request for fees be denied. 

DATED this 20 day of November 2021 

PAGE LAW FIRM 

F' /D PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 24111  day of November 2021 tha 

the foregoing DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION/RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF' 

MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS was served pursuant to NEFCR 9 vi 

e-service to Robert Dickerson, Esq. attorney for Plaintiff. 

An em) oyee of age Law Firm 
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LAW OFFICES OF 
VALARIE I. FUJII & ASSOCIATES 

706 South Eighth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Phone: (702) 341-6464 vip@fujiilawlv.com  
FUJIILAWLV.COM  

December 6, 2021 

Via Email: deptuinbox@clarkcountycourts.us  
District Court, Family Division, Dept. U 
Honorable Judge Dawn Throne 
601 North Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

GUARDIAN Al) LITEM REPORT 

Re: In re: Vahey v. Luong; Case No.: D-18-581444-D  

DO NOT COPY OR RELEASE THIS REPORT TO ANYONE 
INCLUDING ALL PARTIES TO THE ACTION. NEVER DISCLOSE TO 
OR DISCUSS THE CONTENTS OF THE REPORT WITH ANY MINOR 
CHILD PURSUANT TO EDCR 5.304( c). 

Dear Honorable Judge Throne: 

Pursuant to the Stipulation and Order for Guardian Ad Litem filed in this 

case, the followingB: 3/19/2009 age 12) and Matthew Vahey, DO 
shall reflect m

4

y opinions as they relate to the subject minors, 
Hannah Vahey, DO B: : 6/26/2010 
(age 11). I was not appointed to eIena Vahey, DOB: 4/4/2014 (age 7). 

The scope of my retention includes but is not limited to the following: 

(a) Represent and protect the best interests of the children until excused 
by the Court; 

(b) Ensure that the Court receives an independent, objective account of 
those facts; 

( c) Meet with the children as often as is necessary to ascertain the best 
interest of the children; 

(d) Explain to the children the role of the Guardian Ad Litem and, when 
appropriate, the nature and purpose of each proceeding in the case; 

(e) Participate in the development and negotiation of any plans for and 
orders regarding the children, and monitor the implementation of 
those plans and orders; 
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LAW OFFICES OF
VALARIE I. FUJII & ASSOCIATES

706 South Eighth Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Phone: (702) 341-6464 È vip@fujiilawlv.com 
FUJIILAWLV.COM

December 6, 2021

Via Email: deptuinbox@clarkcountycourts.us
District Court, Family Division, Dept. U
Honorable Judge Dawn Throne
601 North Pecos Road
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

GUARDIAN AD LITEM REPORT

Re: In re: Vahey v. Luong; Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

DO NOT COPY OR RELEASE THIS REPORT TO ANYONE,
INCLUDING ALL PARTIES TO THE ACTION.  NEVER DISCLOSE TO
OR DISCUSS THE CONTENTS OF THE REPORT WITH ANY MINOR
CHILD PURSUANT TO EDCR 5.304( c).

Dear Honorable Judge Throne:

Pursuant to the Stipulation and Order for Guardian Ad Litem filed in this
case, the following shall reflect my opinions as they relate to the subject minors, 
Hannah Vahey, DOB: 3/19/2009 (age 12) and Matthew Vahey, DOB: 6/26/2010   
(age 11).  I was not appointed to Selena Vahey, DOB: 4/4/2014 (age 7).

The scope of my retention includes but is not limited to the following:  

(a) Represent and protect the best interests of the children until excused
by the Court;

(b) Ensure that the Court receives an independent, objective account of
those facts;

( c) Meet with the children as often as is necessary to ascertain the best
interest of the children;

(d) Explain to the children the role of the Guardian Ad Litem and, when
appropriate, the nature and purpose of each proceeding in the case;

(e) Participate in the development and negotiation of any plans for and
orders regarding the children, and monitor the implementation of
those plans and orders;
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(f) Inform the Court of the desires of the children, but exercise 
independent judgment regarding the best interests of the children; 
and 

(g) Present recommendations to the Court and provide reasons in support 
of those recommendations. 

Pursuant to NRS §159A.0455(4), I am an officer of the court and not a party 
to this case and as such, will not offer legal advice to the protected minors. 

The parties selected me as GAL while they were in the middle of an 
evidentiary hearing on a Motion for an Order to Show Cause to Issue Against Dad 
for Violations of the Court's Orders and to Compel Compliance for an Order for 
Matthew to Attend Counseling, for Temporary Sole Legal and Sole Physical 
Custody of the Minor Children, and Support and Attorneys Fees. I listened to 
some testimony from Dr. Michelle Fontenelle, Hannah's psychologist on 
November 3, 2021 and cross examination of Dad on November 5, 2021. I also 
heard the Court's oral decision on the same date. 

The children and I met on November 8, 2021, at the new home of their 
mother for three and a half hours. One hour with all three children, then one hour 
with Hannah. While with all three, Hannah, Matthew, and even Selena reported 
their father punching, choking, and dragging them.. After I separated them, and 
spoke to Hannah and Matthew individually, I realized that the other children did 
not have as many animosities toward Dad. I talked to Mom for over an hour and 
she insisted that their behavior is caused by the way Dad treats them. She 
indicated Dr. Fontenelle is reporting the abuse to CPS. After the in home visit 
with the children, I spoke with counsel for the parties separately. 

On November 9, 2021, I spoke with Mom and Dad who agreed to try 
something new for the next visitation. Mom would leave Hannah at home and 
Dad would visit with just Matthew and Selena. Both counsel agreed. However 
that evening Mom sent me a text that it was an emergency because Matthew was 
having a panic/anxiety attack and is afraid his Dad is going to "kill him." This 
was different from the 11-year-old I had met the night before who told me about 
his love for rock climbing and fishing. Matthew had agreed to show me his 
bedroom at his Dad's house. We spoke that evening and Mom stated that 
Matthew did not mean to tell me he would show me his room at his Dad's. I 
explained to Mom that it appears she is not facilitating visitations and it is 
improper to discuss with Matthew the litigation including what he discloses to me. 
I finally was able to get Mom to concede that Dad was not going to actually 
murder Matthew and that I would be there to emotionally support Matthew. 

On November 10, 2021, I was present for the visitation exchange at the 
office of the children's ophthalmologist. We all walked out of the office into the 

VOLUME XVIII AA003468 

GAL Report for Vahey Minors
Case No.: D-18-581444-D 
December 6, 2021
Page 2

(f) Inform the Court of the desires of the children, but exercise
independent judgment regarding the best interests of the children; 
and

(g) Present recommendations to the Court and provide reasons in support
of those recommendations.  

Pursuant to NRS §159A.0455(4), I am an officer of the court and not a party
to this case and as such, will not offer legal advice to the protected minors. 

The parties selected me as GAL while they were in the middle of an
evidentiary hearing on a Motion for an Order to Show Cause to Issue Against Dad
for Violations of the Court's Orders and to Compel Compliance, for an Order for
Matthew to Attend Counseling, for Temporary Sole Legal and Sole Physical
Custody of the Minor Children, and Support and Attorneys Fees.  I listened to
some testimony from Dr. Michelle Fontenelle, Hannah’s psychologist on
November 3, 2021 and cross examination of Dad on November 5, 2021.  I also
heard the Court’s oral decision on the same date. 

The children and I met on November 8, 2021, at the new home of their
mother for three and a half hours. One hour with all three children, then one hour
with Hannah. While with all three, Hannah, Matthew, and even Selena reported
their father punching, choking, and dragging them.. After I separated them, and
spoke to Hannah and Matthew individually, I realized that the other children did
not have as many animosities toward Dad. I talked to Mom for over an hour and
she insisted that their behavior is caused by the way Dad treats them.  She
indicated Dr. Fontenelle is reporting the abuse to CPS.  After the in home visit
with the children, I spoke with counsel for the parties separately.  

On November 9, 2021, I spoke with Mom and Dad who agreed to try
something new for the next visitation.  Mom would leave Hannah at home and
Dad would visit with just Matthew and Selena.  Both counsel agreed.  However
that evening Mom sent me a text that it was an emergency because Matthew was
having a panic/anxiety attack and is afraid his Dad is going to “kill him.”  This
was different from the 11-year-old I had met the night before who told me about
his love for rock climbing and fishing.  Matthew had agreed to show me his
bedroom at his Dad’s house.  We spoke that evening and Mom stated that
Matthew did not mean to tell me he would show me his room at his Dad’s.  I
explained to Mom that it appears she is not facilitating visitations and it is
improper to discuss with Matthew the litigation including what he discloses to me. 
I finally was able to get Mom to concede that Dad was not going to actually
murder Matthew and that I would be there to emotionally support Matthew.  

On November 10, 2021, I was present for the visitation exchange at the
office of the children’s ophthalmologist.   We all walked out of the office into the
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parking lot. Mom did several things which I found unproductive. She had her car 
door visibly open (an escape). I shut her car door, but then she said she had to 
open it so the kids could get out their personal belongings. I offered to do it, and 
when she reopened the car door, Matthew jumped in her car and refused to get out. 
Selena however, went to her Dad without issue. I told Dad to go ahead and we 
would drive Matthew to his house. Mom did not expect me to ask her to do this 
(its 50 min away). When I went to my car to head over, Mom said Matthew "ran 
away." The next hour was extremely stressful and Mom and I went searching for 
Matthew by car and on foot, at dusk within a very busy intersection. I was all set 
to call the police when I drove up on Matthew. I was both an and scared. I 
was disappointed in Matthew's actions which were dangerous. I asked him to 
apologize to his Mom. Mom's reaction was not as expected, instead of anger, she 
was relieved and held and hugged him. She then asked to take him home where he 
would be safe. 

I reported the aforementioned orally at the Court Hearing on November 12, 
2021. After which the Court temporarily gave Dad sole legal and physical custody 
of Matthew and ordered his schooling be at Bob Miller beginning November 15, 
2021. Hannah (who was still refusing to see her father) would get to select the 
school she attends and Selena would continue the joint visitation. Both Hannah 
and Matthew would participate in counseling with their Dad and Hannah would 
continue in weekly therapy with Dr. Fontanelle. 

The exchange of Matthew was ordered to occur on Friday, November 13, 
2021 at the Red Rock Climbing Center and I was to assist. When I arrived Mom 
and her significant other (Kim) were inside with Matthew. I said hello and then 
we all walked out to where Dad was. Matthew refused to go with Dad. Matthew 
was not crying or making a scene he was just silent and refused to speak..I took 
Mom up the street so they could speak privately. Mom could not leave without 
Matthew seeing her (we tried). Kim went to get Mom's car, and as soon as 
Matthew saw the car lights he ran over, jumped in, and locked the door. After 
three hours of coaxing by Dad, I had to leave and the exchange was unsuccessful. 
Dad was pleased however, that he got the opportunity to see, hug and speak with 
Matthew. I asked Mom to make sure she gets Matthew to his new school on 
Monday as ordered. 

On Monday, November 15, 2021, Mom texted me. She could not get 
Matthew to go to school. She invited Dad to come over to speak with Matthew. 
When Dad arrived, they could not find Matthew who was hiding from his Dad. 
Finally, on Wednesday, November 17, 2021 Mom took Matthew to school and 
Dad was able to pick him up. Dad's counsel sent a letter to Mom's threatening 
Kidnaping charges if Mom attempted to pick up Matthew from school. 
The school counselor, Ms. Davis, used to work for the Dept. Of Family Services 
(DFS). She was instrumental in the exchange and assisted with Matthew leaving 
with his Dad from school that day. It took approximately three hours. 
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parking lot.  Mom did several things which I found unproductive. She had her car
door visibly open (an escape).  I shut her car door, but then she said she had to
open it so the kids could get out their personal belongings.  I offered to do it, and
when she reopened the car door, Matthew jumped in her car and refused to get out.
Selena however, went to her Dad without issue.  I told Dad to go ahead and we
would drive Matthew to his house.  Mom did not expect me to ask her to do this
(its 50 min away).  When I went to my car to head over, Mom said Matthew “ran
away.”  The next hour was extremely stressful and Mom and I went searching for
Matthew by car and on foot, at dusk within a very busy intersection.  I was all set
to call the police when I drove up on Matthew.  I was both angry and scared.  I
was disappointed in Matthew’s actions which were dangerous.  I asked him to
apologize to his Mom.  Mom’s reaction was not as  expected, instead of anger, she
was relieved and held and hugged him.  She then asked to take him home where he
would be safe.  

I reported the aforementioned orally at the Court Hearing on November 12,
2021. After which the Court temporarily gave Dad sole legal and physical custody
of Matthew and ordered his schooling be at Bob Miller beginning November 15,
2021.  Hannah (who was still refusing to see her father) would get to select the
school she attends and Selena would continue the joint visitation.   Both Hannah
and Matthew would participate in counseling with their Dad and Hannah would
continue in weekly therapy with Dr. Fontanelle.  

The exchange of Matthew was ordered to occur on Friday, November 13,
2021 at the Red Rock Climbing Center and I was to assist.  When I arrived Mom
and her significant other (Kim) were inside with Matthew.  I said hello and then
we all walked out to where Dad was.  Matthew refused to go with Dad.  Matthew
was not crying or making a scene he was just silent and refused to speak. I took
Mom up the street so they could speak privately. Mom could not leave without
Matthew seeing her (we tried). Kim went to get Mom's car, and as soon as
Matthew saw the car lights he ran over, jumped in, and locked the door. After
three hours of coaxing by Dad, I had to leave and the exchange was unsuccessful. 
Dad was pleased however, that he got the opportunity to see, hug and speak with
Matthew.  I asked Mom to make sure she gets Matthew to his new school on
Monday as ordered.  

On Monday, November 15, 2021, Mom texted me.  She could not get
Matthew to go to school.  She invited Dad to come over to speak with Matthew. 
When Dad arrived, they could not find Matthew who was hiding from his Dad.  
Finally, on Wednesday, November 17, 2021 Mom took Matthew to school and
Dad was able to pick him up.  Dad’s counsel sent a letter to Mom’s threatening
Kidnaping charges if Mom attempted to pick up Matthew from school. 
The school counselor, Ms. Davis, used to work for the Dept. Of Family Services
(DFS).  She was instrumental in the exchange and assisted with Matthew leaving
with his Dad from school that day.  It took approximately three hours. 
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On November 18, 2021, I had a video conference with Matthew whose 
behavior and attitude about his Dad seemed to have significantly improved. When 
I first met him, he was unwilling to talk to his Dad in the same room. He admitted 
he used to get along with him, then we could not get him to go with him during the 
exchange. I asked -Matthew if there was anything -I could do to help facilitate the 
visitation or make things better while at his Dads. He wants to be able to talk to 
his Mom while there. He also wants his Dad to listen to him or hear him and 
believe what he was saying. 

He reported having no fear of Dad and believed his Dad would never put his 
hands on him. He started school and rated it an 8 out of 10. I was encouraged by 
the progress. However on November 23, 2021, Matthew was distraught and sad. 
He said he has tried to be extra good so he can see his Mom for Thanksgiving but 
his Dad said no. He said he is willing to do Selena's schedule so he can be with 
Mom for Thanksgiving. He thinks a month is too long to go without being with 
her. He also said his Dad will not let him speak to Mom privately. I encouraged 
Dad to rethink Thanksgiving. I feared no Thanksgiving with Mom may work 
against all of them and sent an email to counsel for the parties indicating Matthew 
feels like he's being punished. He had not spoken to his Mom and Hannah. I 
specifically told Dad I would not be used as a messenger and was disappointed he 
never informed Mom of his plan on keeping Matthew when she had prans to take 
the children to California. I also expressed my desire that Dad get Matthew into 
counseling with Sunshine Collins as ordered and recommended having set times 
for Matthew to speak to Mommy and his siblings. 

Dad agreed to let Matthew go with Mom for Thanksgiving. 

Immediately upon his return, Dad reported Matthew totally regressed. He 
wouldn't talk to him, was angry and refused to eat. Matthew wanted to just be 
alone in his room. Dad found a tag (tracking device) on Matthew and $150 in his 
pocket that "Mommy gave him for lunch Money." Dad felt like they were starting 
all over again at square one. I spoke to Matthew via face time on November 29, 
2021, and he was angry more than sad. He definitely regressed from when he was 
last there. He told me he did not want to be there. His Dad takes pictures of him 
while he sleeps and he has no privacy because he's always opening his door. He 
said his Dad Lies. He denied being in fear of his Dad and said he was safe and in 
no danger, but he was adamant that he does not want to be there. This was a 
contrast to how he was before Thanksgiving when he was willing to do Selena's 
schedule or a minimum of 2 days a week with Dad. Now, he did not want to be 
with him at all. Matthew made toddler cries without tears and finally he shut 
down, stopped talking and stared at me. 

I spoke to Matthew via face time on December 2, 2021. At first he was 
chatty and then it was like he forgot to hate Dad and when he remembered, his 
demeanor changed and he broke down and sobbed. He said he is sad. He told me 
that he is not going to see his Mom for an entire month. He said he does not get to 
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On November 18, 2021, I had a video conference with Matthew whose
behavior and attitude about his Dad seemed to have significantly improved. When
I first met him, he was unwilling to talk to his Dad in the same room.  He admitted
he used to get along with him, then we could not get him to go with him during the
exchange.  I asked Matthew if there was anything I could do to help facilitate the
visitation or make things better while at his Dads.  He wants to be able to talk to
his Mom while there.  He also wants his Dad to listen to him or hear him and
believe what he was saying.
 

He reported having no fear of Dad and believed his Dad would never put his
hands on him.  He started school and rated it an 8 out of 10. I was encouraged by
the progress.  However, on November 23, 2021, Matthew was distraught and sad. 
He said he has tried to be extra good so he can see his Mom for Thanksgiving but
his Dad said no. He said he is willing to do Selena's schedule so he can be with
Mom for Thanksgiving. He thinks a month is too long to go without being with
her. He also said his Dad will not let him speak to Mom privately.  I encouraged
Dad to rethink Thanksgiving.  I feared no Thanksgiving with Mom may work
against all of them and sent an email to counsel for the parties indicating Matthew
feels like he’s being punished. He had not spoken to his Mom and Hannah.   I
specifically told Dad I would not be used as a messenger and was disappointed he
never informed Mom of his plan on keeping Matthew when she had plans to take
the children to California. I also expressed my desire that Dad get Matthew into
counseling with Sunshine Collins as ordered and recommended having set times
for Matthew to speak to Mommy and his siblings.  

Dad agreed to let Matthew go with Mom for Thanksgiving.

Immediately upon his return, Dad reported Matthew totally regressed. He
wouldn’t talk to him, was angry and refused to eat.  Matthew wanted to just be
alone in his room.  Dad found a tag (tracking device) on Matthew and $150 in his
pocket that “Mommy gave him for lunch Money.”  Dad felt like they were starting
all over again at square one.  I spoke to Matthew via face time on November 29,
2021, and he was angry more than sad.  He definitely regressed from when he was
last there.  He told me he did not want to be there.  His Dad takes pictures of him
while he sleeps and he has no privacy because he’s always opening his door.  He
said his Dad lies.  He denied being in fear of his Dad and said he was safe and in
no danger, but he was adamant that he does not want to be there.  This was a
contrast to how he was before Thanksgiving when he was willing to do Selena’s
schedule or a minimum of 2 days a week with Dad.  Now, he did not want to be
with him at all.  Matthew made toddler cries without tears and finally he shut
down, stopped talking and stared at me.  

I spoke to Matthew via face time on December 2, 2021.  At first he was
chatty and then it was like he forgot to hate Dad and when he remembered, his
demeanor changed and he broke down and sobbed.  He said he is sad.  He told me
that he is not going to see his Mom for an entire month. He said he does not get to
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spend Christmas with his Mom and sisters. He knew dates and deadlines that I 
could tell his Mom told him. I could see he felt hopeless and his little spirit was 
heartbroken about this. Dad reported finding an additional tag on Matthew. 

On Dec 6, 2021, I face-timed with Matthew and to my surprise, he was 
pleasant. He was having a good time with Aunt Barb and Aunt Femme  who were 
visiting from Illinois. His Dad left the day before but he didn't know where to or 
when he was getting back. We talked about school and four square. He is not 
behind in any of his classes. He solved a Rubik' cube in minutes right before my 
eyes. He appeared better having a respite from Dad. After Dad returned however, 
Matthew remained aloof and refused to eat nor speak to Dad. 

I received a lengthy email from Aunt Barb, she too noticed how Matthew 
warmed up to them, but his demeanor would change after speaking with his Mom. 
He would-become distant and evasive. Eventually, Matthew warmed up to them 
until Dad came back and Matthew was only ignoring him, not them. 

With Matthew's behavior not improving since returning to his Dad, I 
reached out to Mom and Dad for solutions. Dad's fear is that Matthew will 
regress every time he sees Mom and comes back to him. Dad believes this alone 
time is crucial to build a better bond with Matthew and has enlisted the assistance 
of the school counselor, Ms. Davis for some guidance. He is also set Matthew up 
for counseling prior to getting him into Sunshine Collins, He is fearful of 
Matthew going down the same path as Hannah until he is completely removed 
from their lives. Dad is of the position that allowing Hannah to have time for 
reunification therapy equates to "giving her what she wants" and is not good for 
their relationship. 

Mom believes that it is up to Dad to improve the relationship with his 
children and that the Court and-Dad are torturing Matthew. She believes Dad 
lacks parenting skills. He doesn't participate in activities with them like she does 
and that Matthew and Hannah should have the schedule they desire. It is better for 
the children to have quality time with Dad rather then be forced to spend time with 
him and that is why they resent him. 

What is in Matthew's best interest going forward is complicated by the 
situation that exists as to Hanna. Hannah, age 12 is a serious and articulate child 
and presented at our initial meeting with anger and anxiety. She spoke about her 
Dad abusing her and showed me visible mars on her arms. She said she struck 
him in the face and that she hates him. She said her Dad lies to them all the time. 
He lied about them going to California and that she doesn't trust him. She 
explained that when she's there he takes pictures of her. He constantly interrupts 
her when she is in her room and checks on her every hour and she cannot neither 
sleep nor eat. She said he's a horrible cook, and that he's too cheap to buy food 
and that there is mold and scorpions in his house. Hannah is acting autonomously. 
She said the Court couldn't make her see her Dad, and that she was going to do 
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spend Christmas with his Mom and sisters.  He knew dates and deadlines that I
could tell his Mom told him. I could see he felt hopeless and his little spirit was
heartbroken about this.  Dad reported finding an additional tag on Matthew.

On Dec 6, 2021, I face-timed with Matthew and to my surprise,  he was
pleasant. He was having a good time with Aunt Barb and Aunt Jeannie who were
visiting from Illinois.  His Dad left the day before but he didn’t know where to or
when he was getting back. We talked about school and four square.  He is not
behind in any of his classes.  He solved a Rubik’ cube in minutes right before my
eyes. He appeared better having a respite from Dad.  After Dad returned however,
Matthew remained aloof and refused to eat nor speak to Dad.

I received a lengthy email from Aunt Barb, she too noticed how Matthew
warmed up to them, but his demeanor would change after speaking with his Mom.
He would become distant and evasive.  Eventually, Matthew warmed up to them
until Dad came back and Matthew was only ignoring him, not them.     

With Matthew’s behavior not improving since returning to his Dad, I
reached out to Mom and Dad for solutions.  Dad’s fear is that Matthew will
regress every time he sees Mom and comes back to him.  Dad believes this alone
time is crucial to build a better bond with Matthew and has enlisted the assistance
of the school counselor, Ms. Davis for some guidance.  He is also set Matthew up
for counseling prior to getting him into Sunshine Collins,    He is fearful of
Matthew going down the same path as Hannah until he is completely removed
from their lives.  Dad is of the position that allowing Hannah to have time for
reunification therapy equates to “giving her what she wants” and is not good for
their relationship.

Mom believes that it is up to Dad to improve the relationship with his
children and that the Court and Dad are torturing Matthew.  She believes Dad
lacks parenting skills.  He doesn’t participate in activities with them like she does
and that Matthew and Hannah should have the schedule they desire.  It is better for
the children to have quality time with Dad rather then be forced to spend time with
him and that is why they resent him.

What is in Matthew’s best interest going forward is complicated by the
situation that exists as to Hanna.  Hannah, age 12 is a serious and articulate child
and presented at our initial meeting with anger and anxiety.  She spoke about her
Dad abusing her and showed me visible marks on her arms.  She said she struck
him in the face and that she hates him.  She said her Dad lies to them all the time. 
He lied about them going to California and that she doesn’t trust him. She
explained that when she’s there he takes pictures of her. He constantly interrupts
her when she is in her room and checks on her every hour and she cannot neither
sleep nor eat.  She said he’s a horrible cook, and that he’s too cheap to buy food
and that there is mold and scorpions in his house.  Hannah is acting autonomously. 
She said the Court couldn’t make her see her Dad, and that she was going to do
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what she wanted, until she got what she wanted. Hannah hadn't been in school for 
months and she reported having no friends, no hobbies and doing no activities. 
She was so angry and I was concerned for her welfare as she appeared to hate her 
Dad more than she loves herself. 

After the Court's Order on November 12, 2021, I have face timed with 
Hannah on three separate occasions along with texts. She appears to be doing 
very well. She started school at Becker, is taking piano and has made a friend she 
eats lunch with. She showed me a gel candle she made along with some rings. She 
is social and upbeat in our conversations. She texted me early on that she wasn't 
getting to speak with Matthew. However, she does now, although limited by Dad. 
She misses Matthew and Selena when they are at Dad's because it's lonely. 

As of our last video chat on December 9, 2021, Hannah is now willing to  
see her Dad.  She said she will give Dad another chance. I do not know what 
precipitated this or is the source for her sudden change of heart, but she is still 
doing her weekly counseling. with Dr. Fontenelle. She does wish to limit 
visitations with Dad to less then an hour, but I found her words encouraging. She 
is no longer so angry with him. 

Both Mom and Dad were surprised Hannah will see Dad. Dad believed 
allowing Hannah time to therapeutically reunify is giving her what she wants and 
feels he may have lost her forever. He does not think it is good for her. Mom, on 
the other hand says Hannah is thriving because she is being heard. I as her GAL 
wish to maximize on her desires to see Dad. 

OPINIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF GAL: 

As GAL my sole consideration is what is in the best interest of Hannah and 
Matthew. 

As to Matthew I can tell the Court that Matthew has expressed he no longer 
wants to be at his fathers. I do not believe he hates his father, but rather, he just 
wants his Mom. He is suffering emotionally because he does not know when he 
will see or talk to her next. Since being with his Dad, Matthew is back in school 
and has a B+ average. Dad is driving him to rock climbing 2x a week near Mom's 
house. Dad is buying his favorite foods and trying so hard to make him happy. 
But no matter what Dad tries, Matthew will remain sad and depressed, evasive, 
and aloof until he has scheduled time to both see and speak with his Mom. 

Contrary to what Mom states, Matthew is not this way because of Dad or 
the Court. It is not that simple. Both parents must accept some culpability. 
Being outside looking in, some behaviors and choices on both sides affect the 
welfare of Matthew and Hannah. Physically forcing them into the car was a 
questionable choice by Dad. Initially telling Matthew no for Thanksgiving, is 
another questionable choice. However, when I urged Dad to allow Matthew to 
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what she wanted, until she got what she wanted.  Hannah hadn’t been in school for
months and she reported having no friends, no hobbies and doing no activities. 
She was so angry and I was concerned for her welfare as she appeared to hate her
Dad more than she loves herself.

After the Court’s Order on November 12, 2021, I have face timed with
Hannah on three separate occasions along with texts.  She appears to be doing
very well.  She started school at Becker, is taking piano and has made a friend she
eats lunch with. She showed me a gel candle she made along with some rings. She
is social and upbeat in our conversations.  She texted me early on that she wasn’t
getting to speak with Matthew.  However, she does now, although limited by Dad. 
She misses Matthew and Selena when they are at Dad’s because it’s lonely.  

As of our last video chat on  December 9, 2021, Hannah is now willing to
see her Dad.  She said she will give Dad another chance.  I do not know what 
precipitated this or is the source for her sudden change of heart, but she is still
doing her weekly counseling with Dr. Fontenelle.   She does wish to limit
visitations with Dad to less then an hour, but I found her words encouraging.  She
is no longer so angry with him. 

Both Mom and Dad were surprised Hannah will see Dad.  Dad believed
allowing Hannah time to therapeutically reunify is giving her what she wants and
feels he may have lost her forever.  He does not think it is good for her.  Mom, on
the other hand  says Hannah is thriving because she is being heard.  I as her GAL
wish to maximize on her desires to see Dad.  

OPINIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF GAL:

As GAL my sole consideration is what is in the best interest of Hannah and
Matthew.  

As to Matthew I can tell the Court that Matthew has expressed he no longer
wants to be at his fathers.  I do not believe he hates his father, but rather, he just
wants his Mom.  He is suffering emotionally because he does not know when he
will see or talk to her next.  Since being with his Dad, Matthew is back in school
and has a B+ average.  Dad is driving him to rock climbing 2x a week near Mom’s
house.  Dad is buying his favorite foods and trying so hard to make him happy.
But no matter what Dad tries, Matthew will remain sad and depressed, evasive,
and aloof until he has scheduled time to both see and speak with his Mom.
 

Contrary to what Mom states, Matthew is not this way because of Dad or
the Court.  It is not that simple.  Both parents must accept some culpability. 
Being outside looking in, some behaviors and choices on both sides affect the
welfare of Matthew and Hannah.  Physically forcing them into the car was a
questionable choice by Dad.  Initially telling Matthew no for Thanksgiving, is
another questionable choice.   However, when I urged Dad to allow Matthew to
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see his Mom for Thanksgiving, Dad placed himself in Matthew's position and 
ultimately agreed. He was putting Matthew's needs before himself. He is 
cooperative and willing to do more. However, when I discussed a questionable 
choice on Mom's part, she was defensive and deflective. She accepts no 
responsibility and plays victim. I have to believe she has enough insight to know 
that giving Matthew $150 and putting a tracker on him upon his return to Dad 
after-ThanIcsgiving would affect him. Matthew knew his Dad wasn't supposed to 
know about the tracker. I am thinking of Matthew. Poor little guy is being given 
a tracker and told different things by the adults in his life. How hard this must be 
on him. I cannot make him want to be with his father, but I do not believe Mom is 
in any way assisting in making their relationship better. Saing things like he "has 
to be with Daddy now and do everything Dad says" and Mommy wishes she could 
help but the Court says no"is damaging to him 
. She is representing that she is the good one. She is his savior and champion 
which leads Matthew to believe all of this is happening because of Dad, who is the 
aggressor and the bad guy. I want Matthew to be a happy, loving, carefree child. 
Mom should not whine/cry with Matthew when they speak. I understand she 
misses him immensely, but she should share her pain with her peers, not her son. 
Doing what she does now, Mom sets up Dad for -failure. It is harder for a child to 
hate then to love and it appears Matthew is trying so hard to hate his Dad for 
Mom. 

They need to work with one another to help these children cope with all 
this. I have had many long conversations with both Mom and Dad about this and 
after much urging, I see some hope. They agree to discuss how to proceed on 
visitation and phone calls. They don't have to agree, but these children will have a 
much better outcome, if both Mom and Dad at least discuss what they desire and 
why with one another and not the children. When Mom texts Dad "when can I 
talk to Matthew?" Dad should answer the request and not ignore her. They have 
to be part of the solution because the way these children are is 100% their fault. 

Now as to Hannah, she is doing well yes, but she is a completely different 
child than Matthew. When proceeding on her visitation with Dad, I feel it would 
be beneficial for her to have some input as to the desired schedule. I feel 
differently as to Matthew. He just needs to know the set days he is seeing Mom. 

Mom's preferred schedule would be that Matthew spends 5 days a week 
with her and 2 days with Dad. In addition, Dad could have another evening when 
he can take Matthew to dinner or the movies, or do something that Matthew likes. 

Dad is apprehensive about Mom having contact with Matthew. He prefers 
Mom to have every other weekend and then see if Matthew returns happy or 
regresses to measure his progress before there is any additional visitation. 

Whether Matthew begins to exercise the same schedule as Selena or every 
other weekend as Dad suggests, I cannot say what is best. I do know Matthew is 
emotionally spent by wondering when he will get to see his Mom next. If we 
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see his Mom for Thanksgiving, Dad placed himself in Matthew’s position and
ultimately agreed. He was putting Matthew’s needs before himself.  He is
cooperative and willing to do more.   However, when I discussed a questionable
choice on Mom’s part, she was defensive and deflective.  She accepts no
responsibility and plays victim.  I have to believe she has enough insight to know
that giving Matthew $150 and putting a tracker on him upon his return to Dad
after Thanksgiving would affect him.  Matthew knew his Dad wasn’t supposed to
know about the tracker.  I am thinking of Matthew.  Poor little guy is being given
a tracker and told different things by the adults in his life.  How hard this must be
on him.  I cannot make him want to be with his father, but I do not believe Mom is
in any way assisting in making their relationship better. Saying things like he “has
to be with Daddy now and do everything Dad says” and Mommy wishes she could
help but the Court says no”is damaging to him
. She is representing that she is the good one.  She is his savior and champion
which leads Matthew to believe all of this is happening because of Dad, who is the
aggressor and the bad guy.  I want Matthew to be a happy, loving, carefree child. 
Mom should not whine/cry with Matthew when they speak.  I understand she
misses him immensely, but she should share her pain with her peers, not her son. 
Doing what she does now, Mom sets up Dad for failure.  It is harder for a child to
hate then to love and it appears Matthew is trying so hard to hate his Dad for
Mom.  

They need to work with one another to help these children cope with all
this.  I have had many long conversations with both Mom and Dad about this and
after much urging,  I see some hope.  They agree to discuss how to proceed on
visitation and phone calls.  They don’t have to agree, but these children will have a
much better outcome, if both Mom and Dad at least discuss what they desire and
why with one another and not the children.  When Mom texts Dad “when can I
talk to Matthew?”  Dad should answer the request and not ignore her.  They have
to be part of the solution because the way these children are is 100% their fault.  

Now as to Hannah, she is doing well yes, but she is a completely different
child than Matthew.  When proceeding on her visitation with Dad, I feel it would
be beneficial for her to have some input as to the desired schedule. I feel
differently as to Matthew.   He just needs to know the set days he is seeing Mom.

Mom’s preferred schedule would be that Matthew spends 5 days a week
with her and 2 days with Dad.  In addition, Dad could have another evening when
he can take Matthew to dinner or the movies, or do something that Matthew likes.

Dad is apprehensive about Mom having contact with Matthew.  He prefers
Mom to have every other weekend and then see if Matthew returns happy or
regresses to measure his progress before there is any additional visitation. 

Whether Matthew begins to exercise the same schedule as Selena or every
other weekend as Dad suggests, I cannot say what is best. I do know Matthew is
emotionally spent by wondering when he will get to see his Mom next.  If we
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can alleviate it by giving him a set schedule, that is what I am recommending 
we do. 

The fact that both parents are willing to give overnights to one another, tells 
me that neither has a huge safety concern with the other. CPS found the alleged 
abuse reported by the children unsubstantiated. The Henderson Police Department 
had no concerns when they recently responded to Dad's home for a well check on 
Matthew. The difference of what Mom and Dad want can be diminished through 
therapy. I recommend this begins immediately. There also needs to be sincere 
effort on Mom's part to encourage contact with their Dad. 

I would also recommend a sibling visitation order and am willing to draft 
the same. 

I extend great gratitude to the Court, counsel, and parties for allowing me 
the opportunity to assist with this family and to get to know Hannah and Matthew. 
I reserve the right to amend my opinions contained herein based upon any 
additional information the Court requires. I am available should the Court have 
any questions and can best be reached on my cell phone (702) 525-9968. 

Very truly yours, 

VALARIE I. FUJII & ASSOCIATES 

P-zz 
VALARIE I. FUJII, ES 

/vif 
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can alleviate it by giving him a set schedule, that is what I am recommending
we do.  

The fact that both parents are willing to give overnights to one another, tells
me that neither has a huge safety concern with the other.  CPS found the alleged
abuse reported by the children unsubstantiated.  The Henderson Police Department
had no concerns when they recently responded to Dad’s home for a well check on
Matthew. The difference of what Mom and Dad want can be diminished through
therapy.  I recommend this begins immediately.  There also needs to be sincere
effort on Mom’s part to encourage contact with their Dad.  

I would also recommend a sibling visitation order and am willing to draft
the same.  

I extend great gratitude to the Court, counsel, and parties for allowing me
the opportunity to assist with this family and to get to know Hannah and Matthew. 
I reserve the right to amend my opinions contained herein based upon any
additional information the Court requires.  I am available should the Court have
any questions and can best be reached on my cell phone (702) 525-9968.

Very truly yours,

VALARIE I. FUJII & ASSOCIATES

VALARIE I. FUJII, ESQ. 

/vif
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NOAS 
FRED PAGE, ESQ. 
NEVADA STATE BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
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TELEPHONE: (702) 823-2888 
FACSIMILE: (702) 628-9884 
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Attorney for Defendant 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Plaintiff,
Dept.: U 

vs. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Appellant, MINH NGUYET LUONG 

by and through her counsel, Fred Page, Esq., hereby appeals to the Supreme Cou 

of Nevada the ❑rder from the October 18, 2021, hearing filed November 9, 2021 

and entered November 9, 2021, copies of which are attached hereto. 

DATED this 81" day of December 2021 

---mIllsra7,11.111.--E, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant/Appellant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 8th day of December 2021 tha 

the foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL was served pursuant to NECFR 9 by e 

service to Robert Dickerson, Esq. attorney for Plaintiff/Respondent 

mployee of Page Law Firm 
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FRED PAGE, ESQ 
NEVADA BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
LAS VEGAS NEVADA 89113 

c7

02) 823-28g8 office 
02) 628-9884 fax 

fpqge@pagelawoffices.com  
Attorney tor Defendant 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
COUNTY OF CLARK 
STATE OF NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

ORDER FROM OCTOBER 18, 2021, HEARING 

The hearing on Defendant, MINH NGUYET LUONG'S, Motion to Correc 

Clerical Error in the Decree of Divorce Regarding the 529 Accounts, or in th 

Alternative, to Set Aside the Terms in the Decree of Divorce Regarding th 

Division of the 529 Accounts and for Attorney's Fees and Costs and Plaintiff 

JAMES VAHEY'S, Countermotion for Immediate Return of Hannah to Jim' 

Custody, an Order that Hannah Immediately Participate in Therapy with De 

Pierce, Ph.D., an Order that Hannah Have a Forencis Pyschiatric Evaluation, 

Order Requiring the Parties to Participate in Co-Parenting Counseling with Bre 

Mullin, Ph.D., Sole Legal Custody, School Choice Determination, Return of th 
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Case No D-18-581444-D 

Dept.: U 

Hearing Date; October 18, 2021 

Hearing Time: 9:30 a.m. 
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Children's Passports, and Attorney's Fees and Costs came on for hearing on the  

above referenced date and time in front of the Hon. Dawn Throne. Defendant 

MINH LUONG, was present via Bluejeans video and was represented by an 

through her counsel, Fred Page, Esq. Plantiff, JAMES VAHEY, was present vi.  

Bluejeans video and was represented by and through his counsel, Sabrina Dotson 

Esq., and Robert Dickerson, Esq. The Court having reviewed the papers an 

pleadings on file and having entertained oral argument hereby makes the followin:  

findings and enters the following orders. 

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that is has personal and subject matte 

jurisdiction. 

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS as follows: 

1. Defendant's Motion under NRCP 60(a) is denied. 

2. Defenfendant's Motion under NRCP 60(b) is denied. 

3. Plaintiff's Countermotion for sole legal custody is denied. 

4. Matthew Vahey shall remain at Challenger School until further orde 

of the Court. 

5. Defendant shall ensure that Hannah Vahey is delivered to Plaintiff 

care and custody (at his home) today at 5:00 p.m. and to remain in Plaintiffs ca 

for the next two weeks. 
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6. If Hannah does not go with Plaintiff today, a Warrant Pick Up Orde 

will be entered and Hannah shall go to Child Haven. 

7. A Guardian Ad Litem shall be appointed for Hannah and Matthew 

Counsel shall confer and agree. The parties shall equally pay the costs. 

8. A parenting coordinator shall be appointed. Counsel shall confer an 

agree or provide the Court with two proposals each. The parties shall equally pa 

the costs. 

9. The parties shall file updated Financial Disclosure Forms 

10. Plaintiff is awarded attorney's fees. Ms. Dotson shall submi 

Memorandum of Fees and Costs incurred to oppose 529 motion. Mr. Page ma 

submit objection as to fees requested. 

11. Hannah's and Selena's passports shall be given to Mr. Dickerson' 

office to hold by this Friday. Matthew's passport shall remain with Defendant 

Neither of the parties shall travel internationally with the minor children withou 

written 
the other parent'ssagreement. 

12. Discovery is open solely as to school related issues. 

13. The parties shall submit joint letter as to Dr. Michelle Fontenelle' 

availability. 

reirnplataA  

14. The request for co-parenting counseling is deferred. 
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I5. An evidentiary hearing is set for November 3, 2021, at 1:00 p.m 

regarding school and mental health. An evidentiary hearing is set for November 

18, 2_021. regarding school and mental health is set for November 18, at 9:00 a.m. 

16. An order to show cause hearing is set for November 3, 20214: at 1:3ol 

p.111 . 

Dated this 9th day of November, 2021 

5C9 A4D E337 4707 
Dawn R. Throne 
District Court Judge 

Respectfully submitted: 

PAGE LAW FIRM 

/ 

FRED PAGE. ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 

(702) 823-2888 

Attorney for Defendant 

Approved as to form and content: 

NpICICERSON KARACSONYI LAN 

GROUP 

ROBERT DICKERSON. ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 945 
1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 291 

Las Vegas. Nevada 89134 

(702)388-0210 

Attorney lbr Plaintiff 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 

vs. 

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-18-581444-D 

DEPT. NO. Department U 

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: 11/9/2021 

Sabrina Dotson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com  

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com  

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com  

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com  

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com  
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Steven D. Grierson 
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FRED PAGE, ESQ 
NEVADA BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
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702.) 823-288 office 
702) 628-9884 fax 
mail: . • 

AttorneY f6fDefendant 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
COUNTY OF CLARK 
STATE OF NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

MINII NG1. YET LE.50NG. 

Defendant. 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF STIPULATION AND ORDER 

TO: JAMES W. VAHEY, Plaintiff 

TO: ROBERT DICKERSON, ESQ., Attorney for Plaintiff 

YOU AND EACH OF YOU please take notice that on the 13111  day o 

December 2021, the Stipulation and Order for Guardian ad Litein was duly 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 
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DATED this/jt—day of December 2021 

PAGE LAW FIRM 

FRED PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

201 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the /  day of December 2021 

the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF STIPULATION AND ORDER was served 

pursuant to NEFCR 9 to Robert Dickerson, Esq., attorney for Plaintiff. 
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CLERK OF  COURT 

SAO 
NEVADAE ESQ, 

BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 

V7

6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
LAS VEGAS NEVADA 89113 

02 823-2888 office 
02) 628-9884 fax 
mazL fpqge agelawoffices.com  

Attorney tor efendant 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
COUNTY OF CLARK 
STATE OF NEVADA 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

JAMES W. VAHEY,
Case No.: D-1 8-581444-D 

Plaintiff,
Dept.: U 

vs. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR GUARDIAN AD LITEM 

Defendant, MINH NGUYET LUONG, by and through her counsel, Fre 

Page, Esq. and Plaintiff, JAMES VAHEY, by and through his counsel, Robe 

Dickerson, Esq., hereby stipulate and agree as follows: 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED that VALARIE I. FUJII 

ESQ., be appointed Guardian Ad Litem (GAL) on behalf of the minor children 

HANNAH VAHEY and MATTHEW VAHEY. 

IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that as Guardian A 

Litem, Ms. Fujii's retention as of the subject minors is not limited to the following: 
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1. Represent and protect the best interests of the children until excuse 

by the Court; 

2. Thoroughly research and ascertain the relevant facts of the case and 

Ensure that the Court receives an independent, objective account of those facts; 

3. Meet with the children as often as necessary to ascertain the bes 

interests of the children;  

4. Explain to the children the role of the Guardian Ad Litem and, whe 

appropriate, the nature and purpose of each proceeding in the case; 

5. Participate in the development and negotiation of any plans for an 

orders regarding the children, and monitor the implementation of those plans an 

orders to determine whether services are being provided in an appropriate an 

timely manner. 

6. Appear at all proceedings regarding the children. 

7. Inform the Court of the desires of the children, but exercis 

independent judgment regarding the best interests of the children; and 

8. Present recommendations to the Court and provide reasons in suppo 

of those recommendations. The parties understand that the GAL does no 

represent the minor children and shall not be providing legal advice to either th 

Parties to this action or the Minor Children. 
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IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that: 

1. The parties understand that the GAL will perform duties as GAL on 

limited basis. 

2. The parties understand and agree that the Court has ordered they shat 

equally pay for Ms. Fujii's services as the children's guardian ad !item. 

3. The parties understand that unless otherwise advised, detaile 

invoices of the GAL's services shall be sent to each party via their respectiv 

attorney. 

4. Each party is permited to submit any and all documents, recordings 

or other evidence to the GAL for review in connection with the best interes 

analysis. All such evidence should be provided to the GAL within 15 days o 

before November 17, whichever comes first. The parties shalt also cooperate wit 

the GAL to provide any further documentation or information requested by th 

GAL throughout the duration of the appointment, or as further relevant informatio 

is obtained. 

5. The GAL may make initial contact with the parties to schedule a 

initial interview (either in person, via telephone, or via video conferencing). At th 

time of the initial interview, each party will provide a list of potential collate 

sources (along with appropriate contact information) who may have informatio 

relevant to the best interests of the minor children. 
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6. All patties shall cooperate to ensure the GAL has access to the minor  

children, the children's school records, and any of the care providers involved with  

the children, including the execution of any and all releases or waivers necessars 

for direct contact between the GAL and a care provider. 

7. Each party, and/or their respective attorney, may contact the GAL  

individually; however, it is understood that these communiations are no 

confidential and may be freely disclosed to the other party and the Court a 

deemed appropriate. 

8. A Guardian Ad Litem report shall be submitted directly to the Cour  

pursuant to EDCR 5.304. 

DATED  /  7  
PAGE LAW FIRM 

FRED PAGE, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 

DATED  December 7. 2021 

DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW 
GROUP 

<2aira J.. /9i4to_  
ROBERT DICKERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 945 
1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 291 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 

(702) 388-0210 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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ORDER 
2 

Based uopon the above Stipulation entered into by and between the parties 

4 and good cause appearing therfor, 

5 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that VALARIE I. FUJII, ESQ. is appointe 

6 

Guardian Ad Litem for the minor children, Hannah Vahey and Matthew Vahey. 

Dated this 13th day of December, 2021 

048 F2C 37E7 9E41 
Dawn R. Throne 
District Court Judge Respectfully submitted: 

1 PAGE LAW FIRM 

5 

6 F • ti PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 

9 (702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 

5 
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CSERV 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 

vs. 

Minh Nguyct Luong, Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-1 8-5814414-D 

DEPT. NO. Department U 

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing Stipulation and 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: 12/13/2021 

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com  

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com  

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com  

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com  

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com  
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Electronically File 
12/2021 1:22 P 

Oi I

, 2/ 1 2/2021 

CLERK OF THE COU 

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED 
12/12/2021 1:22 PM 

SCHTO 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

YI WANG, 
Plaintiff(s) 

CASE NO.: A-21-836978-C 

vs. 

  

Department XXVI 

SCHEDULING ORDER  
and ORDER SETTING CIVIL NON- 

JURY TRIAL 

SHIWEN FAN, 
Defendant(s) 

This Scheduling Order and Order Setting Civil Non-Jury Trial is entered 

following the filing of a Joint Case Conference Report or Individual Case Conference 

Report. This Order may be amended or modified by the Court upon good cause shown. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the parties will comply with the following deadlines: 

Discovery Cut Off Date: 5.2.22 

Last Day to file motion to amend or add parties: 2.1.22 

Initial expert disclosures due: 2 1 22 

Rebuttal expert disclosures due: 3.3.22 

Final Date to file or other Dispositive Motions 6.1.22 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT: 

A. The above entitled case is set to be tried on a FIVE WEEK 

CIVIL/PROBATE STACK beginning OCTOBER 10 to NOVEMBER 10, 2022. 

B. A Calendar Call will be held on SEPTEMBER 29, 2022, at 9:00AM. 

Trial Counsel (and any party in proper person) must appear. 

C. A Status Check is scheduled for upon request  at 9:00am to discuss 

progress of trial preparation. 

XaMMT2701N-c AA003491 AA003491VOLUME XVIII



D. A Pre-Trial Conference will be set at the time of calendar call. Parties 

must have the following ready at the Pre Trial Conference: 

I. Two sets of Exhibits, three-hole punched, tabbed, in three ring binders, 
with a typed exhibit list and all stipulated exhibits marked:  

2. Original depositions; 
3. Courtesy copies of legal briefs on trial issues. 
4. The Pre-trial Memorandum must be filed, and trial counsel shall bring 

a courtesy copy to the Pre-Trial conference, and ALL parties must 
comply with EDCR 2.67. 

E. Pursuant to EDCR 2.35, a motion to continue trial due to any discovery 

issues or deadlines must be made before this department. 

F. Orders shortening time will not be signed except in extreme emergencies. 

AN UPCOMING TRIAL DATE OR VACATION IS NOT AN EXTREME 

EMERGENCY - COURT REQUIRES ALL PARTIES TO BE READY 

ANYTIME OF THIS STACK 

G. Failure of the designated trial attorney or any party appearing in proper 

person to appear for any court appearances or to comply with this Order shall result 

in any of the following: (1) dismissal of the action (2) default judgment; (3) 

monetary sanctions; (4) vacation of trial date; and/or any other appropriate remedy 

or sanction. 

H. Counsel must advise the Court immediately when the case settles or is 

otherwise resolved prior to trial. A stipulation which terminates a case by dismissal 

shall indicate whether a Scheduling Order has been filed and, if a trial date has been 

set, the date of that trial. 

Dated this 12th day of December, 2021 

nanellear".  

7DA 298 AD9D 9BDC 
Gloria Sturman 
District Court Judge 

VOLUME XVIII AA003492 AA003492VOLUME XVIII



CSERV 
2 

3 
DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

CASE NO: A-21-836978-C 

DEPT. NO. Department 26 

Yi Wang, Plaintiff(s) 

VS. 

Shiwen Fan, Defendant(s) 

9 

10 AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

II
This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 

12 Court. The foregoing Scheduling and Trial 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: 

13 
Service Date: 12/12/2021 

14 

15
Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com  

16 MICHAEL LIN ML@LINLAWGROUP.COM  

17 MICHAEL LIN LINLAWGROUP@GMAIL.COM  

18 Ngoc Phan ngocphan@linIawgroup.com  

19
Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com  

20 
Travis Akin travisakin@linlawgroup.com  

21 

22
Penxiang Tian calvin@ptlawiv.com  

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Electronica ly Filed 
12/13/2021 7:48 AM,  

'kto-PS 
CLERK OF TH COURT 

SAO 
FRED PAGE, ESQ, 
NEVADA BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
LAS VEGAS NEVADA 89113 

V7

02) 823-288 office 
02) 628-9884 fax 
mail: fpqge@pagelawoffices.com  

Attorney tor Defendant 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
COUNTY OF CLARK 
STATE OF NEVADA 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 
10 

Plaintiff, 
11 

VS. 
12 

1.3 MINH NGUYET LUONG, 
14 

Defendant. 
15 

16 STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR GUARDIAN AD LITEM 
17 

18
Defendant, MINH NGUYET LUONG, by and through her counsel, Fre 

19 Page, Esq. and Plaintiff, JAMES VAHEY, by and through his counsel, Robe 

20 

Dickerson, Esq., hereby stipulate and agree as follows: 
21 

22 IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED that VALARIE I. FUJII 

23 
ESQ., be appointed Guardian Ad Litem (GAL) on behalf of the minor children 

24 

25 HANNAH VAHEY and MATTHEW VAHEY. 

26 IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that as Guardian A 
27 

28
Litem, Ms. Fujii's retention as of the subject minors is not limited to the following: 

1 

VOLUME XVIII 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Dept.: U 

AA0034 

Electronically Filed
12/13/2021 7:48 AM

AA003494VOLUME XVIII



I. Represent and protect the best interests of the children until excuse 

by the Court; 

2. Thoroughly research and ascertain the relevant facts of the case and 

Ensure that the Court receives an independent, objective account of those facts; 

3. Meet with the children as often as necessary to ascertain the bes 

interests of the children; 

4. Explain to the children the role of the Guardian Ad Litem and, whe 

appropriate, the nature and purpose of each proceeding in the case; 

5. Participate in the development and negotiation of any plans for an 

orders regarding the children, and monitor the implementation of those plans an 

orders to determine whether services are being provided in an appropriate an 

timely manner. 

6. Appear at all proceedings regarding the children. 

7. Inform the Court of the desires of the children, but exercis 

independent judgment regarding the best interests of the children; and 

8. Present recommendations to the Court and provide reasons in suppo 

of those recommendations. The parties understand that the GAL does no'  

represent the minor children and shall not be providing legal advice to either the  

Parties to this action or the Minor Children. 

2 
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IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that: 

1. The parties understand that the GAL will perform duties as GAL on 

limited basis. 

2. The parties understand and agree that the Court has ordered they shall 

equally pay for Ms. Fuji i's services as the children's guardian ad litem. 

3. The parties understand that unless otherwise advised, detaile 

invoices of the GAL's services shall be sent to each party via their respective  

attorney. 

4. Each party is permited to submit any and all documents, recordings 

or other evidence to the GAL for review in connection with the best interes'  

analysis. All such evidence should be provided to the GAL within 15 days o 

before November 17, whichever comes first. The parties shall also cooperate wit 

the GAL to provide any further documentation or information requested by th 

GAL throughout the duration of the appointment, or as further relevant informatio 

is obtained. 

5. The GAL may make initial contact with the parties to schedule a 

initial interview (either in person, via telephone, or via video conferencing). At th 

time of the initial interview, each party will provide a list of potential collatera 

sources (along with appropriate contact information) who may have informatio 

relevant to the best interests of the minor children. 
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F' PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 

10 

11 

12 

13 

19 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

29 

25 

26 

6. All parties shall cooperate to ensure the GAL has access to the minor 

children, the children's school records, and any of the care providers involved with 

the children, including the execution of any and all releases or waivers necessa 

for direct contact between the GAL and a care provider. 

7. Each party, and/or their respective attorney, may contact the GA 

individually; however, it is understood that these communiations are no'  

confidential and may be freely disclosed to the other party and the Court 

deemed appropriate. 

8. A Guardian Ad Litem report shall be submitted directly to the Cour 

pursuant to EDCR 5.304. 

DATED / 
PAGE LAW FIRM 

afrorw,,,,a  at(44),_ 
ROBERT DICKERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 945 
1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 291 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
(702) 388-0210 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

/ / / 

/II 

DATED  December 7, 2021 

DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW 
GROUP 

28 
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ORDER 

Based uopon the above Stipulation entered into by and between the parties 

and good cause appearing therfor, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that VALARIE I. FUJII, ESQ. is appointe 

Guardian Ad Litem for the minor children, Hannah Vahey and Matthew Vahey. 

Dated this 13th day of December, 2021 

04B F2C 37E7 9E41 
Dawn R. Throne 

Respectfully submitted: District Court Judge 

PAGE LAW FIRM 

F b 10 PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 
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CSERV 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 

vs. 

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-18-581444-D 

DEPT. NO. Department U 

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing Stipulation and 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: 12/13/2021 

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com  

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com  

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com  

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com  

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com  
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CSERV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-18-581444-DJames W. Vahey, Plaintiff

vs.

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department U

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing Stipulation and 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: 12/13/2021

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com
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Electronically Filed 
12/15/2021 9:55 PM 
Steven D. Grierson 
CLERK OF THE COU 

EXHS 
FRED PAGE, ESQ. 
NEVADA STATE BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89113 
TELEPHONE: (702) 469-3278 
FACSIMILE: (702) 628-9884 
Email: fpage pagelawoffices.com  
Attorney for Defendant 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Plaintiff,
Dept.: U 

vs. Hearing Date: December 16, 2021 

Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m. 
MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

DEFENDANT'S EXHBIT APPENDIX IN SUPPORT OF DECEMBER 16, 
2021, RETURN HEARING 

COMES NOW Defendant, MINH NGUYET LUONG, by and through he 

counsel, Fred Page Esq., of Page Law Firm and hereby submits her Exhibi 

Appendix in Support of the December 16, 2021, return hearing. 

Exhibit A: Math MAP test for Hannah taken December 6. Hannah score 

244 out of 250. Hannah is in the 88th percentile in the nati❑ 

for math. 

Exhibit B: Hannah's science grades at Earnest Becker Middle School 

Hannah's average is 93.67 percent. 
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Case Number: D-18-581444-D

Electronically Filed
12/15/2021 9:55 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Exhibit C: Hannah's History and Geography class grades at Earnest 

Becker Middle School is 90 percent. 

Exhibit D: Hannah's English homework at Earnest Becker Middle School 

showing that she is doing well. 

Exhibit E: Hannah's piano grades at Earnest Becker Middle School 

showing that she is getting 200 out 200 possble points on her 

piano concert performance and achieving not less than 95 out of 

possible 100 points on her exams and class performance. 

DATED this 15111  day of December 2021 

PAGE LAW IRM 

F''• D PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 15th  day of December 2021 th 

foregoing EXHIBIT APPENDIX IN SUPPORT OF DECEMBER 16, 2021 

RETURN HEARING was served pursuant to NEFCR 9 via e-service to Rober 

Dickerson, Esq., attorney for Plaintiff. 

An mployee of Page Law Firm 
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Norms Percentile 

GROWTH 

- - 

No growth tests 

available 

ACHIEVEMENT 

Above Mean 

Cip 

Quadrant Chart 

Student Profile Exported by CARDULM@NV.CCSD.NET  

on 12/14/2021 

Hannah E. Vahey Grade: 7 I ID: 12391389 

EE MATHEMATICS 

Standard Error: +/- 3 

Possible range: 241.247 

12/6/2021- 107 minutes 

COMPARISONS 

GROWTH & ACHIEVEMENT MEASURES 

Rapid-Guessing %: N/A 

Est. impact of Rapid-Guessing % on RIT: N/A 

Growth: Math 6+ CCSS 2010 V2 

Winter 2021.22 244 
INSTRUCTIONAL AREAS GROWTH GOALS 

SPRING 2022 

Statistics and 

239 Probability 

241 Geometry 

Operations and 

248 Algebraic Thinking 

The Real and 

Complex Number 

249 Systems 

No growth tests available 

PROJECTIONS Projected result for tests 

Advanced NV-Smarter Balanced 

Assessment Consortia 

If taken in the spring 

QUANTILE MEASURES 

Quantile* 

1180Q - 1280Q 

Customize the growth target 

for this student by setting a 

growth goal 

There are no previous goals for this student. 
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EXHIBIT B 
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12/15/21, 8:23 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Name Due Stems Score 

Ugly S..veatnr 

IntrWirted Ass ',..jranen:s C1,4; le! 
'idiot ell 
sore 

Where Did the Mass Mit e 
Pumpkin Come From/

Cbuk to le: 
Quarter 2 Fcrnative nifferei

srrresp 

Quarter 2 Stimmative 80% 92.59% 

Quarter 2 Formative 20% 97.99% 

Quarter 1 Surninatien 180%) N/A 

Quarter 1 Formative (20%) N/A 

Assigiments NIA 

Assignments N/A 

Imported Assignments NW 

Total 93.67 

701n1 9:- ..,";7" 

Show All Details 

Assignments are weighted by group: 

Group 

Quarter 2 Stimulative 80% 

Quarter 7 Formative 2(1% 

Quarter 1 Sitrnmntive 180%) 

Quarter 1 Formative (20%) 

Assignments 

Assignments 

Imported Assignments 

Total 

Calculate based only on grader: 
ass;gnmelts 

r:at! new yc...w grades haves nr 1,'Vnat-If wire g:)Iriat yrar 

..tow how waces will he affected try uror-entinv, or •eSitoratecl 

ass,vmerilS. YOU can test scves for an assignment that already 
includes a score or an assigr.peut sac ye; ((... 

Minh Nguyet Luong. D.D.S 
Toothfairy Children's Dental 
8000 W. Sahara Ave #180

VOL AA003506 UME XVIII 
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12/15/21, 8:35 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Noinu 0.1e Status 

5.13 John 

11 591:m 

5.11 Secessvn  

Intl: mits: 

Assignments 

• 1-) Civil  Vvar Notns 

Importer: 

Assignments 

tic.. 14 
by 
t 1 550111 

Urn. 14 
try 
11 1,f,Dn't 

Click in 14,q1 
thlf ,2;f1;:nr. %colt, 

Click to test 
edit:rent licurt: 

5.17 Why Vietnam? 

zormative 

Dec 14 
by 
11. 5! rIrr. 

carp 1.-) tes! 1  

Snuth America Map 
Tr si 

importer 

Assignments 

5.18 V.etna 71 Essay 
• notes 

Four:VIVI! 

Can 'E., 
by 

11 59p111 

t.I 

Click to test 
dlerent SC3fC 

5.15 vicinam Essay 

Summative 
sr.,nrr:T 

trty Subrnissi 

Formative 100% 

Summative 87.5% 

Imported 
180% Assignments 

Total 90% 

Tulei ,A 

Show Saved "What--r' Scores 

Si:o All Details 

Assignments are weighted by group: 

Group 

Formative 

Stimmative 

VOLUM QON  E XVII Uda1668"' 
httns://oullook.office.corn/rnailiinboxiie/AAQkAGUOMmQ1NrnJkLINMOMigtNDS1h0Thj 

I 
TNrrM2JkMzM4MGY5YwAQAJwsGd%2FzxCoGhljcpYX... 8/9 

Cot: 1
by 

AA003508VOLUME XVIII



609COOW IIIAX 3}111/0A 

Q IIEEIHXd 

Q IIHIHXJ 

G II anna 

AA003509 VOLUME XVIII



12/15/21, 9:38 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Hannah's English grades starting when her grades started 

Minh Nguyet Luong <luongdds@gmail.com> 

To: Fred Page <fpageZjpagelawoffices.com> 

Dec 5 bv 11•51pfr 10 :c 

Summative
0...x 3 by 11:59prr 5 5 

mmutive
IX.: 5 by 11.t.s9inl, 10 15 

Grades 

Q2 Formabye Dm 8 by 11:59pir 12 12 

CP Formative 
Dix V by 11:59prr• 8 

Dec 10 by 11.59pm (T.ITsii NG 1C 

...22 
rkt 10 by 1 1:59pn 5 5 

• 
DP( 1oby 1 l'S9P01 10 111 .12 SWIllilatIVe 

Stolur,v.wv Ott 10 by 11:59pm 32 40 

Dv,: 12 b.. 11 )91ml 15 15 

Minh Nguyet Liong, D.D.S 

Toothfairy Children's Dental 

8000 W. Sahara Ave ii-180 

Las Vegas, NV 89117 

Cell: 702-353-2319 
Office: 702-222-9700 

V AA003510 
htlps://aJllock.office.comimail!inboxiidIAAMAGUOMmQ1Nrr.lkl_WIP‘IIMIWITNraM2JkMzNI4MC-Y5YwAQAATY02FOK9g%2BtKo8oK4... 1/1 
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12/15/21, 9:40 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Hannah's piano's grades starting when she started school showing last line with her 

recital 200/200 

Minh Nguyet Luang <luongdds@gmail.com > 

To: Fred Page <fpage@pagelawoffices.com> 

Sumilt.th, 1021 

Minh Nguyet Luong, D.D.S 
Toothfairy Children's Dental 
8000 W. Sahara Ave #180 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 

Cell: 702-353-2319 
Office: 702-222-9700 

"S'1,11, li 

by . 107: 

by :1:59pn, 

: I I 

1:.,. 9,, 11 id 1Cs'i 

by I I: 

by  I ::•:i9r.,n I ( I,  

Dy.. I b by 1 1:S9imn 20t) 

Grades 

AA003512 
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Electronically Filed 
01/31/2022 7:05 PM 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

ORDR 
THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP 
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 000945 
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 013105 
1645 Village_ Center Circle, Suite 291 
Las Vegas,-Nevada 89134 
Telephone: (702) 388-8600 
Facsimile: (02) 388-0210 
Email: info@thedklawgroup.corn  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY,
CASE NO. D-I8-581444-D 

Plaintiff, DEPT NO. U 

v. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

SUPPLEMENT TO ORDER FROM 
NOVEMBER 12, 2021 HEARINCi  

This matter having come before the Honorable Judge Dawn R. 

Throne, on the 12th  day of November, 2021, for a Status Check hearing; 

Plaintiff, JAMES W. VAHEY ("JIM"), appearing via Blue Jeans with his 

attorneys, ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ., and SABRINA M. DOLSON, 

ESQ., of THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP; Defendant, 

MINH NGUYET LUONG ("MINH"), appearing in person with her 

attorney, FRED PAGE, ESQ., of PAGE LAW FIRM; and Guardian Ad 

Litem, Valarie I. Fujii, Esq., appearing via Blue Jeans. The Court having 

before it all the files, pleadings, and papers in the action, having heard the 

oral argument of counsel, having heard and considered the verbal interim.  
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ORDR 
THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP 
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 000945 
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 013105 
1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 291 
Las Vegas,'lNevada 89134 
Telephone: 5702) 388-8600 
Facsimile: ( 02) 388-0210 
Email: info@thedlclawgroup.com 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO. D-I8-581444-D 
DEPT NO. U 

SUPPLEMENT TO ORDER FROM 
NOVEMBER 12, 2021 HEARING 

This matter having come before the Honorable Judge Dawn R. 

Throne, on the 12 1̀ day of November, 2021, for a Status Check hearing; 

Plaintiff, JAMES W. VA-IEY ("JIM"), appearing via Blue Jeans with his 

attorneys, ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ, and SABRINA M. DOLSON, 

ESQ., of THE DICKERSON I ARACSONYI LAW GROUP; Defendant, 

MINH NGUYET LUONG ("MINH"), appearing in person with her 

attorney, FRED PAGE, ESQ., of PAGE LAW FIRM; and Guardian Ad 

Litem, Valarie I. Fujii, Esq., appearing via Blue Jeans. The Court having 

before it all the files, pleadings, and papers in the action, having heard the 

oral argument of counsel, having heard and considered the verbal interim 

Electronically Filed
01/31/2022 7:05 PM
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report from the agreed upon Guardian ad Litem, Ms. Fujii, for the minor 

children, having issued separate Orders previously on the school issues and 

some of the temporary custody issues that were also decided at this 

hearing, and good cause appearing therefor, the Court supplements those 

findings and orders as follows: 

The Court noted the possibility of a conflict with Ms. Fujii serving 

as the Guardian ad Litem for all three (3) minor children. 

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS that Matthew shall attend school 

at Bob Miller Middle School as previously decided. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Selena shall remain at her 

current school, Challenger School, and shall continue with the current 2-2-

3 custody schedule. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall be given the 

choice to attend Sig Rogich Middle School or Earnest Becker Middle 

School and shall be enrolled on Monday. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall have weekly 

therapy appointments with Dr. Michelle Fontenelle-Gilmer. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall also have 

weekly appointments with JIM and Dr. Brownstein. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall contact Dr. 

Sunshine Collins to work on the relationship with Matthew. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH may have all three 

(3) children for Thanksgiving this year per the parties' holiday schedule, 

including Matthew, as long as Matthew is attending school and doing what 

he is supposed to do. 
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report from the agreed upon Guardian ad Litem, Ms. Fujii, for the minor 

children, having issued separate Orders previously on the school issues and 

some of the temporary custody issues that were also decided at this 

hearing, and good cause appearing therefor, the Court supplements those 

findings and orders as follows: 

The Court noted the possibility of a conflict with Ms. Fujii serving 

as the Guardian ad Litem for all three (3) minor children. 

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS that Matthew shall attend school 

at Bob Miller Middle School as previously decided. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Selena shall remain at her 

current school, Challenger School, and shall continue with the current 2-2-

3 custody schedule. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall be given the 

choice to attend Sig Rogich Middle School or Earnest Becker Middle 

School and shall be enrolled on Monday. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall have weekly 

therapy appointments with Dr. Michelle Fontenelle-Gilmer. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall also have 

weekly appointments with JIM and Dr. Brownstein. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall contact Dr. 

Sunshine Collins to work on the relationship with Matthew. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH may have all three 

(3) children for Thanksgiving this year per the parties' holiday schedule, 

including Matthew, as long as Matthew is attending school and doing what 

he is supposed to do. 
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FAUE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 006080 
6930 South Cimarron Road 
Suite 140 
Las Vegas Nevada 89113 
Attorney for Defendant 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that a Status Check hearing shall 

be scheduled for December 16, 2021 at 9:00 a.m. 

Dated this 31st day of January, 2022 

TC 
9C9 06D 2247 8897 
Dawn R. Throne 
District Court Judge 

Respectfully submitted: Approved as to form and content: 

THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI PAGE LAW FIRM 
LAW GROUP 

Is/ Sabrina M. Dolson 
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 000945 
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 013105 
1645 Village Center Circle 
Suite 291 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that a Status Check hearing shall 

be scheduled for December 16, 2021 at 9:00 a.m. 

Respectfully submitted: Approved as to form and content: 

THE
DGROUP 

ON KARACSONYI PAGE LAW FIRM 
LAW

/s/ Sabrina M. Dolson 
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 000945 
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 013105 
1645 Village Center Circle 
Suite 291 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

PAUL, ESO.
Nevada Bar No. 006080 
6930 South Cimarron Road 
Suite 140 
Las Vegas Nevada 89113 
Attorney for Defendant 
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CSERV 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 

vs. 

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-18-581444-D 

DEPT. NO. Department U 

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: 1/31/2022 

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com  

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com  

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com  

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com  

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com  
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CSERV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-18-581444-DJames W. Vahey, Plaintiff

vs.

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department U

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: 1/31/2022

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com
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Electronically Filed 
2/1/2022 9:50 AM 
Steven D. Grierson 
CLERK OF THE COU 

NE L O 
THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP 
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 000945 
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 013105 
1645 Village_ Center Circle, Suite 291 
Las Vegas,1Nevada 89134 
Telephone: 1702) 388-8600 
Facsimile: (702) 388-0210 
Email: info@thedklawgroup.com  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY,
CASE NO.: D-18-581444-D 

Plaintiff, DEPT NO.: U 
v. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF SUPPLEMENT TO  
ORDER FROM NOVEMBER 12, 2021 HEARING  

TO: MINH NGUYET LUONG, Defendant; and 

TO: FRED PAGE, ESQ. of PAGE LAW FIRM, Attorney for Defendant: 

TO: VALARIE I. FUT' ESQ. of the LAW OFFICES OF VALARIE I. 
FUJII &ASSOCIATES, Guardian ad Litem for the minor children, 
Hannah Vahey and Matthew Vahey: 

VOLUME XVIII 
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THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 000945
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 013105
1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 291
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Telephone: (702) 388-8600
Facsimile: (702) 388-0210
Email: info@thedklawgroup.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JAMES W. VAHEY,

Plaintiff,
v.

MINH NGUYET LUONG,

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO.: D-18-581444-D
DEPT NO.: U

TO: MINH NGUYET LUONG, Defendant; and

TO: FRED PAGE, ESQ. of PAGE LAW FIRM, Attorney for Defendant:

TO: VALARIE I. FUJII, ESQ., of the LAW OFFICES OF VALARIE I.
FUJII & ASSOCIATES, Guardian ad Litem for the minor children,
Hannah Vahey and Matthew Vahey:

. . .

. . .

. . .

. . .

. . .

. . .

Case Number: D-18-581444-D

Electronically Filed
2/1/2022 9:50 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a SUPPLEMENT TO ORDER FROM 

NOVEMBER 12, 2021 HEARING, a true and correct copy of which is 

attached hereto, was entered in the above-entitled matter on the 31"day 

of January, 2022. 

DATED this 1St day of February, 2022. 

THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI 
LAW GROUP 

By  /s/ Sabrina M. Dolson  
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 000945 
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 013105 
1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 291 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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PLEASETAKENOTICE that a SUPPLEMENTTOORDERFROM

NOVEMBER 12, 2021 HEARING, a true and correct copy of which is

attached hereto, was entered in the above-entitled matter on the 31stday

of January, 2022.

DATED this 1st day of February, 2022.

THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI
LAW GROUP

By /s/
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 000945
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 013105
1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 291
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Attorneys for Plaintiff

2
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of THE 

DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP, and that on this 1" day of 

February, 2022, I caused the above and foregoing document entitled 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF SUPPLEMENT TO ORDER FROM 

NOVEMBER 12, 2021 HEARING to be served as follows: 

[X] by mandatory electronic service through the Eighth Judicial 
District Court's electronic filing system; 

[ ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United 
States Mail in a sealed envelope upon which first class postage 
was prepaid in Las Vegas, Nevada; 

[ ] to be sent via facsimile, by duly executed consent for service by 
electronic means 

[ ] by hand-delivery with signed Receipt of Copy. 

To the following attorney(s) and/or person(s) listed below at the address, 

email address, and/or facsimile number indicated below: 

FRED PAGE, ESQ. 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
fpage@pagelawoffices.com  
Attorney for Defendant 

VALARIE I. FUJII, ESQ. 
LAW OFFICES OF VALARIE I. FUJII &ASSOCIATES 
Nevada Bar No. 005955 
706 South Eighth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
vip@fujiilawlv.com  
Guardian Ad Litem for minor children, 
Hannah Vahey and Matthew Vahey 

Edwardo Martinez  
An employee of The Dickerson Karacsonyi Law Group 
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Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of THE

DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP, and that on this 1st day of

February, 2022, I caused the above and foregoing document entitled

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF SUPPLEMENT TO ORDER FROM

NOVEMBER 12, 2021 HEARING to be served as follows:

[X] by mandatory electronic service through the Eighth Judicial
District Court’s electronic filing system;

[ ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United
StatesMail, in a sealed envelope upon which first class postage
was prepaid in Las Vegas, Nevada;

[ ] to be sent via facsimile, by duly executed consent for service by
electronic means

[ ] by hand-delivery with signed Receipt of Copy.

To the following attorney(s) and/or person(s) listed below at the address,

email address, and/or facsimile number indicated below:

FRED PAGE, ESQ.
PAGE LAW FIRM
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
fpage@pagelawoffices.com
Attorney for Defendant

VALARIE I. FUJII, ESQ.
LAW OFFICES OF VALARIE I. FUJII & ASSOCIATES
Nevada Bar No. 005955
706 South Eighth Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
vip@fujiilawlv.com
Guardian Ad Litem for minor children,
Hannah Vahey and Matthew Vahey

An employee of The Dickerson Karacsonyi Law Group
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED 
1/31/2022 7:05 PM 

l*"*A

0 

1/31/21322 

7:05 PM 

r:LEAOF ME OAT 
ORDR 
THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP 
ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ. . 
Nevada Bar No. 000945 
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ, 
Nevada Bar No. 013 105 
1645 Village_Center Circle, Suite 291 
Las Vegas,-Neya.da 89134 
Telephone: 

(7
1702) 388-8600 

Facsimile: 02) 388-0210 
Email: info (Ffi thedklawgroup .com 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY,
CASE NO, D-I 8-581444-D 

Plaintiff, DEPT NO. U 

v. 

MINI I NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

SUPPLEMENT TO ORDER FROM 
NOVEMBER 12, 2.02<I 

This matter having come before the Honorable Judge Dawn R. 

Throne, on the 12th  day of November, 2021, for a Status Check hearing; 

Plaintiff, JAMES W. VAIIEY ("JOY), appearing via Blue Jeans with his 

attorneys, ROBERT P. DICKERSON, ESQ., and SABRINA M. DOLSON, 

ESQ., of THE DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP; Defendant, 

MINH NGUYET LUONG ("MINH"), appearing in person with her 

attorney, FRED PAGE, ESQ., of PAGE LAW FIRM; and Guardian Ad 

Litern, Valarie I. Fujii, Esq., appearing via Blue Jeans. The Court having 

before it all the files, pleadings, and papers in the action, having heard the 

oral argument of counsel, having heard and considered the verbal interim 
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report from the agreed upon Guardian ad Liter, Ms. Fujii. for the minor 

children, havingissued separate Orders previously on the school issues and 

some of the temporary custody issues that were also decided at this 

hearing, and good cause appearing therefor, the Court supplements those 

findings and orders as follows: 

The Court noted the possibility of a conflict with Ms. Fujii serving 

as i.he Guardian ad Liter for all three (3) minor children. 

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS that Matthew shall attend school 

at Bob Miller Middle School as previously decided. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Selena shall remain at her 

current school, Challenger School, and shall continue with the current 2-2-

3 custody schedule. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall be given the 

choice to attend Sig Rogich Middle School or Earnest Becker Middle. 

School and shall be enrolled on Monday. 

THE COURT Rim IER ORDERS that Hannah shall have weekly 

therapy appointments with Dr. Michelle Fontenelle-Gilmer, 

THE. COURT FURT1IER ORDERS that Hannah shall also have 

weekly appointments with JIM and DT. Brownstein. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall contact Or, 

Sunshine Collins to work on the relationship with Matthew. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH may have all three 

(3) children for Thanksgiving this year per the parties' holiday schedule, 

including Matthew, as long as Matthew is a ttendi ng school and doing what 

he is supposed to do. 
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THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that a Status Check hearing shall 

be scheduled for December 16, 2021 at 9:00 a.m. 

Dated this 31st day of January, 2022 

9C9 06D 2247 8897 
Dawn R. Throne 
District Court Judge 

Respectfully submitted: Approved as to form and content: 

THE DICKER 
GROUPSON 

 KARACSONYI PAGE LAW FIRM 
LAW  

ESQ, PAUE, 
Nevada Bar No. 006080 
6930 South Cimarron Road 
Suite 140 
Las Vegas Nevada 89113 
Attorney for Defendant 
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Is/Sabrina M. Dawn  
KOBER I F. DICIUKSUN, 

eva a liar i o. 
SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 013105 
1645 Village Center Circle 
Suite 291 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CSERV 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 

vs. 

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-18-581444-D 

DEPT. NO. Department U 

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: 1/31/2022 

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com  

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com  

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com  

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com  

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com  
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CSERV

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-18-581444-DJames W. Vahey, Plaintiff

vs.

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department U

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: 1/31/2022

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com
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LAW OFFICES OF 
VALARIE I. FUJII & ASSOCIATES 

706 South Eighth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Phone: (702) 341-6464 vip@fujiilawlv.com  
FUJIILAWLV.COM  

February 2, 2022 

Via Email: deptuinbox@clarkcountycourts.us  
District Court, Family Division, Dept. U 
Honorable Judge Dawn Throne 
601 North Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

GUARDIAN Al) LITEM STATUS REPORT 

Re: In re: Vahey v. Luong; Case No. D-18-581444-D  

DO NOT COPY OR RELEASE THIS REPORT TO ANYONE, 
INCLUDING ALL PARTIES TO THE ACTION. NEVER DISCLOSE TO 
OR DISCUSS THE CONTENTS OF THE REPORT WITH ANY MINOR 
CHILD PURSUANT TO EDCR 5.304( c). 

Dear Honorable Judge Throne: 

Please allow the following to serve as a status as to the subject minors, 
Hannah Vahey, DOB: 3/19/2009 (age 12) and Matthew Vahey, DOB: 6/26/2010 
(age 11). I was not appointed to Selena Vahey, DOB: 4/4/2014 (age 7). 

Hannah  

Since the Court hearing on December 16, 2021, I have had the opportunity 
to speak with Hannah via FaceTime on at least three occasions as well as text with 
her. Initially she was open to speaking with her father as long as she had a legal 
piece of paper that said he could not take her home with him. It had to be where 
she wants and not at his home, limited to no more than 30 minutes. When I 
attempted to facilitate a meeting between her and her father she later refused. She 
said she had difficulty reaching Matthew and Selena while they are at his house 
and because of this, she does not wish to speak to him. 

This is a thoughtful child who is respectful toward me, and talkative about 
her school, piano, friends but then speak about her father in such a negative way. 
She says he lies and he hits them. She will never ever want to see him again. She 
has been consistent in her belief that Dad lied about Mom and the move. She was 
traumatized by the exchange when he physically put her in the car. This is 
something she needs to express in front of him so he has an opportunity to either 
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Via Email: deptuinbox@clarkcountycourts.us
District Court, Family Division, Dept. U
Honorable Judge Dawn Throne
601 North Pecos Road
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

GUARDIAN AD LITEM STATUS REPORT

Re: In re: Vahey v. Luong; Case No. D-18-581444-D 

DO NOT COPY OR RELEASE THIS REPORT TO ANYONE,
INCLUDING ALL PARTIES TO THE ACTION.  NEVER DISCLOSE TO
OR DISCUSS THE CONTENTS OF THE REPORT WITH ANY MINOR
CHILD PURSUANT TO EDCR 5.304( c).

Dear Honorable Judge Throne:

Please allow the following to serve as a status as to the subject minors, 
Hannah Vahey, DOB: 3/19/2009 (age 12) and Matthew Vahey, DOB: 6/26/2010   
(age 11).  I was not appointed to Selena Vahey, DOB: 4/4/2014 (age 7). 

Hannah

Since the Court hearing on December 16, 2021, I have had the opportunity
to speak with Hannah via FaceTime on at least three occasions as well as text with
her.  Initially she was open to speaking with her father as long as she had a legal
piece of paper that said he could not take her home with him.  It had to be where
she wants and not at his home, limited to no more than 30 minutes. When I
attempted to facilitate a meeting between her and her father she later refused. She
said she had difficulty reaching Matthew and Selena while they are at his house
and because of this, she does not wish to speak to him.  

This is a thoughtful child who is respectful toward me, and talkative about
her school, piano, friends but then speak about her father in such a negative way. 
She says he lies and he hits them.  She will never ever want to see him again.  She
has been consistent in her belief that Dad lied about Mom and the move.  She was
traumatized by the exchange when he physically put her in the car.  This is
something she needs to express in front of him so he has an opportunity to either
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apologize or explain his behavior to her. It is sad and not how a young lady 
should speak about her father. 

I reached out to Dr. Fontenelle to see the scope of their therapy sessions and 
if it includes facilitating reunification with Hanna's father. As of the date of this 
report, I have not gotten a response. Hannah is upset that Matthew is at her 
father's and believes that it is unfair. I am disappointed that she was open to 
seeing her Dad and now she will not. There does not appear be any time line or 
schedule on how or when that may improve. That's why I believe therapeutic 
services and family counseling is necessary for Hannah and her father. Hannah 
said that there has been no family therapy because he has failed to set it up. So, I 
asked Mom to do so since she has Hannah in her custody full-time. 

Matthew  

As far as Matthew goes, I have had the opportunity to FaceTime with him 
much more than Hannah. Initially, I saw him being playful and engaged with his 
Aunt Barbara and Aunt Jeanie when they came to visit from Illinois. I had a brief 
conversation with Karen Davis, the school counselor, who indicated he is doing 
well at school without any behavioral issues. Dad reports he has B+ average. 
However, since Christmas, Matthew has been very despondent. He whines and 
complains of how much he hates it at his father's home. Matthew says his Dad 
does not give him any privacy and listens to all his conversations with his siblings 
and Mom. I have seen Dad try to console and hug Matthew and he yells at him 
not to touch him. Dad complains that even after a telephone conversation with 
Mom, Matthew's behavior changes. It is like starting all over again. Matthew is 
refusing to come out of his room and has refused to eat dinner. After several face 
times with Matthew, I believed I was gaining a rapport with him. However, when 
I spoke to him while at his Mom's one weekend, he was clearly angry at me, 
unkind and ultimately refused to speak to me as if I was the enemy. In my 
opinion, this shows the dichotomy that is going on in both households. I felt the 
difference, so I cannot see how Matthew cannot feel it too. He believes he is 
being punished and he's becoming more and more resentful and angry although it 
is not outwardly expressed to anyone except for Dad. 

On December 16, 2021, I made a point to speak to Matthew to explain what 
happened in Court in an age appropriate manner. Mom did not want to tell him for 
she feared for his mental state. In the conversation, Matthew threatened to break 
things, hurt himself and run away. I asked him how he was going to do it and it 
was clear these were words only and not a true threat. However, in an 
overabundance of caution, I called the CPS hotline at 8:11 p.m. that evening. The 
CPS case reference is 199-9610. I have since spoken to Casey Stengel, CPS 
investigator on December 18, 2021. 
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apologize or explain his behavior to her.  It is sad and not how a young lady
should speak about her father.

I reached out to Dr. Fontenelle to see the scope of their therapy sessions and
if it includes facilitating reunification with Hanna’s father. As of the date of this
report, I have not gotten a response.  Hannah is upset that Matthew is at her
father’s and believes that it is unfair.  I am disappointed that she was open to
seeing her Dad and now she will not.  There does not appear be any time line or
schedule on how or when that may improve. That’s why I believe therapeutic
services and family counseling is necessary for Hannah and her father. Hannah
said that there has been no family therapy because he has failed to set it up.  So, I
asked Mom to do so since she has Hannah in her custody full-time.  

Matthew

As far as Matthew goes, I have had the opportunity to FaceTime with him
much more than Hannah. Initially, I saw him being playful and engaged with his
Aunt Barbara and Aunt Jeanie when they came to visit from Illinois. I had a brief
conversation with Karen Davis, the school counselor, who indicated he is doing
well at school without any behavioral issues.  Dad reports he has B+ average.
However, since Christmas, Matthew has been very despondent.  He whines and
complains of how much he hates it at his father’s home.  Matthew says his Dad
does not give him any privacy and listens to all his conversations with his siblings
and Mom.  I have seen Dad try to console and hug Matthew and he yells at him
not to touch him.  Dad complains that even after a telephone conversation with
Mom, Matthew’s behavior changes.  It is like starting all over again.  Matthew is
refusing to come out of his room and has refused to eat dinner. After several face
times with Matthew, I believed I was gaining a rapport with him.  However, when
I spoke to him while at his Mom’s one weekend, he was clearly angry at me,
unkind and ultimately refused to speak to me as if I was the enemy.  In my
opinion, this shows the dichotomy that is going on in both households.  I felt the
difference, so I cannot see how Matthew cannot feel it too.  He believes he is
being punished and he’s becoming more and more resentful and angry although it
is not outwardly expressed to anyone except for Dad. 

On December 16, 2021, I made a point to speak to Matthew to explain what
happened in Court in an age appropriate manner.  Mom did not want to tell him for
she feared for his mental state.  In the conversation, Matthew threatened to break
things, hurt himself and run away.  I asked him how he was going to do it and it
was clear these were words only and not a true threat.  However, in an
overabundance of caution, I called the CPS hotline at 8:11 p.m. that evening.  The
CPS case reference is 199-9610.  I have since spoken to Casey Stengel, CPS
investigator on December 18, 2021.
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OPINIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF GAL: 

It is my sincere opinion that children learn by example and experiences. 
I want to start with a disclaimer. I am not placing blame. However, these kids 
believe whatever Mom believes. 

On January 14, 2022, I scheduled a meet and conferred with parents and 
their counsel. I wanted all of us to work collectively for solutions to make these 
children whole again. Everyone participated. We discussed my belief that the 
issue is the lack of the parties' co-parenting. 

These parents cannot agree on vaccinations nor what schools their children 
will attend . This is why they are currently enrolled in three separate schools. 
They are so set in their way and their "programs". Mom believes that Dad is 
litigating to win or for control and not doing what is truly in the children's best 
interest. She thinks he lacks the parenting ability to sympathize and listen to the 
children. He just wants the "time" and to look good. I explained my belief that he 
is both loving and truly worried about the welfare of them. He is being subjected 
continually to disrespect by these children. However, nothing I say will prove to 
Mom otherwise. Her belief is she is advocating for the children. She needs to see 
it for herself and that's why co-parenting apart does not work. It is a palpable 
disconnect that exists. It is further driving a division between Dad and the 
children. Both Mom and Dad need counseling and preferably together. Dad is 
currently in counseling and Mom was ordered to engage in therapy and I believe 
she is setting that up. I also understand that they are going to begin with co-
parenting coordinator Nicholas Ponzo, LMFT which has not been confirmed. 
Mom and Dad re busy but the children's behavior will not improve without both 
of their participation. 

Dad on the other hand has to get out of his entrenched belief that Mom is 
poisoning the kids and alienating them from him. Dad looks for people that 
support this position that Mom is coaching the kids. Currently, forcing the 
children to see him is arguably hurting his relationship with them. Dad is 
however, following counseling protocol. Dad telling Hannah he loves her does 

 not please her. It infuriates her. Dad has to address the incident that occurred last 
time she saw him and was forced into his car. He must discuss with Hannah and 
Matthew about the promised move to California and why it did not occur. Dad 
also needs to hear Mom's side not through third parties, counselors, school 
teachers, CPS, and attorneys. 

On January 14, 2022, I asked them to participate in a co-parenting class 
together. Dad is willing to do it, but Mom is not convinced. One thing is for sure. 
After speaking with Hannah and Matthew, observing their behavior and having 
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OPINIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF GAL:

It is my sincere opinion that children learn by example and experiences. 
I want to start with a disclaimer. I am not placing blame. However, these kids
believe whatever Mom believes. 

On January 14, 2022, I scheduled a meet and conferred with parents and
their counsel.  I wanted  all of us to work collectively for solutions to make these
children whole again.  Everyone participated.  We discussed my belief that the
issue is the lack of the parties’ co-parenting.  

These parents cannot agree on vaccinations nor what schools their children
will attend .  This is why they are currently enrolled in three separate schools. 
They are so set in their way and their “programs”.  Mom believes that Dad is
litigating to win or for control and not doing what is truly in the children’s best
interest.  She thinks he lacks the parenting ability to sympathize and listen to the
children.  He just wants the “time“ and to look good.  I explained my belief that he
is both loving and truly worried about the welfare of them.  He is being subjected
continually to disrespect by these children.  However, nothing I say will prove to
Mom otherwise.  Her belief is she is advocating for the children. She needs to see
it for herself and that’s why co-parenting apart does not work.  It is a palpable
disconnect that exists.  It is further driving a division between Dad and the
children.   Both Mom and Dad need counseling and preferably together.  Dad is
currently in counseling and Mom was ordered to engage in therapy and I believe
she is setting that up.  I also understand that they are going to begin with co-
parenting coordinator Nicholas Ponzo, LMFT which has not been confirmed. 
Mom and Dad re busy but the children’s behavior will not improve without both
of their participation.

Dad on the other hand has to get out of his entrenched belief that Mom is
poisoning the kids and alienating them from him.  Dad looks for people that
support this position that Mom is coaching the kids.   Currently, forcing the
children to see him is arguably hurting his relationship with them.  Dad is 
however, following counseling protocol.  Dad telling Hannah he loves her does
not please her.  It infuriates her.  Dad has to address the incident that occurred last
time she saw him and was forced into his car.  He must discuss with Hannah and
Matthew about the promised move to California and why it did not occur.  Dad
also needs to hear Mom’s side not through third parties, counselors,  school
teachers,  CPS,  and attorneys. 

On January 14, 2022, I asked them to participate in a co-parenting class
together.  Dad is willing to do it, but Mom is not convinced.  One thing is for sure. 
After speaking with Hannah and Matthew, observing their behavior and having
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numerous conversations with both Mom and Dad after review of their family law 
wizard exchanges, the current schedule is not working to improve relations. 
Matthew perceives he is being "forced" to be with Dad. He resents him for it. 

The alternative of giving Matthew his desired schedule would mean he has 
no contact with his father which is equally deficient. There is no guarantee or 
hope that he would be any different than Hannah and not see his Dad at all. It is 
difficult to preserve this relationship with Matthew but in his Mom's care, he will 
choose not to see his Dad at all like Hannah. This is crucial that therapy happen 
with the family in the room so they can hear one another. Counseling takes time. I 
am here to maintain a relationship with Hannah and Matthew to continue 
reporting, should Matthew be willing. 

I extend great gratitude to the Court, counsel, and parties for allowing me 
the opportunity to assist with this family and to get to know Hannah and Matthew. 
I reserve the right to amend my opinions contained herein based upon any 
additional information the Court requires. I am available should the Court have 
any questions and can best be reached on my cell phone (702) 525-9968. 

Very truly yours, 

VALARIE I. FUJII & ASSOCIATES 

24,2 of.:4 

VALARIE I. FUJII, S 

/vif 
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numerous conversations with both Mom and Dad after review of their family law
wizard exchanges, the current schedule is not working to improve relations. 
Matthew perceives he is being “forced” to be with Dad.  He resents him for it. 

The alternative of giving Matthew his desired schedule would mean he has 
no contact with his father which is equally deficient.  There is no guarantee or
hope that he would be any different than Hannah and not see his Dad at all. It is
difficult to preserve this relationship with Matthew but in his Mom’s care, he will
choose not to see his Dad at all like Hannah.  This is crucial that therapy happen
with the family in the room so they can hear one another. Counseling takes time. I
am here to maintain a relationship with Hannah and Matthew to continue
reporting, should Matthew be willing.

I extend great gratitude to the Court, counsel, and parties for allowing me
the opportunity to assist with this family and to get to know Hannah and Matthew. 
I reserve the right to amend my opinions contained herein based upon any
additional information the Court requires.  I am available should the Court have
any questions and can best be reached on my cell phone (702) 525-9968.

Very truly yours,

VALARIE I. FUJII & ASSOCIATES

VALARIE I. FUJII, ESQ. 

/vif
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DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 

CASE NO. D-18-581444-D 
DEPT NO. U 

v. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

DECLARATION OF JAMES W. VAHEY 
REGARDING CASE STATUS  

I, JAMES W. VAHEY ("Jim"), declare under penalty of perjury 

under the law of the State of Nevada that the following statements are 

true and correct: 

1. I am over the age of 18 years. I am the Plaintiff in this action. 

I have personal knowledge of the facts contained herein, and I am 

competent to testify thereto. 

2. I am making this declaration to provide the Court with a status 

update regarding the case since we last appeared before the Court on 

December 16, 2021. 
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1. I am over the age of 18 years. I am the Plaintiff in this action.

I have personal knowledge of the facts contained herein, and I am

competent to testify thereto.
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update regarding the case since we last appeared before the Court on

December 16, 2021. 
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3. Matthew continues to have behavior issues. He often refuses 

to speak to me and acts sullen, is quiet, and mopes around my home. 

However, I have noticed some slight improvements in his behavior. He is 

cooperating more, has pleasant manners by using "please" and "thank 

you," and has been much less violent. 

4. Matthew also is doing well in school. He is currently receiving 

the following grades: 

a. Computer Science & Applications: 98.74% 

b. STEM Beginning: 100% 

c. English: 84.21% 

d. Math 6 Double Accelerated: 87.15% 

e. Science Accelerated: 74.25% 

5. Despite Matthew's behavior slightly improving, it remains 

apparent that he is trying to mimic Hannah's behavior to be rewarded as 

Hannah was (i.e., by being allowed to live solely with Minh and go to 

Becker Middle School). Matthew feels as if he is the only one being 

punished because he is acting exactly as Hannah did and Hannah got 

everything she wanted while he did not. I believe Matthew believes that 

if he continues to behave as Hannah did, that he too will be rewarded. 

6. I truly believe it is in Matthew's best interest to continue with 

the current custody schedule. I believe it was a mistake to reward Hannah 

with remaining in Minh's temporary primary custody and attending 

Becker Middle School. I do not want the same mistake to be made with 

Matthew and I lose contact with two (2) of my children. I also believe 

more time is needed to permit Dr. Sunshine Collins to work with Matthew 

in therapy and to allow Matthew and I to work on our relationship. If 

custody is changed as it was with Hannah, my relationship with Matthew 

could be irreparably damaged. Since Minh was awarded temporary 
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3. Matthew continues to have behavior issues. He often refuses

to speak to me and acts sullen, is quiet, and mopes around my home.

However, I have noticed some slight improvements in his behavior. He is

cooperating more, has pleasant manners by using “please” and “thank

you,” and has been much less violent.

4. Matthew also is doing well in school. He is currently receiving

the following grades:

a. Computer Science & Applications: 98.74%

b. STEM Beginning: 100%

c. English: 84.21%

d. Math 6 Double Accelerated: 87.15%

e. Science Accelerated: 74.25%

5. Despite Matthew’s behavior slightly improving, it remains

apparent that he is trying to mimic Hannah’s behavior to be rewarded as

Hannah was (i.e., by being allowed to live solely with Minh and go to

Becker Middle School). Matthew feels as if he is the only one being

punished because he is acting exactly as Hannah did and Hannah got

everything she wanted while he did not. I believe Matthew believes that

if he continues to behave as Hannah did, that he too will be rewarded. 

6. I truly believe it is in Matthew’s best interest to continue with

the current custody schedule. I believe it was a mistake to reward Hannah

with remaining in Minh’s temporary primary custody and attending

Becker Middle School. I do not want the same mistake to be made with

Matthew and I lose contact with two (2) of my children. I also believe

more time is needed to permit Dr. Sunshine Collins to work with Matthew

in therapy and to allow Matthew and I to work on our relationship. If

custody is changed as it was with Hannah, my relationship with Matthew

could be irreparably damaged. Since Minh was awarded temporary
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primary physical custody of Hannah, I have not spoken to or spent any 

time with Hannah. I believe this will happen with Matthew too if custody 

is changed. 

7. After I learned from the guardian ad litem, Val Fujii, that 

Hannah was open to spending time with me, I reached out to Minh to see 

if she would arrange to have Hannah spend some time with me while 

Matthew was in his rock climbing class. Minh told me to contact Hannah 

directly. I informed Minh I could not contact Hannah directly as she 

blocked me from her phone. Minh then advised me to coordinate with Ms. 

Fujii if I wanted to spend time with Hannah. To date, I still have not 

spent time with Hannah because despite telling Ms. Fujii she would spend 

time with me, she has now apparently changed her mind. 

8. Given Minh and Ms. Fujii have been unable to coordinate 

contact between me and Hannah, I believe we need help from Hannah's 

doctor, Michelle Fontenelle-Gilmer, to begin my reunification with her. In 

addition, Dr. Collins will be able to begin therapy for me and Hannah 

soon. 

9. I also think it would be beneficial for the Status Check hearings 

to be scheduled further apart given it appears Matthew knows about the 

scheduled hearings and is misbehaving long enough to get to the next 

court hearing, in which he hopes his bad behavior will be rewarded, as 

Hannah's was. If Matthew understands that his bad behavior will not be 

rewarded and he does not need to continue misbehaving until the next 

hearing, we may see more progress in his behavior and demeanor. 

10. I also would like the Court to be aware of coparenting issues 

I have been experiencing. Minh continues to provide Matthew with food 

during my custody time, implying to Matthew that only she is able to 

adequately feed him and I cannot. Minh even uses Selena to give food to 
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primary physical custody of Hannah, I have not spoken to or spent any

time with Hannah. I believe this will happen with Matthew too if custody

is changed.

7. After I learned from the guardian ad litem, Val Fujii, that

Hannah was open to spending time with me, I reached out to Minh to see

if she would arrange to have Hannah spend some time with me while

Matthew was in his rock climbing class. Minh told me to contact Hannah

directly. I informed Minh I could not contact Hannah directly as she

blocked me from her phone. Minh then advised me to coordinate with Ms.

Fujii if I wanted to spend time with Hannah. To date, I still have not

spent time with Hannah because despite telling Ms. Fujii she would spend

time with me, she has now apparently changed her mind. 

8. Given Minh and Ms. Fujii have been unable to coordinate

contact between me and Hannah, I believe we need help from Hannah’s

doctor, Michelle Fontenelle-Gilmer, to begin my reunification with her. In

addition, Dr. Collins will be able to begin therapy for me and Hannah

soon.

9. I also think it would be beneficial for the Status Check hearings

to be scheduled further apart given it appears Matthew knows about the

scheduled hearings and is misbehaving long enough to get to the next

court hearing, in which he hopes his bad behavior will be rewarded, as

Hannah’s was. If Matthew understands that his bad behavior will not be

rewarded and he does not need to continue misbehaving until the next

hearing, we may see more progress in his behavior and demeanor.

10. I also would like the Court to be aware of coparenting issues

I have been experiencing. Minh continues to provide Matthew with food

during my custody time, implying to Matthew that only she is able to

adequately feed him and I cannot. Minh even uses Selena to give food to
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Matthew. This sends the message to both Selena and Matthew that the 

food at my home is not good and they need to depend on Minh for 

sustenance, even while at my house. I found about five partial raisin bread 

bags under the sink in Matthew's bathroom. I even have the same raisin 

bread at my home. I previously have asked Minh to stop sneaking 

Matthew food, especially by using Selena, and to just inform me if there 

are specific food items I need to purchase for my home. Minh refuses to 

communicate with me about this issue and continues to sneak food to 

Matthew. I also ask the children to let me know which food items they 

would like me to stock at my house. However, Minh has convinced 

Matthew that he does not need to communicate with me and she will keep 

sneaking him food. 

11. Minh continues to undermine my authority. On January 30, 

2022, Matthew refused to go to his religion class after church. The 

consequence for Matthew's refusal to attend his religion class was that I 

took away his electronics and Rubik's cubes. Matthew spoke to Minh on 

Sunday night and I believe he informed her of the consequences for his 

refusal to attend religion class. The following day, Monday, January 31, 

2022, Minh brought a loaf of raisin bread and a Rubik's cube to Bob 

Miller Middle School and requested the staff deliver it to Matthew. Karen, 

the social worker at Bob Miller who has been involved in this matter, 

informed me that Minh had dropped off the food and Rubik's cube. I 

informed Karen that as a consequence for refusing to attend religion class, 

I had taken away Matthew's electronics and Rubik's cubes. Karen 

recommended that the items should not be delivered to Matthew to avoid 

starting an unhealthy trend of Minh secretly delivering items to Matthew. 

I agreed. How am I supposed to parent Matthew in a healthy way when 

VOLUME XMIII AA003531 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Matthew. This sends the message to both Selena and Matthew that the

food at my home is not good and they need to depend on Minh for

sustenance, even while at my house. I found about five partial raisin bread

bags under the sink in Matthew’s bathroom. I even have the same raisin

bread at my home. I previously have asked Minh to stop sneaking

Matthew food, especially by using Selena, and to just inform me if there

are specific food items I need to purchase for my home. Minh refuses to

communicate with me about this issue and continues to sneak food to

Matthew. I also ask the children to let me know which food items they

would like me to stock at my house. However, Minh has convinced

Matthew that he does not need to communicate with me and she will keep

sneaking him food.

11. Minh continues to undermine my authority. On January 30,

2022, Matthew refused to go to his religion class after church. The

consequence for Matthew’s refusal to attend his religion class was that I

took away his electronics and Rubik’s cubes. Matthew spoke to Minh on

Sunday night and I believe he informed her of the consequences for his

refusal to attend religion class. The following day, Monday, January 31,

2022, Minh brought a loaf of raisin bread and a Rubik’s cube to Bob

Miller Middle School and requested the staff deliver it to Matthew. Karen,

the social worker at Bob Miller who has been involved in this matter,

informed me that Minh had dropped off the food and Rubik’s cube. I

informed Karen that as a consequence for refusing to attend religion class,

I had taken away Matthew’s electronics and Rubik’s cubes. Karen

recommended that the items should not be delivered to Matthew to avoid

starting an unhealthy trend of Minh secretly delivering items to Matthew.

I agreed. How am I supposed to parent Matthew in a healthy way when

. . .
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Minh delivers to him exactly what was taken away as a consequence for 

bad behavior? 

12. After school on January 31, 2022, I spoke to Matthew about 

his bad behavior the previous day. I had Matthew write why it is 

important to cooperate, the problems that not cooperating cause, and his 

assurance that he would cooperate in the future when told to do 

something that was not a choice. When Matthew was done, I discussed his 

answers with him. I then returned his electronics and Rubik's cubes. 

13. After Minh dropped off the raisin bread and Rubik's cube, she 

spoke to Matthew and asked him if they had been delivered to him. Upon 

information and belief, when Matthew told her he did not receive them, 

Minh told Matthew to go to the Bob Miller office and request the items. 

Matthew did this, and unfortunately, the staff he spoke to did not know 

that Karen and I agreed these items should not be provided to Matthew 

so the staff gave Matthew the Rubik's cube. 

14. As this Court is aware, Minh has acted immaturely in front of 

the children by refusing to sit next to me at school events and in waiting 

areas at doctors' offices. The first time this occurred was at Challenger 

School when I sat next to Minh and Hannah in the bleachers to watch 

Selena perform. Minh took Hannah and moved to a different area of the 

bleachers away from me. Minh did the same thing when we took Hannah 

to an appointment at her pediatric rheumatologist's office. Minh and 

Hannah were sitting in the waiting room and I sat next to Hannah. Minh 

immediately moved herself and Hannah to the farthest corner of the 

waiting room. 

15. Minh has not stopped this damaging behavior. On the Tuesday 

before Thanksgiving, Selena's school had a lunch that parents could attend 

with the children. I went to the lunch and Selena and I sat at a table with 
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Minh delivers to him exactly what was taken away as a consequence for

bad behavior?

12. After school on January 31, 2022, I spoke to Matthew about

his bad behavior the previous day. I had Matthew write why it is

important to cooperate, the problems that not cooperating cause, and his

assurance that he would cooperate in the future when told to do

something that was not a choice. When Matthew was done, I discussed his

answers with him. I then returned his electronics and Rubik’s cubes.

13. After Minh dropped off the raisin bread and Rubik’s cube, she

spoke to Matthew and asked him if they had been delivered to him. Upon

information and belief, when Matthew told her he did not receive them,

Minh told Matthew to go to the Bob Miller office and request the items.

Matthew did this, and unfortunately, the staff he spoke to did not know

that Karen and I agreed these items should not be provided to Matthew

so the staff gave Matthew the Rubik’s cube.

14. As this Court is aware, Minh has acted immaturely in front of

the children by refusing to sit next to me at school events and in waiting

areas at doctors’ offices. The first time this occurred was at Challenger

School when I sat next to Minh and Hannah in the bleachers to watch

Selena perform. Minh took Hannah and moved to a different area of the

bleachers away from me. Minh did the same thing when we took Hannah

to an appointment at her pediatric rheumatologist’s office. Minh and

Hannah were sitting in the waiting room and I sat next to Hannah. Minh

immediately moved herself and Hannah to the farthest corner of the

waiting room. 

15. Minh has not stopped this damaging behavior. On the Tuesday

before Thanksgiving, Selena’s school had a lunch that parents could attend

with the children. I went to the lunch and Selena and I sat at a table with
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her friend, Gabriella, and Gabriella's family. Minh arrived with her 

boyfriend, Kim, and approached the table where Selena and I were sitting 

and stood approximately five (5) feet away. I said hello to Minh, but she 

would not acknowledge me in any way. Minh told Selena to come to her. 

Selena left the table and went to Minh, who picked her up and held her. 

Minh held Selena for over five (5) minutes while I sat at the table without 

Selena. Eventually, upon Selena's urging, Minh let Selena return to the 

table. Selena wanted Minh to join us at the table, but initially Minh would 

not. Finally, Minh and Kim acquiesced to Selena's request and sat down 

at the table. Minh sat next to Selena and Kim sat next to Minh. This left 

me sitting next to Kim and not really a participant in the lunch with 

Selena. 

16. On January 26, 2022, I had an appointment scheduled for 

Matthew to get his COVID-19 vaccine. Earlier that day, I had asked 

Minh if she wanted me to pick up Selena from school, and then Minh 

could meet Matthew, Selena, and me at the pediatrician's office. Minh 

responded, but only to complain that I did not check with her before 

making the appointment for Matthew even though I have sole legal 

custody of him. Minh did not respond to my offer to pick up Selena from 

school. Having not heard back from Minh, I did not pick up Selena 

because it was Wednesday afternoon when Minh has custody. 

17. Matthew's appointment was scheduled for 3:30 p.m. Minh 

arrived at the doctor's office at or around 3:55 p.m. When Minh arrived, 

she asked where Selena was. I answered that I thought Minh was bringing 

Selena. Minh snapped at me in front of Matthew saying that she had 

texted me telling me to pick up Selena. I panicked thinking I had made a 

mistake. I told Minh I would get Selena to the pediatrician's office. I called 

my office and asked my manager to pick up Selena from school and bring 
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her friend, Gabriella, and Gabriella’s family. Minh arrived with her

boyfriend, Kim, and approached the table where Selena and I were sitting

and stood approximately five (5) feet away. I said hello to Minh, but she

would not acknowledge me in any way. Minh told Selena to come to her.

Selena left the table and went to Minh, who picked her up and held her.

Minh held Selena for over five (5) minutes while I sat at the table without

Selena. Eventually, upon Selena’s urging, Minh let Selena return to the

table. Selena wanted Minh to join us at the table, but initially Minh would

not. Finally, Minh and Kim acquiesced to Selena’s request and sat down

at the table. Minh sat next to Selena and Kim sat next to Minh. This left

me sitting next to Kim and not really a participant in the lunch with

Selena. 

16. On January 26, 2022, I had an appointment scheduled for

Matthew to get his COVID-19  vaccine. Earlier that day, I had asked

Minh if she wanted me to pick up Selena from school, and then Minh

could meet Matthew, Selena, and me at the pediatrician’s office. Minh

responded, but only to complain that I did not check with her before

making the appointment for Matthew even though I have sole legal

custody of him. Minh did not respond to my offer to pick up Selena from

school. Having not heard back from Minh, I did not pick up Selena

because it was Wednesday afternoon when Minh has custody. 

17. Matthew’s appointment was scheduled for 3:30 p.m. Minh

arrived at the doctor’s office at or around 3:55 p.m. When Minh arrived,

she asked where Selena was. I answered that I thought Minh was bringing

Selena. Minh snapped at me in front of Matthew saying that she had

texted me telling me to pick up Selena. I panicked thinking I had made a

mistake. I told Minh I would get Selena to the pediatrician’s office. I called

my office and asked my manager to pick up Selena from school and bring
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her to the pediatrician's office as soon as possible. Then, I looked on my 

phone and told Minh that I did not have any messages from her 

responding to my offer to pick up Selena. Minh looked at her phone. She 

did not disagree or tell me that she saw a message from her to me saying 

to pick up Selena. Just silence. 

18. As soon as Minh sat down in the pediatrician's exam room, she 

had Matthew sit on her lap. Matthew who is 11 years old, 70 pounds and 

4'8" was uncomfortable on Minh's lap (Minh is 5'2" and approximately 

95 pounds). Yet, he obediently stayed there. When Selena arrived, Minh 

had Selena sit on her lap. Both Matthew and Selena got their vaccinations 

and needed to be observed for fifteen (15) minutes after the 

administration of the vaccines. The nurse offered for us to stay in the 

exam room or go to the waiting room. I asked the kids what they would 

like. Without letting the kids answer, Minh said that she wanted us to 

wait in the waiting room. I held the door to the waiting room, Minh sat 

with Selena on her left and Matthew on her right. I then sat on the left of 

Selena. Minh immediately got up and had Selena get up with her. Minh 

with Selena moved to the other side of Matthew so that there were two 

open chairs between Matthew and I. I got up and moved to be on the right 

of Selena. Minh got up again with Selena and moved so there was an 

empty seat between them and me. I gave up at this point because I wanted 

to avoid any more conflict. I simply said, "You guys are silly." All of us sat 

there with Minh and the kids separated from me until the nurse came and 

told us that our observation period was over. Selena left with Minh, and 

Matthew left with me. 

19. Throughout the whole visit, from approximately 3:30 p.m. to 

5:00 p.m., of which Minh was there for about an hour, Minh did not 

speak to me except to snap at me about not picking up Selena from school. 
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her to the pediatrician’s office as soon as possible. Then, I looked on my

phone and told Minh that I did not have any messages from her

responding to my offer to pick up Selena. Minh looked at her phone. She

did not disagree or tell me that she saw a message from her to me saying

to pick up Selena. Just silence.

18. As soon as Minh sat down in the pediatrician’s exam room, she

had Matthew sit on her lap. Matthew who is 11 years old, 70 pounds and

4’8” was uncomfortable on Minh’s lap (Minh is 5’2” and approximately

95 pounds).  Yet, he obediently stayed there. When Selena arrived, Minh

had Selena sit on her lap. Both Matthew and Selena got their vaccinations

and  needed to be observed for fifteen (15) minutes after the

administration of the vaccines. The nurse offered for us to stay in the

exam room or go to the waiting room. I asked the kids what they would

like. Without letting the kids answer, Minh said that she wanted us to

wait in the waiting room. I held the door to the waiting room, Minh sat

with Selena on her left and Matthew on her right. I then sat on the left of

Selena. Minh immediately got up and had Selena get up with her. Minh

with Selena moved to the other side of Matthew so that there were two

open chairs between Matthew and I. I got up and moved to be on the right

of Selena.  Minh got up again with Selena and moved so there was an

empty seat between them and me. I gave up at this point because I wanted

to avoid any more conflict. I simply said, “You guys are silly.” All of us sat

there with Minh and the kids separated from me until the nurse came and

told us that our observation period was over. Selena left with Minh, and

Matthew left with me.

19. Throughout the whole visit, from approximately 3:30 p.m. to

5:00 p.m., of which Minh was there for about an hour, Minh did not

speak to me except to snap at me about not picking up Selena from school.

7
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I greeted Minh; I asked how she was. Minh did not respond. She made it 

crystal clear to the kids that I should not be spoken to. It is no surprise 

that Hannah refuses to speak to me, and since Thanksgiving, Matthew has 

refused to speak to me. They are copying Minh's behavior toward me. 

20. A week later, on February 2, 2022, Matthew copied Minh's 

waiting room behavior when I took him to his appointment with Dr. 

Sunshine Collins. When we arrived at Dr. Collins' office, Matthew sat in 

a chair and I sat next to him. Matthew immediately got up from his chair 

and moved to a chair that was farther away from me. I got up and told 

Matthew we are not going to do this and I sat in the chair next to him. 

Matthew got up again, stood in a corner, and faced the wall. Shortly after, 

Matthew returned to sit in a chair that was farthest from me and turned 

his body to face away from me. I did not pursue the matter further. 

However, Matthew's posture was so telling that Dr. Collins' noticed and 

asked me privately if anything had just happened. I explained to her the 

musical chairs game Matthew was mimicking from Minh. 

21. There have also been continued issues with telephone contact. 

At the December 16, 2021 hearing, the Court ordered that Minh shall 

have contact with Matthew on Tuesdays and Thursdays at 8:00 p.m. 

Matthew has rock climbing practice on Tuesdays and Thursdays from 4:00 

p.m. to 6:00 p.m. and Selena has gymnastics until 6:00 p.m. By the time 

I pick up both children from their activities and drive home, it is past 7:00 

p.m., which leaves us with less than an hour and a half to eat dinner, and 

for the children to do their homework, shower, and get in bed by 8:30 

p.m. Having a thirty (30) minute telephone call on these days interrupts 

Matthew completing his homework, showering, and getting ready for bed. 

I am requesting the Court modify the days of these phone calls to take 

place on Mondays and Wednesdays at 8:00 p.m. 
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I greeted Minh; I asked how she was. Minh did not respond. She made it

crystal clear to the kids that I should not be spoken to. It is no surprise

that Hannah refuses to speak to me, and since Thanksgiving, Matthew has

refused to speak to me. They are copying Minh’s behavior toward me.

20. A week later, on February 2, 2022, Matthew copied Minh’s

waiting room behavior when I took him to his appointment with Dr.

Sunshine Collins. When we arrived at Dr. Collins’ office, Matthew sat in

a chair and I sat next to him. Matthew immediately got up from his chair

and moved to a chair that was farther away from me. I got up and told

Matthew we are not going to do this and I sat in the chair next to him.

Matthew got up again, stood in a corner, and faced the wall. Shortly after,

Matthew returned to sit in a chair that was farthest from me and turned

his body to face away from me. I did not pursue the matter further.

However, Matthew’s posture was so telling that Dr. Collins’ noticed and

asked me privately if anything had just happened. I explained to her the

musical chairs game Matthew was mimicking from Minh.

21. There have also been continued issues with telephone contact.

At the December 16, 2021 hearing, the Court ordered that Minh shall

have contact with Matthew on Tuesdays and Thursdays at 8:00 p.m.

Matthew has rock climbing practice on Tuesdays and Thursdays from 4:00

p.m. to 6:00 p.m. and Selena has gymnastics until 6:00 p.m. By the time

I pick up both children from their activities and drive home, it is past 7:00

p.m., which leaves us with less than an hour and a half to eat dinner, and

for the children to do their homework, shower, and get in bed by 8:30

p.m. Having a thirty (30) minute telephone call on these days interrupts

Matthew completing his homework, showering, and getting ready for bed.

I am requesting the Court modify the days of these phone calls to take

place on Mondays and Wednesdays at 8:00 p.m. 

8
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22. I also have spoken to Ms. Fujii about the difficulties I have 

with the telephone contact I am supposed to have with Selena on 

Mondays and Wednesdays. Ms. Fujii thought one solution could be that 

Minh be permitted to talk to Selena during my custody time for as long 

as I speak to Selena during Minh's custody time so that Minh is more 

likely to encourage and support Selena's communication with me during 

her custody time. I think this is a great idea and one the Court should 

implement. 

23. Lastly, regarding the school issue, I have attempted to discuss 

school options for the 2022-2023 school year with Minh, but she has 

made it clear she will not consider any schools that are not in Summerlin. 

Given the constant change and uncertainty the children have dealt with 

the past year, I think it would be best if Hannah remained at Becker 

Middle School and Matthew remained at Bob Miller Middle School. They 

are both doing well at their respective schools. Hannah is making friends 

and I am concerned that changing her school will be detrimental. I believe 

it would be incredibly disruptive to the children's education and mental 

well-being to change their schools yet again. 

Executed on:  February 5, 2022 

Isl James W. Vahey  
JAMES W. VAHEY 
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22. I also have spoken to Ms. Fujii about the difficulties I have

with the telephone contact I am supposed to have with Selena on

Mondays and Wednesdays. Ms. Fujii thought one solution could be that

Minh be permitted to talk to Selena during my custody time for as long

as I speak to Selena during Minh’s custody time so that Minh is more

likely to encourage and support Selena’s communication with me during

her custody time. I think this is a great idea and one the Court should

implement.

23. Lastly, regarding the school issue, I have attempted to discuss

school options for the 2022-2023 school year with Minh, but she has

made it clear she will not consider any schools that are not in Summerlin.

Given the constant change and uncertainty the children have dealt with

the past year, I think it would be best if Hannah remained at Becker

Middle School and Matthew remained at Bob Miller Middle School. They

are both doing well at their respective schools. Hannah is making friends

and I am concerned that changing her school will be detrimental. I believe

it would be incredibly disruptive to the children’s education and mental

well-being to change their schools yet again.

Executed on:   February 5, 2022                  

 /s/                                        
JAMES W. VAHEY

9
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Sabrina Dotson 

From: James Vahey <hotsailjim@gmail.com > 
Sent: Saturday, February 5, 2022 3:42 PM 
To: Sabrina Dotson 
Cc: Bob Dickerson 
Subject: Re: Declaration 

"I authorize the use of my electronic signature on the Declaration Regarding Case Status"? 
James W. Vahey, M.D. 

On Feb 5, 2022, at 3:38 PM, Sabrina Dolson <sabrina@thedklawgroup.com> wrote: 

Thanks, Dr. Vahey. I made your requested revision. Can you please respond to this email: "I authorize the use of my 
electronic signature on the Declaration Regarding Case Status." 

*Please note our address has changed. 

Best Regards, 

Sabrina M. Dolson, Esq. 

The Dickerson Karacsonyi Law Group 
Telephone (702) 388-8600 
Facsimile (702) 388-0210 
1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 291 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
www.thedklawgroup.com  

**Please note my email address has changed to sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  
SECURITY REMINDER: E-mail transmissions may not be secure. If you prefer for communications to be handled by another means, 
please let us know. By your use of e-mail, we assume you agree to our transmission of information by e-mail, including confidential or 
privileged information. 
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 “I authorize the use of my electronic signature on the Declaration Regarding Case Status”?  
James W. Vahey, M.D.  
 
 

On Feb 5, 2022, at 3:38 PM, Sabrina Dolson <sabrina@thedklawgroup.com> wrote: 

  
Thanks, Dr. Vahey. I made your requested revision. Can you please respond to this email: “I authorize the use of my 
electronic signature on the Declaration Regarding Case Status.” 
  
*Please note our address has changed.  
  
Best Regards, 
  
Sabrina M. Dolson, Esq. 
  
The Dickerson Karacsonyi Law Group 
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**Please note my email address has changed to sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  

  E-mail transmissions may not be secure.  If you prefer for communications to be handled by another means, 
please let us know.  By your use of e-mail, we assume you agree to our transmission of information by e-mail, including confidential or 
privileged information. 

AA003537VOLUME XVIII



181 

181 

VOLUME XVIII 

181

181

VOLUME XVIII



Electronically Filed 
2/7/2022 9:05 PM 
Steven D. Grierson 
CLERK OF THE COU 

EXHS 
FRED PAGE, ESQ. 
NEVADA STATE BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89113 
TELEPHONE: (702) 823-2888 
FACSIMILE: (702) 628-9884 
Email: fpage pagelawoffices.com  
Attorney for efendant 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Dept.: U 

Hearing Date: February 8, 2022 

Hearing Time: 9:30 a.m. 

  

DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT APPENDIX IN SUPPORT OF FEBRUARY 8, 
2022, RETURN HEARING 

COMES NOW Defendant, MINH NGUYET LUONG, by and through he 

counsel, Fred Page Esq., of Page Law Firm and hereby submits her Exhibi 

Appendix in Support of the February 8, 2022, return hearing. 

Exhibits A and B show that Jim has violated Minh's joint custody rights b 

attempting to enroll or has enrolled Hannah and Matthew at Pinecrest Academy 

St. Rose and/or Pinecrest Academy — Inspirada (Exhibits A and B below). Mi 

was crucified for applying for Hannah and Matthew to possibly attend Ernes 

Becker Middle School, and even then, Minh notified Jim before she filled out an 
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applications. Here, Jim never discussed the matter with Minh before he tried t 

apply for admission enroll Hannah and Matthew. 

Exhibit C shows that Hannah is currently a nearly straight "A" student a 

Ernest Becker Middle School with one "B+" in English. Hannah is getting a 

percent in History and Geography, a 90.63 in Science, 83.6 in English, 84.5 

advanced Math and a 100 percent in Piano. Hannah's GPA is 3.6.1  Hannah is als 

doing very well behaviorally. 

Exhibit D shows that Matthew has regressed. Matthew is getting a 75.75 

percent in Science, a 86.39 percent in Math, a 80.3 in English, a 98.88 in Compute 

Science, and 100 percent in STEP (which is a show up robotics class). Matthew' 

GPA is 3.2. 

Historically, Matthew has been a better student academically than Hannah, 

generally getting better grades than Hannah. Ernest Beck Middle School is mor 

challenging academically than is Bob Miller Middle School. Because Matthew ha 

historically been the better student, the chances are extremely high that if Matthe 

was attending Ernest Becker Middle School that Matthew would be a straight "A' 

student as well. 

1  Considering the amount of time Hannah missed from school, Hannah's reboun 
and grades are remarkable. 
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Matthew is doing poorly behaviorally and is depressed. The guardian a 

litem has indicated Matthew does not like to be touched by Jim and that Matthe 

cannot continue on like this. 

Exhibit Bates label Description 

Confirmation email dated Janaury 31, 2022. 
showing that Jim has attempted to enroll or may 
have enrolled Hannah and Matthew at Pinecrest 
Academy — St. Rose with no prior discussion 
whatsoever with Minh. The email states, "St. 
Rose Admission Entry Confirmation."  
Confirmation email dated January 31, 2022, 
showing that Jim has attempted to enroll or may 
have enrolled Hannah and Matthew at Pinecrest 
Academy — lnspirada with no prior discussion 
with Minh. The email entry states, "Inspirada 
Admission Entry Confirmation.  

A.  

B.  

C 

D. 

Hannah's year to date grades at Ernest Becker 
Middle School. Hannah is doing very well and 
has a 3.6 GPA. The only classes Hannah does 
not have an "A" is English and Advanced Math 
in which Hannah has a "B-B+." 
Matthew's year to date grades at Bob Miller 
Middle School. Matthew has a 3.2 GPA. 
Matthew has regressed.  

DATED this 6th day of February 2022 

PAG FIRM 

HANNAH000001-
HANNAH000011 

MATTHEW000001-
MATTHEW000005 

D PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 
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5 
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11 

12 

13 

1. 

15 

16 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 

3
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 6''' day of February 2022 th 

4 foregoing EXHIBIT APPENDIX IN SUPPORT OF FEBRUARY 8, 2022 

RETURN HEARING was served pursuant to NEFCR 9 via e-service to Rober 

Dickerson, Esq., attorney for Plaintiff. 

An employee of Page Law Firm 
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EXHIBIT A 

EXHIBIT A 

EXHIBIT A 
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Fwd: Pinecrest Academy Nevada - St. Rose Admission Entry Confirmation 

Minh Nguyet Luong <luongdds@gmail.com> 

To: Fred Page <fpage@pagelawoffices.com> 

Jim signed up the kids at another school without discussing viith me i-.Dre is an email sent from that smool 

Minh Nguyet Luong, DDS 
Toothfairy Children's Dental 

8000 W. Sahara Ave #180 
Las Vegas. NV 89117 

Cell 702-353-2319 
Office:702-222-9700 

Confirmation email dated January 31. 2022, that 
Jim has attempted to enroll and may have 

enrolled Hannah and Matthew at Pinecrest 
Academy - St. Rose with no prior discussion 
whatsoever with Minh. The email stated. "St. 
Rose Admission Entry Confirmation" 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Pinecrest Academy Nevada • St. Rose" <strose ir.to;!_vpiroci ;tr 
Date: January 31, 2022 at 10:1 1:15 PM PST 

To: hotsail.jim@gmailcom, hotsailjun@grnail.com, tto7;„:11 jim(wginall.com  
Subject: Pinecrest Academy Nevada - St. Rose Admission Entry Confirmation 
Reply-To: "Pinecrest Academy Nevaaa - St. Rose" <st.io.,/. wiloppinfecrestriv.org> 

Date:1/31/2022 
Confirmation Number: PASB5F770DC0 

Dear James: 

Thank you for your recent application to Pinecrest Academy Nevada - St. Rose. Please print this confirmation 
page for future reference. Please take a moment to verify the following information is correct. Please pay 
particular attention to the grade level for Fall 2022. 

Parent 
Name 

Home 
Phone 

Mobile 
Phone 

Work 
Phone 

E-Mail Address 
Student 
Name 

Grade 
Birthdate 

2022-2023 
James 
Vahey 

(702) 
5925 

592- (702) 
5925 

592- (702) 
8585 

798- hotsail .jim@gmail.corn 
Hannah 
Vahey 

3/1912009  8  

Luong 
Minh 

(702) 
2319 

353- 
luongddsti)ginail.com  

Matthew 
Vahey 

6/26/2010 7 

All notifications and communications will he sent to you elenviitcally. It will be your responsibility to keep your 
enrollment application and contact information current. 5114.)uld you need to correct or change any of the above 
information, please login to the Student Enrollment Application ‘Aoizard. located on the school website or click on 
this link to be taken directly to the lottery menu 

For questions or general information, please feel free cuntai:i the ;;;nou:. 

PLEASE DO NOT RESPOND TO THIS EMAIL. 

httpslioullook .office.com/mailtinboxild/A.A0kAGUOMmOlNITIALWMOMMINCOONS1 hOTINL INtilh12Jk402M4MGY5YviA APVVw r3i5prR Do zcctal(1.:2:: 
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EXHIBIT B 

EXHIBIT B 

EXHIBIT B 
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Find: Pinecrest Academy Nevada - Inspirada Admission Entry Confirmation 

Minh Nguyet Luong <luongddsOgmail.com> 

To: Fred Page e.fpage@paoelawoffices.com> 

Here is another admission confirmation sent to me from another school Jim signed the kids up without my 
knowledge. 

Minh Nguyet Luang, DDS 
Toothfairy Children's Dental 
8000 W Sahara Ave #180 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 
Cell* 702-353-2319 
Office:702-222-9700 

Confirmation email dated January 31. 2022. that Jim 
has attempted to enroll or may have enrolled Hannah 
and Matthew at Pinecrest Academy - Inspirada with 
no prior discussion whatsoever with Minh. The email 
states. "Inspirada Admission Entry Confirmation." 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Pinecrest Academy Nevada - Inspirada <mso, I ;It : • 1) t't ti • ...r1V.01 g > 
Date: January 31, 2022 at 9.19:59 PM PS-- 
To: holsailjirn@gmail.corn, luongdris@gmail rom 
Subject: Pinecrest Academy Nevada - Inspirada Admission Entry Confirmation 
Reply-To: Pinecrest Academy Nevada - Inspirada nspirada.lillo(E)pinec restnv.th y > 

Date:1/31/2022 
Confirmation Number: PAIB5F770D3E 

Dear James: 

Thank you for your recent application to Pinecrest Academy Nevada - Inspirada. Please print this confirmation 
page for future reference. Please take a moment to verify the following information is correct. Please pay 
particular attention to the grade level for Fall 2022. 

Parent 
Name 

Home 
Phone 

Mobile 
Phone 

Work 
Phone 

Student E-Mail Address Name 
Grade Birthdate 

 2022-2023 

James 
Vahey 

(702) 
5925 

592- (702) 
5925 

592- (702) 
8585 

798- hotsail.pme,_gmail.com 
Hannah 
Vahey 

3/19/2009 8  i 
Minh (702) 353- Matthew 
Luong 2319 

luongdds@gmail.com  Vahey 
6/26/2010 7 

All notifications and communications will be sent to you electronically. It will be your responsibility to keep your 
enrollment application and contact information current. Should you need to correct or change any of the above 
information, please login to the Student Enrollment Application Wizard. located on the school 
[www.pinecrestinspirada.orglwebsite or click on this link to be taken directly to lire lottery menu. 

For questions or general information. please feel free to contict the school 

PLEASE DO NOT RESPOND TO THIS EMAIL 

https:noullook.ollice.com/mailiinmoxiid/AACtkAGUOMmiD1NmALwm0MigINDOONS111011,!LiNrriN111kM7.6.1-3AGYS-1 ..vAUAAvvOrSZvzhILIU:108UKrzK 
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EXHIBIT C 

EXHIBIT C 

EXHIBIT C 
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2/2/2Z 10:31 AM Mall - Fred Page - Outlook 

= History & Geogra... Grades Hannah E. Vahey CCSD - Middle School 

1112 21.12 SP...1 

Home 

Modules 

Syllabus 

Assignments 

Discussions 

Quizzes 

'Grades 

People 

Pages 

Files 

Collaborations 

Google Drive 

Discovery Education 

Chat 

Grades for Hannah E. Vahey a Print Grades 

Course Arrange By 

History & Geography 7 - Due Date 

Due Status Score Out of 

Mar 8 by 11:59pm 34 34 

Mar 8 by 11:59pm 10 10 :75 

Mar 8 by 11:59pm 8 10 

5.4 Spanish Anita ican  

Total: 92% (A) 

Show All Details 

Assignments are weighted by 

group: 

Group Weight 

Formative 20% 

Summative 80% 

Q4 0% 

Imported Assignments 0% 

Total 100% 

12 Calculate based only on 
graded assignments 

You can view your glades based 

on What-If scores so that you 

know how grades will be affected 

by upcoming or resubmitted 

assignments. You can test scores 

for an assignment that already 

Name 

5.1 Chinese 
Immigration and 

txclusion 
Formative 

5.2 Chinese 
Immigration anti 
Exclusion Essay 
Summative 

5.3 Annexation of 

Hawaii 
Stunmative 

HANNAH000001 
https://outlook.oflice.com/mall/AAMkAGUOMmQ1Nm.licLINMOMjgtNDOONS1h0ThjLTNnsM2JkM2M4MGY5YwAuAAAAAADITLWU oyi%2... 1/1 
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X 12 7! Sa..$ 

Home 

Announcements 

Modules 

'Grades 

Assignments 

Google Drive 

Actively learn 

Nearpod 

Grades for Hannah E. Vahey a Print Grades 

Course Arrange By 

Science Acc 7 - S2 - JABLC v  Due Date 

Name Due Status Score Out of 

Modeling 
Phutusynthesi$ 
Lah. Jan 9 by 11:59pm 70 100 
Quarter 3 
Summative 60% 

What is 
Photncynthesis 
Grim*: Form 
Quarter 3 -
Summative 60% 

Modeling 
Photosynthesis -
Marshmallow 

Jan 12 by 11:59pm 7 10 

Jan 21 by 11:59pm 97 100 

2/2/22, 10:31 AM Mall - Fred Page - Outlook 

= Science Acc 7 - 52... Grades Hannah E. Vahey CCSD - Middle School 

Total: 90.63% (A) 

Show All Details 

Assignments are weighted by 
group: 

Group Weight 

Assignments 

Assignments 0% 

Imported Assignments 0% 

Quarter 3 - Summative 
80% 

60% 

Quarter 3 - Formative 
20% 

20% 

Total 100% 

ei Calculate based only on 
graded acsignments 

You can view your grades based 

on What-1f scores so that you 

HAN NAH000002 
https://outlook.office.com/mall/AAMkAGUOMmQ1NmJkLWMOMAINDOONS1

M
h0Thi

XVIII
ljNnitt42.11cM2M4MGY5YwAuAAAAAACHTLWIAftbilar2... 1/1 
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2/2/22,10:31 AM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Eng LA 7 Block Ac... Grades Hannah E. Vahey CCSD - Middle School 

5t223 22 Smett 

Home 

Syllabus 

Modules 

'Grades 

Nearpod 

Discovery Education 

Collaborations 

Pages 

Assignments 

Files 

People 

Grades for Hannah E. Vahey a Print Grades 

Course Arrange By 

Eng LA 7 Block Acc - 52 - F •-• Due Date •v• 

Due Status Score Out of 

Jan 9 by 11:59pm 15 15 

Jan 11 by 11:59pm 5 5 

Jan 11 by 11:59Prn 25 30 

Total: 83.86% (B) 

Show All Details 

Assignments are weighted by 
group: 

Group Weight 

Summative 80% 

Formative 20% 

Total 100% 

gi Calculate based only on 
graded assignments 

You can view your grades based 

on What-if scores so that you 
know how grades will be affected 
by upcoming nr resubmitted 

assignments. You can test scores 

for an assignment that already 

includes a score. or an assignment 
that has yet to be graded. 

Name 

Reading Plus 
Week 1/3-
1 /9 
Summative 

Independent 
Reading 
Hook Sign-
Up 
Formative 

Unsolved 
ivlyslcries 
Formative 

HAN NAH000003 
https://outlook.office.com/mail/AAMIcAGUOMmQ1NmALWMONligtNCICIONS1h0ThIL_TNmM2AMzM4MGY5YwAuAAAAAADITLWdlatiM§1%2... 1/1 
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216122, 5:49 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Grades for Hannah E. Valley 

Course Arrange By 

Ivlath A(: Dt:.• 111.... .1• 

Nanle DUI; 51 NT, 0..11 11: 

i • • 

;.. 

HANNAH000004 
https://oullook.oflice.cornimailtid/AAQkAGUOMmOlNmJkLWIVIOMigtNDOONS1110ThiLTNmM2JkMzM4MGY5YwA0A18pHNKb011anno8%3.. 1/I 
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216122.5:50 PM Mall - Fred Page - Outlook 

Hannah's math grades part 2 

Minh Nguyet Luong <luongdds@gmail.com> 
;,' 

To: Fred Page <fpage@pagelawoffices.com> 

The first couple of lines may be an overlap from previous screen shot. Please check the date to 
confirm. 

The 

M3.137 & 13c. Check tot 

for an assignn 

includes a SC() 

Under Jan 10 by 11:59pm 3 3 that has yt:t. tt 
Summativc 03 (80%) 

Khan Academy Lt.arning Path 
Formative Q3 (20%) Jan 11 by 8am 5 5 

M3-153 Review e 1-3 
Submission of Work Jan 13 by 8am 2 2 
Formative Q3 (20%) 

Warintio 10 1 13 

n 

Formative 03 (20%) 

Extra Credit Problem of the 

Jan 13 by 11:59pm 10 10 

Week 1 '1.1 Jan 14 by 11:59pm 0 0 
Formative 03 (20%) 

Submission of M312 

Stretches. Stacks and 
Structures Assignment 

Jan 19 by Sant 2 2 

Formative Q3 (20%) 

M3 1..1! Stri.ti •stacks. 
Structure handuut Check for 
unaerstanding 

Jan 19 by 11:59pm 1.5 3 

Formative Q3(20%) 

Chl•Ck (or Undvt.tand:ac 
%Naomi) Jan 20 by 11:59pm 2 3 
Formative Q3 (20%) 

Minh Nguyet Luong, D.D.S 
Toothfairy Children's Dental 
8000 W. Sahara Ave #180 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 
Cell: 702-353-2319 
Office: 702-222-9700 

HANNAH000005 
https://outtook.office.cornImailfid/AACIkAGUOMmOlNrnALINMOJAaNDQONS1 

III 
h011ta_NmM2JkMzM4MGY5YwAQAEqSuCUd449WottriMA%3D 111 
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2/6/22, 5:51 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Hannah's math grades part 3 

Minh Nguyet Luong <luongdds@gmail.com> 

To: Fred Page <fpage©pagelawoffices.com> 

• 

Minh Nguyet Luong, D.D.S 
Toothfairy Children's Dental 
8000 W. Sahara Ave #180 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 
Cell: 702-353-2319 
Office: 702-222-9700 

HANNAH000006 
https://outlook.office.conlimailfid/AAQkAGUOMm01NmJkLiNMON1jgINDOONS1h0ThjerNmM2JkillzhI4MGY5YwA0AJCOHFATellAftfatt2Jull  . 1:1 
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2/6/22, 5:51 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Hannah's math grades part 4 

Minh Nguyet Luong <luongdds@gmail.com > 

To: Fred Page <fpage@pagelawoffices.corn> 

Minh Nguyet Luong, D.D.S 
Toothfairy Children's Dental 
8000 W. Sahara Ave #180 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 
Cell: 702-353-2319 
Office: 702-222-9700 

HANNAH000007 
https://outlook.ogice.comirnaiVidtAAMAGUOMrnialtsimJkl_WMONgLNDOO

UIVIE 
NS1110TA LTNgAlvi2JkMzM4MGY5YwA0A1j7DoGnJrVOAARR58:6250 1i1 
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2/6/22, 5:51 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Hannah's math grades part 5 

Minh Nguyet Luong <luongdds@gmail.com > 

To: Fred Page <fpage@pagelawoffices.com > 

Sizmni.itiv(: 03 

Minh Nguyet Luong, D.D.S 

Toothfairy Children's Dental 

8000 W. Sahara Ave #180 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 
Cell: 702-353-2319 

Office: 702-222-9700 

HANNAH000008 
https://cutiook.office.cominiaillid/AA0kAGUOMF  IQ 1NrnJkl.WNIW,ININDOONSIII0Thtt.1NmM2JkM2M.IMGY5Y,.vAOAC"42B3pf;-• 
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2/6/22, 5:52 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Hannah's math math grades 

Minh Nguyet Luong <Iuongdds@gmail.com> 

To: Fred Page <fpage©pagelawoffices.com> 

Summ.111vc 

lormativc Q3 (20';'..) 

Import(...(1 fv.sir,tunellt!. 

HANNAH000009 
httpsliou tlook.office.cornimai Vid/AAQI(AGUOMm 01 NmJkLWMON1jg IND QONS1 h OThjLT N mit4 2J k Mztv14 MGY5YwAOANTeXaDwGrVaIngegt,3D 11 
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100 
Summative 

(Q3) 

Playing 
Exam #3 Jan 27 by 

(Q3) 11:59pm 
Click to test a 

different score98 

Name Due Stat 
us 

Score 
Out 
of 

Det 
ails 

Submis 
sion 

Progre 
ss 

Status 

Playing 
Exam #1 Jan 13 by 

(Q3) 11:59pm 
Summative 

(Q3) 

Click to test a 
different score98 

100 

Sight- 
Reading Jan 14 by 
Formative 11:59pm 

(Q3) 

Click to test a 
different score- 

100 

Playing 
Exam #2 Jan 20 by 

(Q3) 11:59pm 
Summative 

(Q3) 

Click to test a 
different score98 

100 

In-Class 
Rhythms Jan 21 by 
Formative 11:59pm 

(Q3) 

Click to test a 
different score100 

100 

Speed 
Note- 

Reading Jan 28 by 
Pop Quiz! I I :59Pm 
Formative 

(Q3) 

Click to test a 
different score84 

100 

HAN NAH000010 
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Playing 
Exam #4 

(Q3) 
Summative 

(Q3) 

Feb 3 by 
11:59pm 

Click to test a 
different score- 

100 

MusicThe 
ory.net  

Formative 
(Q3) 

Feb 4 by 
11:59pm 

Click to test a 
different score- 

100 

Summativ 
e (Q3) 

Formative 
(Q3) 

Calculation of totals has been disabled 

Show All Details 

Assignments are weighted by group: 

Group Weight 

Summative (Q3) 80% 

Formative (Q3) 20% 

Total 100% 

Calculate based only on graded assignments 

You can view your grades based on What-If scores so that you know how grades will he affected by upcoming or 

resubmitted assignments. You can test scores for an assignment that already includes a score, or an assignment that 
has yet to be graded. 

HANNAH000011 

VOLUME XVIII AA003557 

80% 

of 

Final 

20% 
of 

Final 

AA003557VOLUME XVIII



EXHIBIT D 

EXHIBIT D 

EXHIBIT D 
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2/7/22, 8:58 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Matthew's grades all classes 

Minh Nguyet Luong <luongdds@gmail.com > 

To: Fred Page <fpage@pagelawoffices.corn> 

Matthew J. Vahey Grades CCSD 

Courses I'm Taking 

STEM Beginning - S2 - BARKER. C 160130002-2 -- SPR22 - P03 100% 

Math 6 Double Accelerated - 52 - SLOWIK.  Al 26411002-1 -- SPR22 - P01 86.39% 

Computer Sci & Applications - S1 - COOPER. K 153340001-6 -- SPR22 - P01 98.88% 

Science Acc 6 - S2 - STAFF I 36301002-4 -- SPR22 - P01 75.75% 

Eng LA 6 Block Acc - 52 - PECJAK. C I 16301002-5 - SPR22 80.3% 

Minh Nguyet Luong, D.D.S 

Toothfairy Children's Dental 

8000 W. Sahara Ave 4180 

Las Vegas, NV 89117 

Cell: 702-353-2319 

Office: 702-222-9700 

V AA003559 
https://outlook.office.com/mail/id/AAQkAGUOMmQ1NrnALWMOM0911t)R%  WU, 12JkMzM4MGY5YwAQAGilluJx9rRMkttOsVIpH%2ByA%3D 1/1 
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2/6/22, 6:22 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Gracie..; for fvhttlww 

Laume Arr.: . 

MATTHEW000001 
litlps://outlook.office.com/mall/id/AAMAGUOMmQ1NmJkLWMOMMNDOONS1hOINLTNmM2JkMzM4MGY5YwACIAK4wf7o4CDUltrAtitro3 111 

VOLUME XVIII AA003560VOLUME XVIII



2/6!22.6:22 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

1'.1,11.1H(.:V. J. 

0 

MATTHEW000002 
hUps:lloutlook.olfice.cornImailiid/AAMAGUOMmQ1NmJkLVVM(05tMk0. illicrvizrv14MGY5YvvAQAGHY1 S3C 0 MitiS56 I A': AA003561VOLUME XVIII



2/6/22, 6:22 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Gracics for fv1,-.11.the,..., .1. V,ihey 

C4,1117•V •r: e• 1: 

N.urni • e!ts, 

Grade% 

Ce 

MATTHEW000003 
https://outtook.office.corn/mail/id/AAMAGUOMmQ1NmJkLVYMOMWINDOONS1110ThjLTNmM2JkMzM4MGY5YwAOAPni5gy014ixnEMZIFdRg. . 1/1 
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2/6/22, 6:21 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

Grac1:::s for F•dtifievy J. sv 

: 1:s. 

Ge.ulc., 

MATTHEW000004 
https://outlook.office.com/mailtid/AAMAGUOMmQ1NmJkLWMOMaNDOONS1110ThiLTNmM2JkMzM4MGY5YwAQAASOLOOE0Montrio%3.. 1/1 
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Grades for Matthew J. Vahey 

Name 

Week I Pal aril:Aim; 
Q3 Formative 

Week 2 Pat ticipatiois 
03 Formative 

Week 3 Piu tit illation 
03 Formative 

Week 1  Parte 
Q3 Formative 

Week. 5 learn Proem .% 
Q3 Formative 

Q3 Summative 

Due 

Jan 7 by I1:59pi1 

Jan 14 by 11:59pm 

Jan 21 by 11:59pm 

: : 

Feb 4 by 11:59pm 

Home 

Modules 

Grades 

Assiuiments 

Pages 

No:emu:1 

Course Arrange By 

STEM Beginning • 52 • BAI ••• Due Date 

216/22.6:21 PM Mail - Fred Page - Outlook 

= STEM Beginning • S... Grades Matthew 1. Vahey CCSD • Middle School 

5 Print Grades 

Stalin Score Out of 

10 10 

10 10 

10 10 

i • 

10 10 

N/A oar non 

Total 'Ga.:. ;A! 

Show All Details 

Assignments arc weighted by 

group: 

Group Weight 

Q3 Suminatlye 75'': 

Q3 Formative 25 ': 

Total 100% 

E3 Calculate based only on 
graded assig •nts 

You can view your grades based 

nn Vithat • if scores so that you 

know how grade.. will be alfer ted 

by UPLOMIng ur wad:milled 

.W40111011% tan lust  a rile'. 

tar arm assignment that already 

includes a score or an assignment 

that has yet to be graded 

MATTHEW000005 
https://oullook.office.com/mall/id/AACIIcAGUOMmQ1NmJkLWMV ' 2.1kM2M4MGY5YwAQAKH6R0b5MM5vArftg%3... 1/1 AA003564VOLUME XVIII
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Electronically Filed 
2/7/2022 9:05 PM 
Steven D. Grierson 
CLERK OF THE COU 

SUPP 
FRED PAGE, ESQ. 
NEVADA STATE BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89113 
TELEPHONE: (702) 823-2888 
FACSIMILE: (702) 628-9884 
Email: fpage@pagelawoffices.com  
Attorney for Defendant 

1 

2 

3 

4 
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PA FI 

D PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 

and Response for February 8, 2022, return hearing. 

DATED this 7th  day of February 2022 

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
I. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

A. Events Since the Last Hearing 

The last hearing in this matter was held on December 16, 2021. At tha 

hearing, this Court ordered that the time share currently in place for Matthe 

continue for the time being. Matthew spent the Christmas/Winter Break holida 

with his siblings and Minh. Matthew had a great time with everyone and thrived. 

Matthew was dropped off at school on January 6. 

Matthew continues to fail to thrive at Jim's house. The guardian ad lite 

will report that Matthew is depressed and despondent. Jim continues to bull 

Matthew. In order to exercise power and control and try and dominate Matthew 

Jim removed the locks on Matthew's doors at his house. The guardian ad lite 

had to tell Jim to put the locks back on. Matthew refuses to allow Jim to touc 

2 

VOLUME XVIII AA003566 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

AA003566VOLUME XVIII



him.' Jim ignores Matthew's personal boundaries and touches him anyway 

further driving a wedge between them. Matthew does whatever he can to avoi•  

contact with Jim and spends most of his time in his room. 

Matthew refuses to leave his room to look for food at meal times because h 

does not want to see Jim. Matthew leaves his room to go to another roo 

whenever Jim enters Matthew's room. All this were caused by Jim and no 

Minh. Yet, Jim continues to blame Minh, and now Hannah. Jim's relationshi 

with his children will not improve if he cannot admit that he has to work on hi 

ability to interact with others. Matthew has been experiencing psychosomatic pai 

for two years now. 

As to Minh, Matthew runs to her and jumps into her arms when it is his tim 

to be with her. All of the children continually reach out to Minh to touch Minh fo 

comfort and emotional reassurance. With Minh, like Hannah and Selena, Matthe 

is a happy and contented child, and there are no behavioral issues. 

Jim refuses to engage with Matthew in Matthew's sport, rock climbing. 

Before Jim stopped taking Matthew, because it was not convenient for him, I 

would either drop Matthew off and leave or Jim would sit in his car and d.  

1 Matthew made it clear to Jim that he does not want to be touched by Jim. Th 
guardian ad litem told everyone that at the last meeting, but Jim continues t 
violate Matthew's personal space and then wonders why his relationship i 
strained. It is a complete lack of insight on Jim's part and then his response is t 
blame everyone else. 
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paperwork. Jim clearly has zero interest in interacting with Matthew. To Jim, th 

children are simply property or prizes to be won or lost, and that is not lost on an 

of the children. 

No amount of therapy is going to make Matthew be happy to be away for 

his primary caregiver. Matthew is being tormented to force him away from hi 

primary caregiver and then force him to do therapy. What is being done is by n 

means in the best interests for Matthew. 

Matthew used to be a straight "A" student. Historically, Matthew has been 

better student academically than Hannah.2  Matthew is currently a 3.2 Cil'A 

student. One of Matthew's grades, in Math, is a borderline "C." Matthew is not 

earning grades that match his ability and is obviously doing more poorly than 

Hannah, even though he missed less school than Hannah. Matthew is somewha 

isolated and is not really making any friends at Bob Miller Middle School. 

Hannah, on the other hand, is thriving and doing great. Hannah's current 

grade point average is a 3.6. Hannah is very happy at Ernest Becker Middle 

School, attends school every day, and is making friends. Hannah's behavior in and 

out of school has been exemplary; she does her homework and she does her 

chores. Hannah could not be happier now and her grades and behavior show it. 

2 Jim even stated before that Matthew has always been a better student than 
Hannah. 
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Hannah no longer has psychosomatic pain and has no more depression. The 

only thing Hannah has left is anxiety, the fear of having to go back to Jim which 

she is working on with Dr. Fontenelle. That fear can be taken away if she knows 

that another Yogurtland event will never happen again. 

Given the fact that Hannah missed as much school as she did, it should b 

seen as remarkable that Hannah is doing as well academically as she is. Given the  

rapid improvement that Hannah has experienced, it should be not unreasonable u 

anticipate that Hannah will be a near 4.0 student by the end of the school year. 

Hannah continues to he emphatic as to her distaste toward Jim and the things tha 

he has done to her and the rest of the children. The only anxiety Hannah has is tha 

she might have to spend time with Jim and end up like Matthew and Selena. 

On January 14, a Bluejeans conference was held with the parties, their 

counsel, and the guardian ad litem. At the conference, the guardian ad litem 

indicated that everyone can agree that it is getting worse and we cannot continua  

on like this. 

On January 22, Minh had all of the children, was thinking that Jim might b.  

lonely tried to have the children talk to Jim, while she was driving. Unfortunately, 

] the children refused to talk to him. Jim then yelled at Minh, "see what you ar 

teaching them!" and the call ended. These arc the kinds of the behaviors that mak 
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the children feel conflict between the parents. Selena has even asked Minh what 

"narcissist" as she is aware that Jim is calling her that. 

Later that day on January 22, Minh tried to talk to Jim about Matthew an 

his unhappiness. Jim was extremely hostile to Minh. After berating Minh on th 

telephone, Jim sent Minh the following extremely hostile text, 

I don't need another person to tell me what the problem is. Every 
person has told us. Two judges, Nate Minetto, Michelle Gravely, Bree 
Mullin, Dr. Sirsy, his PA, Val, and your lawyer. I probably have 
mental issues. Anyone would after living with a person who has a 
severe narcissistic personality disorder. Good thing for you people 
with personality disorders have no insight. You, like Donald Trump 
believe you're always right and everyone else is the problem. Ask 
Kim, at least in medical school he was taught about people with 
personality disorders.3  

What Jim put into the above text to Minh should be seen as bein 

completely inappropriate. 

On January 31, Jim violated Minh's joint legal custody rights by attemptin 

to enroll or enrolled Hannah and Matthew at Pinecrest Academy — St. Rose and/o 

Pinecrest Academy — Inspirada; it is not completely clear from the email that Mi 

received. Minh was crucified for applying for Hannah and Matthew attend Ernes 

Becker Middle School, and even then, Minh notified Jim before she took Hanna 

3  Contrary to Jim's accusations and blaming, based upon his observations, Ki 
believes that Jim likely has a personality disorder. Jim is projecting. Minh advise 
that there is a history of mental illness in Jim's family. Jim's brother has a histo 
of schizophrenia and bi-polar disorder. 
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and Matthew to tour the school. Here, Jim never discussed the matter with Min 

before he tried to apply for admission enroll Hannah and Matthew at Pinecres 

Academy. The only way that Minh found out was that Pinecrest sent her an email 

after the fact. 

For the return hearing, Dr. Fontenclle is expected to recommend that 

Matthew should be evaluated and treated by a psychiatrist. 

Jim's Misstatements Should be Addressed 

With Jim, he simply lies — about everything. It has to be pathological. As 

with every other submission Jim makes, Minh will correct the record. 

Jim claims that Matthew believes that if he acts with like Hannah that he 

will be rewarded like Hannah. Decl. at page 2, lines 17-18. Now, Jim is blaming 

Hannah for Matthew's behavior. Hannah is thriving and Matthew is failing to 

thrive, and the best that Jim can do is blame somebody else now for his 

shortcomings. At some point Jim is going to have to look in the mirror and realize 

that he is the problem and stop blaming everyone else. 

Jim lacks the skills to parent. Jim never developed parenting skills when the 

children were younger and bonding. Jim would rather work as many hours as he 

can, and do what he likes to do with what little free time he has rather than spend 

time with the children. Jim is about Jim and Mirth is about the children and the 

children recognize that. 
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Jim states that he, "truly believe that it is in Matthew's best interests to 

continue with the current custody schedule." Decl. at page 2, lines 20-21. Jim 

admits that Matthew is sullen, depressed, will not speak to him, and does not want 

to be touched by him — and then he wants that to continue. All that is being done 

is Matthew is being tormented by Jim. If Jim is afraid of losing Matthew, then 

Jim should continue doing exactly what he is doing because it will happen. 

If Jim wants to improve his relationship with Matthew, then he should give 

Matthew some space to heal and then re-establish a relationship as Dr. Fontenelle 

recommended with Hannah. If Jim wants to continue tormenting Matthew, then 

Matthew will fail to thrive, his behavior will continue to be poor, and his grades 

will spiral downward.' 

Jim claims that he has lost Hannah. Decl. at page 2, lines 26-27. Jim has 

not, but he needs to give Hannah the space and time she needs to heal. Needing 

time to heal is no different than a physical wound, except for the fact that Jim 

personally inflicted the wounds on Hannah emotionally. Dr. Fontenelle has built a 

Quite frankly, all three children were spiraling downward until Jim battered Mini 
in front of the children in March 2020. After that occurred, Minh made the choic 
that she needed to come back for the children. Hannah and Matthew remembe 
very well what Jim did. As has been stated for almost two years now to confirm 
what occurred, the only thing that needs to occur is for the Court to ask them. 
Nobody will do that because they know what the answer is going to be and tha 
would look bad for Jim. The resumption of joint physical custody ordered by Judg 
Ritchie is the only thing that kept the children together. 
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trust with Hannah. That trust can be broken if she is used to rebuild Jim's 

relationship. Dr. Fontenelle is the third mental health profession Hannah has and 

the only one she seems to be able to trust and continue to go see. We do not want 

that bond to be broken. 

As Jim wanting Matthew to spend more time with him even though 

Matthew is miserable, Matthew has been doing what he is told to do. This Court 

stated that he needs to go to school and be willing to go to his dad during the 

exchanges. That is exactly what Matthew has been doing. 

Matthew has been behaving because he was told by the guardian ad litem 

that this arrangement is temporary and by Minh that if he does what he is 

supposed to do then his restrictions will go away. If this Court cannot keep its 

promise, then how do we expect Matthew to be better? The last time around Jim 

promised Matthew that he did not have to go to Challenger anymore and then 

went to court and fought for him to stay in Challenger. Jim telling Matthew one 

thing and then doing another has sent mixed messages to Matthew and caused a 

lot of anger against Jim. Continuing on with the current status is only going to 

cause Matthew to further resent Jim. The punishment of Matthew needs to stop. 

Jim actually complains that Minh might give food to Matthew, implying 

that he cannot feed Matthew. Decl. at page 3, 26-28. Jim's complaint smacks of 
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desperation. What kind of monster would feed their own child raisin bread.' 

There is nothing wrong for a mother to give food to her kids. There is no 

sneaking around. 

As to a Rubik's cube that Jim is all up in arms about, Minh encourages 

Matthew's passions and signed Matthew up for competition during her time in 

Anaheim on February 5. Minh advises that Matthew did chores while with Minh 

two weekends prior when he was with Minh so he could purchase the professional 

Rubik's cube in time for his competition. 

After Matthew did the chores, Minh purchased the cube and delivered it to 

Matthew so he could practice with it as his competition was going to be just a few 

days away. Unlike Jim, Minh takes an interest in what interests the children 

have.' There should be no reason why Minh cannot give Matthew his cube and 

there is no reason why Minh would need to ask Jim for permission to do 

something as simple as that. It is a Rubik's cube.' 

5  Before that in January, Jim was complaining that Minh gave Matthew beef jerky. 
What kind of boy would not want beef jerky? The real question is why did Jim no 
think of it. 

6  Jim sits in a car and does paperwork while Matthew is rock climbing. 

7  Jim should be focusing on rebuilding his relationship and rather than trying t I 
display his authority and power. The more Jim displays power against Matthew' 
mother, the more Matthew will see as a conflict between his parents. It is not th 
fact that Minh doesn't want to sit with Jim. It is Jim displaying conflict in front of 
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Minh advises that she has spoken to Ms. Beck, the vice principal and Ms. 

Karen Davis together on speaker regarding Ms. Davis's role. Ms. Davis denies 

giving any recommendation to Jim regarding withholding the Rubik's cube and 

food or making any statement that Jim made: "Karen recommended that the items 

should not be delivered to Matthew to avoid starting an unhealthy trend of Minh 

secretly delivering items to Matthew."8  

Ms. Davis and Ms. Beck clearly stated that it is not their job to get involve 

with personal issues or pick sides. They reassured Minh that they do not get 

involved unless it is about Matthew's grades. Ms. Davis denies having any 

involvement with this matter as Jim tries to imply. 

Jim still complains that Minh refuses to sit next to him. Decl. at page 5, 

lines 16-24. Jim first complains about Minh moving away from him on the school 

bleachers at a school event. This event was in December 2019, two years ago. 

Jim complained in 2020, and Judge Ritchie dismissed his "complaint" then. Jim 

does not get to keep bringing up his complaints until he gets what he wants. It is 

r•es judicata. 

the children by telling them they need to hang up the phone from their mother, by 
snatching the phone away from Matthew when Jim is upset that Selena does not 
want to talk to Jim. 

Again, it is a Rubik's cube and bread. 
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Jim then complains that Minh will not sit next to him at the 

rheumatologist's office. Decl. at page 5, lines 22-25. Again, Jim is lying. The 

waiting room at the rheumatologist's office is large. Minh was sitting and Hannah 

was sitting next to her. 

Rather than sitting next to Hannah, which would have been the correct thing 

to do, and maybe break the ice, Jim sat right next to Minh. There was absolutely 

no reason whatsoever for Jim to sit next to his ex-spouse. It is highly inappropriate 

for Jim to sit right next to his ex-spouse, particularly when they are in conflict; 

what Jim is doing is a violation of Minh's personal space and he just does not get 

it, just like he does not get on how to relate to other people. 

Jim then complains that on Tuesday, before Thanksgiving, Challenger 

school had a lunch that the parents could attend with the children. Decl. at page 5, 

line 26, to page 6, line 12. Jim complains that Minh held Selena for "five 

minutes." It is a lie; it was not five minutes. Minh hugged Selena put her down 

and Selena went back to the lunch table. Jim complains that he had to sit next to 

Kim. All Jim had to do was move to the other side and sit next to Selena or even 

across from Selena.' 

9  Again, it appears that basic personal interactions are very difficult for Jim, and 
instead of responding like a normal person and move where is sitting, he blames 
other people. 
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Jim complains about COVID-19 vaccinations, miscommunications about 

picking up Selena, and sitting next to Selena. Decl. at page 7, lines 6-22. Jim 

needs to inform Minh when he schedules the appointment for the children in 

advance and not on the day of. Minh has patients she cannot just cancel last 

minute because Jim cannot give Minh the courtesy of informing her in 

advance. Telling Minh on the day of the appointment and expect her to be there is 

not appropriate. Regardless, Minh made sure to show up for the children. 

As to who sits next to who, once again, Jim is lying. Minh advises that 

there was no one in the waiting room besides them and all the seats were 

empty. Matthew went sat down and Minh sat to the left of Matthew and Selena 

sat on Minh's lap, not next to her, and Jim knows that. 

Jim could have picked any seat but he chose to sit right next to Minh on her 

left. A normal person would choose to sit on the other side of Matthew, next to 

him. Instead, Jim continues to harass Minh knowing how uncomfortable she is 

with him so close to her. Jim knows it and does it any way rather than respect 

another person's personal space. Minh stood up and moved to the other side of 

Matthew and Selena continued to sit on Minh's lap. After Minh moved, Jim 

continued to harass Minh and insisted on moving to the other side of Minh and sat 
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right next to her rather than sitting next to Matthew. Jim did that repeatedly. The 

harassment needs to stop.'' 

Jim complains that Minh does not engage in small talk with him. Decl. at 

page 7, line 26, to page 8, line 4. Jim lied to the family about moving to 

California, filed for divorce against Minh, and has made all kinds of false vile 

allegations against her since he filed for divorce. And, Jim wonders why Minh 

choses to not engage in small talk with him." 

Jim complains that Matthew would not sit next to him on February 2, 2022. 

Decl. at page 8, lines 5-16. Jim avoids mentioning it, but Matthew and Hannah 

have not wanted anything to do with Jim since Minh moved out of the house. 

Instead, Jim does what he always does and Jim blames Minh for causing Matthew 

not wanting to sit next to him. 

Matthew has not been wanting to sit next to Jim since the 

separation. Matthew had starting doing what he is doing now when the children 

were going to Dr. Michelle Gravely's office, the first psychologist with whom all 

of the children participated in therapy. 

1°  Either Jim is doing what he is doing to antagonize Minh or basic persona 
interactions are completely lost on him. Either way, what Jim is doing i 
unacceptable. 

" Again, the basics of personal interaction appear to be lost on Jim. 
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Jim could have avoided all the awkwardness on that he caused on January 

26, 2022, had he just gone and sat to the right of Matthew or any other seat in the 

empty room but instead he chose to harass Minh. Jim obviously knows that Minh 

is uncomfortable and needs her personal space, but he invaded her personal space 

anyway. Jim appears unable to have any insight into others and respect their 

personal space. 

On page 9, lines 1-8, Jim wants some sort of quid pro quo in order to allow 

Minh to he able to speak to Selena when she is with him. Jim lacks insight. The 

children are children, not property to be used as leverage.'2 

Jim's relationship with his children is his. Minh should not be punished 

and not have a relationship with her children because Jim has a poor 

relationship. Minh has informed this Court that in the past she has threatened, 

bribed, chased the kids around the house and forced them to talk to Jim. 

12  For example, in the middle of Minh's telephone conversation with Matthew Jim 
insisted that he would have to talk to Selena at the same time. When Jim did no 
get to speak to Selena because she told him that she had homework to do, Jii 
snatched the phone away from Matthew during Minh's conversation with him an•  
demanded  for Minh to force Selena to speak to him. 

Minh again handed the phone over to Selena and begged Jim to give the phon 
back to Matthew. Jim refused and instead punished Matthew and because Selen 
indicated she had homework to do and that this was not a good time. Jim has don 
nothing to improve his relationship with Matthew but continues to terrorize him. 
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Nate Minetto, Hannah's second therapist, recommended against it and said 

that forcing the children would defeat the purpose. This Court has indicated that it 

was Minh's job was to get the phone to the children when Jim calls and it is up to 

them what they do after that. Minh, Kim, and Minh's family have done just that 

and more. Jim needs to work on his relationship with his children. 

On page 9, lines 9-18, Jim wants the children to attend three different 

schools. Jim claims that he has attempted to discuss school options, but that Minh 

would not consider any schools but Summerlin. That is false. Following the 

guardian ad litem's recommendation to discuss with Jim regarding school for the 

children next year because as the guardian ad litem stated, "three kids at three 

different schools is too hard." Minh advises that she wrote a long email to Jim 

which he failed to respond and Minh had to write a second email to get him to 

respond. 

Jim at least admits that it would be best if Hannah remained at Becker 

Middle School since she is doing so well and is making friends. Matthew is not 

really happy at Bob Miller Middle School. It would be good for Jim to consider 

what the children want for a change. Hannah and Matthew attending the same 

school would allow them to look out for each other and attending the same school 

will give them topics of discussion for the rest of their adult lives, long after Jim 
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RED PAGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
(702) 823-2888 
Attorney for Defendant 

and Minh have passed on. It would seem that would be in the children's best 

interests. 

II. 
CONCLUSION 

Matthew is not doing well with Jim and is unhappy. The passage of time is 

not going to improve that fact. The timeshare that is in place for Selena should be 

put back in place for Matthew. 

DATED this 7th day of February 2022 

PAGE LA W FIRM 
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n employee of Page Law Firm 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the Th  day of February 2022 th 

foregoing SUPPLEMENT FOR FEBRUARY 8, 2022, HEARING was serve 

pursuant to NEFCR 9 via e-service to Robert Dickerson, Esq., attorney fo 

Plaintiff. 
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Sunshine Collins, PsyD 
Licensed Psychologist 

Clinical, Forensic, & Family Psychology 

02/07/22 

The Honorable Judge Dawn R. Throne 
Clark County District Court 
Family Division 
Department U 

Sent Via EmaiL  
deptulc@clarkcountycourts.us  

Re: Family / Reunification therapy 
Case: Vahey v. Luong D-18-581444-D 

Dear Judge Throne, 

Following is a progress report for the above referenced matter. 

Referral: 
James Vahey and Minh Luong are the parents of minor children, Matthew 
(DOB 06/26/10), Hannah (DOB 03/19/09), and Serena (DOB 04/04/14). 

Pursuant to the 11/12/21 court minutes, father contacted me on 
11/19/21 to establish services to address his relationship with 
Matthew. Services for Matthew began December 2021 and continue 
presently. 

Parents have also requested that I begin providing sessions to Hannah. 
Mother indicated that she cannot make Hannah available for the three 
appointments offered so far so we are still working on finding a 
time/day that works for recurring appointments for Hannah. 

Treatment Plan: 
Based on the family dynamics, I chose to meet separately with mother, 
father, and child before attempting conjoint sessions. Initial 
individual sessions have been used to build rapport, gather historical 
information, and gather information about Matthew's current 
functioning. 

Next, Matthew will begin participating in conjoint sessions with 
father. He will also participate in conjoint sessions with mother. 
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DATE: 02/07/22 

Attendance — Individual Sessions 
Mother: 01/26/22 (telephone), other brief telephone contact 
Father: 12/29/21 (video), other brief in-person contact 
Child: 01/12/22 (office), 01/19/22 (video), 01/26/22 (video no 

show), 02/02/22 (office) 

I have no concerns regarding the attendance or cooperation of mother, 
father, or child regarding the services that I am providing Matthew. 
Although Matthew missed one session, father contacted me same day to 
apologize for the oversight and attempted to reschedule the 
appointment, but my schedule would not allow for it. Matthew, as 
transported by father, is comfortably established with recurring 
appointments Wednesday afternoons such that Matthew does not have to 
miss school or rock-climbing commitments in order to attend. 

Records Reviewed 
1. Stipulation and Order for Guardian ad Litem Undated, Unsigned (5 

pages) 
2. Court Minutes 11/12/21 (3 pages) 
3. Order from November 12, 2021 Hearing 11/12/21 (3 pages) 
4. Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order regarding Minor 

Children's Schooling 11/18/21 (12 pages) 
5. Photographs from Father (109 images) 

Collateral Interviews 
1. Guardian ad litem, Valarie Fujii, Esq. 02/03/22 (telephone) 

Information provided by the guardian ad litem was consistent with my 
own clinical observations working with the family. We spoke primarily 
about Matthew but also briefly discussed Hannah, as Hannah may soon be 
starting services with me. As the guardian ad litem advised me that 
she would be in attendance at the upcoming court date, I will not 
endeavor to summarize her opinions herein as she will no doubt share 
them with the Court directly. 

Treatment goals: 
1. Father and Matthew will participate meaningfully in therapy as 

evidenced by consistent attendance, active participation, and 
incorporation of feedback from the clinician. 

Page 2 of 5 
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DATE: 02/07/22 

2. Father will learn and demonstrate communication with Matthew that is 
appropriate to Matthew's developmental level and father's parental 
role. 

3. Mother will learn and demonstrate appropriate communication and 
behavior with Matthew that facilitates a positive relationship 
between Matthew and father. 

Progress: 
Father has been exceptionally committed to the therapeutic process. 
It is my practice to interact briefly with him before or after 
Matthew's sessions. Father always arrives prepared, clearly having 
thought about how best to progress in his relationship with Matthew in 
between sessions. He often arrives with notes and/or his own ideas 
about possible approaches to use with Matthew at home. He is always 
willing to receive my clinical feedback and direction as to how to 
proceed, both in the therapeutic process but also at home. Father 
does not merely wait for instruction but generates his own ideas and 
brings those to session to explore collaboratively. He remains 
cooperative and open when my clinical feedback is to discourage an 
idea he has generated, just as he does when my feedback is to support 
one of his ideas for how to communicate or behave with Matthew. 

Father appears motivated by Matthew's well-being as well as by a 
desire to improve his relationship with Matthew. He has also 
expressed willingness to hamper his relationship with Matthew if it is 
in Matthew's best interest (e.g., father has asked repeatedly for 
clinical feedback as to whether Matthew's unhappiness with the current 
custody status is worth the potential improvement in the father-child 
relationship). In terms of parenting behavior, father's behavior is 
notable for a persistent willingness to pursue the optimal parenting 
approach not merely the easiest approach. For example, father 
continues to make overtures towards Matthew out of session despite 
Matthew's repeated rejection of him. Father also appropriately 
continues to provide corrective feedback to Matthew regarding his 
behavior despite the risk that it could compound Matthew's rejection 
of him. Father has also been vocal in his belief that mother should 
be included in Matthew's services, acknowledging and promoting the 
importance of mother's role in Matthew's life. 

Matthew's progress in session has been the development of comfort and 
some rapport with me. He speaks openly to me regarding his thoughts 
and feelings regarding his family and other details of his life. He 
remains adamant in his rejection of an improved relationship with his 
father. Matthew's rejection of father is unusual in that it is 
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single-issue driven (i.e., resentment regarding perception of father 
agreeing to then revoking plan for family relocation California) and 
has persisted at a high degree of resentment despite a more typical 
trajectory for his age being gradual resolution of emotions and 
resigned acceptance of reality. Matthew is 11 years old in 2022. 
Parents separated when he was eight years old, divorced when he was 
nine years old. It is extremely unlikely that an eight-year-old has 
so carefully nursed resentment over this single-issue disappointment 
of relocation that it persists at age 11 to this level of intensity 
without significant encouragement and stoking of negative emotions by 
some outside source. 

At this time, Matthew is strongly committed to presenting an image of 
depressed mood and hopelessness for improvement while in father's 
care. He made it clear to me that he anticipates that this 
presentation will mean a change in custody status at the upcoming 
court date, something about which Matthew was clearly aware despite 
the information not being provided by me or his guardian ad litem. 
Matthew has spoken clearly about the behaviors in which Hannah engaged 
that resulted in her presently remaining in mother's de facto primary 
physical custody, seemingly as if introducing the idea of how he might 
also achieve the same outcome. Up to this point in therapy, Matthew 
has been unwilling to explore mechanisms for improving his mood or 
satisfaction in father's care, reporting that he does not want to be 
happy in father's care because the Court may interpret that as reason 
for him to remain therein. He speaks about refusing to go on 
recreational outings with father (e.g., skiing trip) due to concern 
that father will take a photograph in which Matthew appears happy and 
that the Court will interpret that as evidence of why he should remain 
in father's care. All data suggest that Matthew is intentionally 
making himself miserable at this time with the hope that his misery 
will persuade the Court to change the custody status. As a vague 
concept, an 11-year-old may have been able to come up with such an 
approach but given the level of specificity and detail of the plan 
(e.g., Matthew describing that photographs can be presented by father 
in court as evidence of Matthew's functioning during father's 
parenting time), it seems likely that his plan has benefited from 
information being provided to him inappropriately from some source 
regarding court matters. 

Recommendations: 
1. If an improved relationship between Matthew and father is the goal, 

it is recommended that Matthew's exposure to individuals that 
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promote resistance to an improved relationship with father be as 
limited as practically possible. 

2. It is strongly recommended that Matthew not be provided detailed 
information regarding court proceedings unless provided in session 
for a specific and necessary therapeutic purpose. 

3. It is recommended that mother, father, and Matthew continue to 
participate in these services to improve Matthew's relationship with 
father. 

4. Mother has expressed interest in Matthew participating in individual 
therapy outside of this family therapy process. I have some 
reservations about the reasonableness of an 11-year-old without a 
serious mental illness, mood disorder, or behavioral disorder 
building and maintaining working relationships with a guardian ad 
litem, family therapist, and an individual therapist. I do not see 
a clinical benefit to Matthew from participating in additional 
services with another provider. There are few risks, however, to 
his working with an additional mental health provider (e.g., 
treatment fatigue, duplication of services). 

Respectfully submitted, 

Sunshine Collins, PsyD 
Licensed Psychologist 

CC: Sent Via EmaiL  
Robert P Dickerson, Esq. 
bob@thedklawgroup.com  

Sabrina M Dolson, Esq. 
sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  

Fred Page, Esq. 
fpage@pagelawoffices.com  

Valarie Fujii, Esq. 
vip@fujiilawlv.com  
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Court Reporter: We are on the record, Your Honor. 

Judge: Good morning. This is the time set for Case D-18581444D. May we the counsel, make 
your appearances, please. 

Sabrina Dolson: Sabrina Dolson, Bar Number 13105, and Bob Dickerson, Bar Number 945, 
appearing on behalf of the plaintiff, James Vahey, who is also present. 

Fred Page: Good morning. Fred Page, Bar Number 6080 on behalf of Minh Luong. 

Val Fujii: Morning, Your Honor. Val Fujii, Bar Number 5955. I'm Guardian Ad Litem on behalf 
of Hannah and Matthew Vahey. 

Judge: Alright, has everyone had a chance to read Dr. Collins's report? 

Mr. Page: Yes. 

Ms. Fujii: I have not, Your Honor. I have Fontenelles. I do not have Dr. Collins yet. 

Ms. Dolson: We did not receive a report from Dr. Fontenelles. 

Judge: Okay. Dr. Collins, I thought, send it to everybody. I just got these this morning before I 
got on the bench. Mr. Page, did you get-- sorry, go ahead. 

Mr. Page: I received Dr. Collins, Dr. Fontenelles, and Ms. Fujii's reports. 

Judge: Okay. All right. I've read everything. I want to have my staff send Ms. Fujii a copy of Dr. 
Collins' report. 

Bob Dickerson: Can you send us Dr. Fontenelles' report. Your Honor? 

Judge: Yes. Yep. I want everybody to have the same thing. 

Ms. Fujii: And I will add, Your Honor, since drafting my report 'til today, I have spoken to both 
Dr. Collins and Doc-- [audio cuts] 

Judge: Okay. Let's start with the plaintiff. Is there anything else you want me to know? I need 
you to tell me. I did read everybody's supplements, including Dr. Luong's that was filed this 
morning, I think or late last night. I've read everything. 

Mr. Page: Last night. 

Judge: Okay. I've read everything. So, first, the plaintiff side. Do you want to add anything? 
Update? 

Ms. Dolson: We can just discuss the report. Obviously, it's our position that custody should not 
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be changed at this time for Matthew to give him more time to work with Dr. Collins and improve 
on his relationship. We expressed in our declaration the concerns that we have if Matthew is to 
change custody and go spend more time with Mom. We think that the same thing is going to 
happen that has happened with Hannah where Dr. Vahey has not had any contact with Hannah 
since November either telephone or in-person. Mom is refusing to cooperate to work with him 
directly and has directed him to reach out to Val Fujii to work with that and schedule those kinds 
of meetings. 

So, I think, we see that Mom is actively trying to show the court that she really does want to 
encourage the relationship between Hannah and Dad. We think the same thing would happen 
with Matthew and Dad. There's also been a lot of issues. We raised in our declaration, again, 
more game playing at visits with children and with Dr. Vahey and Mom, where Mom displays to 
the children and acts in a way that shows them that she does not support the relationship with 
them and that she cannot co-parent or cooperate with their father. The getting up and moving in 
two recent appointments were just-- we've gone over this so many times and have tried to 
explain to Mom how to behave in order to get a relationship going with the parties and their 
children and to get this to a better situation and she just does not listen to what the court has to 
say. She doesn't listen to anything that Ms. Fujii has to say. We're just repeating things over and 
over again and ending up back in the same spot. 

So, we're requesting that custody not be changed and we do know that Matthew from Sunshine 
Collins reports that he is trying to mimic Hannah's behavior in order to get the same reward that 
she received. We do think it was a mistake, unfortunately, that Hannah has been in Mom's full 
custody. We understand now that we can't really undo that. However, we don't want the same 
mistake to be made with Matthew and have it be another whole issue. So, he's definitely 
mimicking those behaviors and we just have to show Matthew and explain to him, "Hey, this is 
not the way you're going to be able to act and get what you want. You need to repair a 
relationship with your father. You need to participate in counseling, everything, work towards 
getting things better," and just show him that and explain to him. 

I think Ms. Fujii could explain to Matthew that his behavior is not going to get him what he 
wants. I understand he's upset and he's angry, but it's better to deal with that than having two 
children who absolutely refuse to see their father. 

There are some other miscellaneous issues that we just need to address. We would love to get the 
parenting coordinator started. However, I have sent over a stipulated and proposed order to Mr. 
Page, and I think I just looked at my emails right now. I think he just said something this 
morning responding to it. If he doesn't countersign that, I'm asking if I can submit the proposed 
order to the court to be signed so we can get the parents starting with the parenting coordinator, 
Nick Ponzo. We would also like to ask Mom if she has started counseling at all because it really 
does not seem like she has. And if Mom has not started with a counselor, we want to make sure 
that the counselor is provided with the hearing video from December 16 so that the counselor 
knows exactly what to address. Because opposing counsel has been very resistant to including 
the reasonings why Mom needs to be in counseling in the proposed order to be submitted to the 
court. 
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They always want to delete all the extra language. We're not trying to make it court fmdings and 
prejudice mom, we're just trying to make sure that the counselor knows exactly what needs to be 
addressed and they always want that information taken out. So, I know the court hasn't entered 
any of either parties' proposed orders from the December 16 hearing but that is our reasoning for 
including such language and if the court is not going to enter in that language explaining exactly 
why Mommy needs to be in counseling, then her counselor needs to be provided that December 
16 hearing videos so that he or she can watch it himself. 

And then, lastly, just status check hearings. We are asking that they be set a little bit further out 
just so that we have time to work with Matthew, and we have time to set up these appointments 
with Hannah and Dr. Collins, too, and gave more time to work on these and in between. And 
then I would just like to ask the court to direct Mom to either arrange her schedule or cooperate 
with Doctor Collins's schedule these appointments. From Dr. Collins's report, she says that she's 
reached out to Mom three times on different dates, and she has not been able to, and we've 
learned that Mom won't do any Fridays because she goes through California every single Friday 
which would seem to us that Dr. Vahey's and Hannah's relationship is much more important than 
a weekend in California. 

So, we're asking that the Court direct mom to rearrange her schedule in any way possible to 
make these appointments successful and to actually occur. If it has to be during the week, Mom 
has stated to Dr. Collins that she's not able to make those appointments because she has to pick 
up Selena at 3:15 p.m., and then she can't make an appointment by 4:00 p.m. with Dr. Collins 
and Hannah, Dr. Vahey is more than willing to pick up Selena from school on any day that Dr. 
Collins can see Hannah and then bring Selena to that appointment so that he can drop her off to 
be with Hannah if that would make any difference in getting this appointment started. I believe 
that's it unless you have any specific questions for us. 

Judge: Okay. Mr. Page? I also want to say, I read your supplement in your exhibits. 

Mr. Page: Yeah. I would like to focus on what Ms. Fujii has indicated and this was kind of a 
continuation of the January 14 meeting we had with Ms. Fujii and that is what's going on right 
now is not working. Currently forcing the children to see Dad is arguably hurting his relationship 
with him Ms. Fujii put that in bold print. That is something that we have been trying to stress for 
a long period of time now. Trying to jam these kids in with their father who quite frankly lacks 
people skills, lacks kids skills to relate to these children is only making a bad situation even 
worse. 

Matthew feels like he's being punished. Forcing Matthew to spend more time with his Dad, 
according to everything that we're seeing here is contrary to what's in Matthew's best interest. It's 
also further harming the relationship that Matthew has with his father. If we're trying to do what's 
in the best interest of these children, and one of those things would be to try to have the kids 
have a better relationship with their father, would be maybe to have the children take a break 
from their Dad so they can heal, so Hannah can heal, so Matthew can heal. Lessen the amount of 
time rather than increase it because all we're doing is tormenting small children. That is not 
going to work. 
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We know that Hannah is doing great at school. She's killing it She's getting great grades. Her 
behavior is good. Matthew, on the other hand, is not doing so well, and he doesn't have a lot of 
friends at school and he's just not doing well. So, let's kind of make it more of a child-centered 
approach rather than a dad-centered approach and let maybe dad work on his skills. We can see 
from Dr. Collins's report that he comes, as she says, overly prepared. What I see that is dad's 
being wound a little bit too tight. We've heard references by both the counsels for Dad that he 
calls them a lot. He's always reaching out to other people trying to figure out what to do. He's 
doing this because he has no people skills. He has no intuition as to how to deal with people and 
that's reflected in the poor relationship that he has with the children. 

Now, it was said here by opposing counsel that Dr. Collins has reached out to Mom three times 
and Mom is not available. I'm reviewing the report here. I just received it this morning, but I 
don't see anything like that in the report. So, I'm concerned possibly there are some back-channel 
ex parte communications as to what's going on here with Dr. Collins because I can see here on 
page 2 that there was a contact with Mom on 1/26 via telephone and other brief telephone 
contacts. Then, right below that in Dr. Collins's report, she states, "I have no concerns regarding 
the attendance or cooperation of mother, father, or child regarding the services that I'm providing 
Matthew." 

Then opposing counsel says, "Well, Dr. Collins has been trying to reach out to Mom without 
success to make appointments and order that Mom be around on Fridays." I don't see that 
anywhere in the report. And again, I've only had a short period of time in which to be able to 
review that, but I certainly don't see it. And since I don't see it, I'm concerned that there's some 
sort of communication that is being allowed to occur between counsel and-- 

Judge: Mr. Page. Mr. Page, on that issue, refer to the third paragraph on page 1. 

Mr. Page: Okay. Thank you. 

Mr. Dickerson: You didn't get to page one apparently. 

Mr. Page: I skimmed through it as quickly as I can because the amount of time is limited. I have 
to review this. I have to review the guardian ad litem report and I also have to review Dr. 
Fontenelles' report. So, I appreciate the correction on that. 

But that goes back to the same thing that we always have in this case is - what can we do to 
attack Mom? What can we do to blame Mom? And now in Dr. Vahey's declaration, what can we 
do to attack Hannah? It's always - blame somebody else. 

Mom does support the relationship between Dad and child. I mean, we just had the example that 
we put into our supplement where Mom tried to call, have the children have a conversation with 
dad while she was driving and they refused and he yelled at her and hung up and that he sent her 
the wildly inappropriate text accusing her of a personality disorder when actually Kim believes 
that Dr. Vahey is the one that has the personality disorder. He's just simply projecting. 

Matthew is just desperately unhappy right now and is not doing well. What we would propose to 
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to review this. I have to review the guardian ad litem report and I also have to review Dr. 

Fontenelles' report. So, I appreciate the correction on that.  
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be done is that since the timeshare, according to everyone, is not working. It's only making 
Matthew more and more miserable is maybe to reduce the time a little bit. Dr. Fontenelle had 
really a nice idea and that is, do a gradual reunification between parent and child and let it be a 
minimal amount of time and then let it build up. That appears the road that we need to go down 
in order to try and improve the relationship that Jim and Matthew need to have with each other. 
And to do that, maybe five days with Mom and two days with Dad, maybe a couple of weekends 
with Mom and a couple of weekends with Dad and a couple of weekdays with Dad and a couple 
of weekdays with Mom-- sorry, a couple of weekends a month with Dad and two times per 
month with Dad. In that way, we could allow Matthew to feel in a position where he's safe, he's 
comfortable, and he's well-bonded with the kids. 

The opposing counsel says things like, "We told Mom she has to sit next to Dad." No, Mom does 
not have to sit next to Dad. He had every single opportunity to sit next to Matthew or sit next to 
Hannah and maybe try and break the ice with her, yet he lacks the basic interpersonal people 
skills to understand that when you file for divorce against your wife, you lie about the move to 
California, and you accuse her of vile false things for over two years, you might not want to sit 
next to her, instead, sit next to one of your children, improve the relationship with them because 
that's the thing that needs to be worked on. And yet, we come here today and they simply attack 
Mom, again. Attack, attack, attack for her not wanting to sit next to him. 

Well, it stands to reason when he's done all the things that he's done to her, she might not want 
him sitting next to her engaging in small talk. These parties have children between them, he 
should be working on the relationship with the children, rather than sitting next to Mom. Again, 
it comes down to basic interpersonal skills that dad seems to lack and that's reflected in the report 
from Dr. Collins. It's reflected in the comments from his counsel during various hearings. There's 
no basis to order Mom to have to sit next to him. 

As far as the counseling with Keisha Weiford, the issue is that opposing counsel seems to want 
to put in the Court finds, the Court notes. There are things always slanted against my client and 
are either overtly or impliedly attacking my client. I think those things are inappropriate. Just 
leave it to the orders that the orders are. 

I've reviewed the transcript. I've submitted my order. There are some things that this court said 
about counseling and things Mom needs to work on as it relates to Keisha Weiford. That's part of 
our order. It's not part of the opposing counsel's order but it's a part of ours. Instead, they spent 
pages and pages, put in notes, notes, notes, as to ways they can go ahead and attack my client 
and also put in things like Mom's phone time to 30 minutes when that exists nowhere in the 
video record. So, that's why we submitted our proposing order. 

We don't need to have status check hearings further out. What we do need to have is a different 
timeshare at least on an interim basis to allow the relationship between Matthew and Jim to be 
able to heal. It's kind of what Dr. Fontenelle recommended with Hannah, kind of what Ms. Fujii 
is recommending with Matthew. That's probably what our pole star should be as what's in the 
children's best interest. There's no good reason to have Matthew continue to be tormented by 
forcing him to be in an environment he does not want to be, maybe it would be good for Jim to 
have some counseling to figure out how he can better relate to children, better relate to other 
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people, and that actually might improve the situation. Thank you. 

Judge: All right. Ms. Fujii, I'm not ignoring you. I did read your report and I appreciate that. But 
I'm going to give the parties a big picture of where we are and where we're going to go so that 
everybody can be mad at the same time because I could have a trial on this case. I could set a 
trial for April 7th. I have an opening. Set a trial, make findings, change the custody order based 
on the evidence, and nothing's going to be fixed. 

The Court's goal for this family is to get back to a normalized joint physical custody. I am 
disheartened that Mom and her counsel don't understand the big picture of what the evidence is 
showing from Judge Ritchie's findings that could not allow the move because Mom was going to 
destroy Dad's relationship with the children. That's the finding there that Judge Ritchie did after 
hearing the evidence. 

The evidence I have now is continuing. Dr. Collins says, "Matthew's rejection of father is 
unusual in that it is single issue-driven, i.e., resentment regarding the perception of the father 
agreeing to, then revoking plan for family relocation in California, and has persisted to a high 
degree of resentment despite a more typical trajectory for his age, being the gradual resolution of 
emotions and resigned acceptance of reality. Matthew is 11 years old in 2022, parents separated 
when he was eight years old divorced when he was nine years old. It is extremely unlikely that 
an eight-year-old has so carefully nursed resentment over this single issue, the disappointment of 
relocation that it persists at age 11 to this level of intensity without significant encouragement 
and stoking of negative emotions by some outside source." 

Well, what outside source is there? The only person stoking this resentment in the children is 
Mom. So, the evidence does not support anything Mom's requested as far as going backward in 
this. We're going forward. If things don't get better and I've warned Mom over and over again, 
that she's going to force my hand in giving dad sole legal, sole physical custody of all three 
children, and no contact with her until things are normalized. That's where this is going. And 
that's what the professionals recommend for the severe parental alienation that's in this case. It's 
severe and it is centered on Mom and her disappointment about California and continuing to 
stoke that in the children. 

Eleven and 12-year-olds do not get to make choices where they live. They do not get to do 
disobey their parents and get away with it. We have a situation where these children have been 
empowered way beyond their maturity and abilities to make decisions. What I think we need to 
continue with Dr. Collins is a local provider, but there's a program in New York, Turning Points 
for Families. That is reunification therapy for severe parental alienation or for unreasonably 
disrupted parent-child relationships. They require a court order. I can make a court order 
regarding Dad and Matthew and Dad could take Matthew and go. It's a four-day in-person, 
intense therapy in New York and then two years of follow-up with your local providers, etcetera. 

My goal would be and I don't know if the provider can do Hannah and Matthew at the same 
time, but I'm not giving up on these kids and their relationship with Dad and getting back to a 
normalized joint physical custody where they freely go back and forth. No, Matthew is not doing 
as well as he can in school because he's intentionally trying to fail. So, what I want to order is 
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that, for the next 90 days, Matthew is going to have zero communication with Mom. I'm going to 
order that Matthew and the family participate and Mom's going to have to participate as they 
require for the favored parent, which is providing information, family photographs. The cost of 
this program is $15,000. Mom is going to pay 75% of it as a child support obligation for 
Matthew and Dad will pay 25%. 

I agree that Dad's not perfect and he doesn't think he's perfect and there's room, and there's 
evidence that he's trying to improve and keeps getting met with resistance and game playing 
here. This is what's going to happen to repair this severely disrupted and unreasonably disrupted 
relationship with Dad. No contact means no calls, no texts, no emails, no messaging through any 
platform. No messages at school. No visits to his school to communicate with him. No messages 
through Selena or anyone else. No food, no gifts, no money. None of these games that's been 
going on since November. 

Dr. Vahey, I want you to contact the provider. I'm going to send this article and I received this 
from Dr. Holland in another case where we have this severely disrupted, I mean, it's not normal. 
Normal parents do not perpetrate alienation. Normal parents will not selfishly keep the child for 
themselves. Normal parents will not drive a fit parent from their child's life. Normal parents do 
not claim to be the only parent the child needs. 

There is no healing and separation going on. Hannah has been spoiled and getting what she 
wants. So, of course, she's happy now, but that's not going to stay that way because I'm not going 
to give up on these children. They're 11 and 12, and I'm not going to let Selena fall into this. So, I 
will make the order for Hannah and Matthew if the provider in New York for this Turning Points 
for Family could do both at the same time. I will order Mom to fly with Hannah to New York 
and provide Hannah. And Hannah will have no contact with Mom for a period of at least 90 
days. If we can do that at the same time. If not, then we'll do Matthew first and then do Hannah 
separately. The goal is reunification and I'm not going to do this gradually. Gradual doesn't work. 
It has to be intense. It's an intense problem and there need intensive therapeutic interventions. 
And we need to play this game. 

Whoever's telling Matthew that he just hit needs to keep obstructing the process and he'll get to 
go home to Mom is doing him a disservice. So, that's obviously being communicated to him, it's 
obvious through both the guardian ad litem's report and Dr. Collins's report that people are 
communicating to him. He just needs to keep acting up until he gets his way. Well, no, that's not 
what is best for children, and this is about these children need both of their parents involved. 
They both have good things to provide to them. 

Obviously, at some point, both parties thought the other parent had appropriate and helpful 
things to provide. You guys chose to have three children together. Two of them right back to 
back. Matthew and Hannah are not far apart in age. So, these children should not be deprived of 
either parent, but I'm going to rebalance this case. We're going to put the services here, and we're 
not going to allow this to continue this way. 

Mr. Page: Your Honor, would you agree that before you do this, there should be a finding in a 
forensic setting that actual alienation is going on before making the diagnosis from the bench? I 
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mean, I don't mean to put it harsh that way but we need to have something by somebody who's 
qualified has the right credentials to do an investigation, make a finding that there's actual 
alienation going on from a psychological perspective or at least that diagnosis. 

Ms. Dolson: Your Honor, there have been repeated findings of alienation all the way back from 
Judge Ritchie. Just the most recently, the school issue. I mean, it has been years of alienation. 

Mr. Page: Calling it alienation from a layperson doesn't make it alienation. 

Ms. Dolson: We can call it alienation. These children are obviously being affected by Mom. It's 
very clear over. 

Mr. Page: They're obviously being affected by Dad because Dad lacks people skills. What are we 
going to do if they go through all of this and then they still don't care to be with Dad. It happens 
sometimes that some children are more bonded with one parent than they're bonded with the 
other. It happens. 

Ms. Dolson: That is not a normal situation. It just doesn't happen like that. Things like this don't 
just happen. These kids have severe issues because of what has been going on in their lives. This 
is not a, "Oh, sorry, kids are closer to Mom." That's not what's going on here at all. 

Mr. Page: It always is and it always has been. She's always been the primary caregiver. They've 
always been in constant-- 

Ms. Dolson: That is false. And Judge Ritchie also found that was false again after doing a three-
day evidentiary trial, found that she was not the primary caregiver and she never has been. It is 
not true. 

Mr. Page: All that Judge Ritchie found was that they had the ability to share joint physical and 
joint legal custody. 

Judge: Your client is moving to California was just another attempt to force hand. It's all trying 
to force things to get her way. And that's not how it works. And that's not what's best for the 
kids. These children need to have normalized healthy relationships with both of their parents. 
They do not have a healthy relationship with Mom. They're in mesh with Mom and that's not 
healthy and that's not a good parent-child definition here. There's no parenting going on in 
Mom's house. This is whatever the kids want, whatever makes them happy is going on. 

I've given chances to do this slightly. Mom holds the key to all of this reunification that could be 
very easy if Mom was actually on board and actually supported the relationship. She is not going 
to keep these children from Dad. I'm not going to stand for it. Go ahead, Ms. Fujii. 

Ms. Fujii: Just briefly. Since writing my report, after that report, I was able to receive the grades 
from the kids and talked to both Dr. Collins and Dr. Fontenelle. If they were before you and 
we're testifying before you, Your Honor, hit square on what Sunshine Collins was telling me. 
She believed that Matthew was intentionally making himself miserable. She saw times when he 
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would break that. She said it wasn't normal. The amount of anger that he has towards his dad 
didn't seem to equate to something that happened three years ago about a move. 

So, she really wanted to start some therapy with these parties and I knew that she was concerned 
about there being some outside influence. She really didn't want anybody talking about the court 
process. Matthew was really focused on this court date today and what would happen today, and 
he shouldn't know court dates, I mean, specific court dates and he knew. Fontenelle, however, 
when I spoke to her, she and I both agreed that Hannah has expressed she wants to see her dad in 
a limited to 30 minutes as long as he signs a piece of paper that he can't take them home. 

She's a different child. She had specifics and the big thing was Dad physically putting her in the 
car, I mean, and that weekend the last time she saw him seem to be a real specific event for her. 
Different than Matthew who doesn't have specific events. I don't know what happens when these 
kids are together. I know there have been allegations that Selena is starting the same type of 
behavior. I know that Mom has indicated that Matthew is now complaining of some physical 
ailments. 

I felt better after speaking to the professionals because they had basically said, stay the course, 
we should continue on, both of them. So, I think Sunshine Collins would start interviewing 
Mom, watching Mom in therapy with Matthew, as well as Matthew in therapy with his dad. And 
I was encouraged that maybe the parties would start their co-parenting. So, I didn't know, I 
thought based on the reports without even receiving it, that it would probably stay the same and 
we come back and see how that therapy works. 

My concern was Matthew now sees me as, "You can't do anything for me." He'll talk to me at 
Dad's but I feel like I've lost a good rapport with him. Hannah, however, I have not. Even though 
Hannah's expressed she wanted to see her dad, she hasn't, and that concerns me, too. So, I'll 
facilitate however, Your Honor, would like me to. I can continue talking to Matthew if the Court 
would like. I'm concerned with the no-contact because Selena goes back and forth, Judge, that's 
going to be hard on the siblings. 

I know that Hannah was open to seeing dad and wouldn't because she perceived he would not let 
her talk on the phone, and when I later fleshed it out with her, it was that he wanted him not to 
say hello to her. She wanted him just to hand the phone to Matthew, but when he would talk to 
her, she would hang up because she didn't want to talk to him. She refused to even 
acknowledge, and I said, "Well, come on, you got to be the bigger person." And I think Mom 
was upset about that. 

But I'll help facilitate this in the way the Court wants. I'm just trying to think it out because these 
kids see each other, well, at least Selena does. She goes back and forth. Matthew is with Dad, 
Hannah's with Mom and they only see each other every other weekend. I don't know if it's 
premature, but I'm scared, Judge. This is a unique circumstance. I've never seen this-- 

I think it's the parents, Judge, but I believe Dad's in counseling. I don't think Mom is. I know it 
was Court Ordered before, but gosh, the co-parenting is really the key, and what you want in the 
Turning Points sounds terrific. I'm encouraged that the parents will do it and it's Court Ordered. I 
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think that might be super beneficial. 

Ms. Dolson: Your Honor, may I address one issue? 

Judge: Go ahead. 

Ms. Dolson: My only suggestion would be that, for the next 90 days, any contact between Mom 
and Matthew could be only through Sunshine Collin. So, Sunshine Collins if necessary to set up 
a meeting, then maybe we could go about it that way. 

Judge: I realized it would be easier for me to just say, "Okay. They don't want to be with Dad, 
what could I do about it?" I don't think that's the right approach or the best for these kids. Yes, 
Turning Points and 90-day sequestration of Matthew from Mom, unless it's through therapeutic 
contact is not easy. It's not easy on Matthew. Matthew is going to see that he's being punished, 
and it's very difficult because Hannah's not at the same place. And, frankly, I think that Hannah's 
feelings about her Dad picking her up is ridiculous. Of course, parents have the right to pick up 
their children and put them in a car when they're not doing what they're told to do. They have a 
right in Nevada to use corporal punishment. It may not be the most effective. But each child is 
different. What works with one child, doesn't work with another but they defmitely have the right 
to pick up their children, put them in the car, put them where they need to be, take them to the 
doctors to do what needs to be done here. 

There's a problem in that neither parent has an appropriate parent-child relationship with the 
children right now. Mom doesn't, dad doesn't for different reasons. And this is a complete 
imbalance of power here that the parents need to be put back in the role of parents and children 
need to be children and they're not enabled to make these decisions that they're not equipped to 
do. 

Dr. Vahey, it's up to you if I entered the order for the Turning Points for Families. I'm going to 
have my staff email all the information I have regarding that program to all three of you and look 
at it because Dad's the one that's got to be the "bad guy" and stick to the course because you gave 
in to Matthew and his misbehavior on purpose and is trying to make himself miserable on 
purpose is only going to make the problem worse. We have to stay the course and fix the 
problem and then work on the Hannah-problems. Of course, she's happy right now because she 
thinks she's getting what she wants. Well, that's not going to continue. I'm not giving up on her 
either. 

It's just a matter of logistics with three children at three different points in time. And how do we 
fix the problem? But we're definitely going to continue with Dr. Collins I'm definitely going to 
enter the order sequestering Matthew from Mom unless it's through Dr. Collins I'm going to 
order mom to step up her cooperation with Dr. Collins to get Hannah started in the process as 
well. 
It does need to be a priority and it's more of a priority than going to California for fun. They need 
to put in the work on this. 

And then the issue of schooling, I mean, it is the time to make a decision or to get all the options 
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on the table so we can make a decision of what schooling is best. I noted that and Mom 
complained that Dad applied for a couple of the charter schools. Obviously, the parents need 
better cooperation and how we get there and work on their co-parenting on top of all of these 
other professionals involved and which problem we work on first, there definitely needs to be 
better communication about it. 

But I understand dad putting in the applications and I think I made some order regarding the 
division of duties in terms of fmding-- maybe I'm thinking of another case. In terms of finding 
the options for schooling for next year for the children. [crosstalk] And really there's no reason 
these three children aren't all at Challenger. Of course, Hannah's doing well. The school she's 
attending is much easier than she's ever attended and she has much more ability and the same 
thing with Matthew. That it's easier. The curriculum is nowhere near as challenging as they've 
ever been in. They all three have the ability to go to Challenger, do well in that program, or a 
similar program of private schooling that is more challenging to them. And that's why the parents 
I assume from the beginning put all three children in private school. Not because they have the 
financial means to provide more challenging school for they're very intelligent children. That's 
not a bad thing there. 

But Ms. Fujii is right. This not going to be able to continue with three kids at three different 
schools with parents living on opposite ends of the valley, which makes it more difficult 
logistically for them to work together on things like schooling. Work together on medical 
appointments that are necessary for the children, eye doctor, dentist, all of those things. I don't 
know where to go. Go ahead. 

Ms. Dolson: I can just explain the school issue. It wasn't to enroll their children. It was a lottery 
deadline that he just submitted the name to see if they could get into the lottery. It wasn't an 
application to apply the kids to school. So he did inform Minh of it the next day that he just put 
the names in but not that the children were going to be going to that school by any means. And I 
think, in our declaration, we did state that as for right now, we think that the children should 
probably remain at the schools that they're attending, Bob Miller, just because Matthew does 
seem to be behaving great at the school and acting normally, and he is getting good grades. I'm 
not sure whether acting like the grades are terrible. I mean, he has mostly As, I think one being a 
C. So, his grades aren't terrible by any means. 

Mr. Page: Probably could be in Math. 

Ms. Dolson: I'm sorry. 

Mr. Page: His latest grade in math is a B. Right now he has a B in math. 

Ms. Dolson: Okay. His grades aren't bad by any means but I think in our declaration, we did put 
that Hannah remains at Becker while we continue to work on the relationship there. I think she 
only has one more year as well and changing schools for her last year at 8th Grade will be a big 
issue and then allow Matthew to continue making friends and attending Bob Miller. I know it's 
kind of a time constraint for taking the kids to schools but, I mean, Dr. Vahey is willing to do it 
just to ensure the children aren't continuously exposed to change. 
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Judge: Yeah. And it's a hard thing and a hard position that everybody was put in with regard to 
Challenger. I mean, really there's no reason Matthew's not going to Challenger. Probably no 
reason Hannah isn't either, but for this parental co-parenting problem that's ended up with these 
two older children acting out, they should be in Challenger and doing well, and progressing to 
the next level and having a discussion on, first, for Hannah, is she going to attend high school? 
Or where she's going to attend high school because she's in seventh grade, so she got eighth 
grade next year, and I get it. And if we leave her there for eighth grade at Becker, right? That's 
where she's going back to Middle School? 

Mr. Page: She's going back to Middle School. 

Judge: Maybe that's what we can do because change is hard and they missed a lot this year. I 
don't know. I don't have all the answers, but I think we have to keep trying. I'm not going to this 
idea of, "Oh, if I don't make them go see their dad that they'll just have healing magically. It's 
going to happen." That's not going to happen. So, we're defmitely keeping dr. Collins in place. 
I'm definitely sequestering Matthew for the next 90 days from Mom unless it's through Dr. 
Collins. 

Part of the reunification therapy in any provider is going to be for the favored parent to learn to 
be more supportive of the other parent's relationship. So, Dr. Luong needs to get involved with 
Dr. Collins and get involved in the process, and how she can improve the situation for her 
children because I guarantee that the situation is going to get worse if it doesn't start getting 
better. Because then you're going to leave me with no choice but to grant Dad temporary sole 
legal, sole physical custody of all three kids and get them all three in reunification and I'm 
concerned about the long-term effect on the siblings' relationship of the current status. It's not 
ideal at all. But we have to do the work to get back to a normal life situation where these kids are 
spending time with both parents and have a good healthy relationship with both of their parents 
and what do we need to get there. 

This isn't about punishing anybody. This is about correcting a problem here and getting things 
back to normal for everybody. The 12 and 11-year-old should not be worrying about Court or 
therapy and reunification. They should be worrying about video games and starting to like boys 
or girls and whatever else, they're going into puberty. They should be worried about those kind 
of things and not whether their parents are going to court is very sad here, but I'm going to make 
orders that I think are in the best interest of these three children, and to get to the improved 
relationship. 

This is not a case where either parent should have primary custody. They live in the same 
county, they have the ability to share custody of their children. We just have to get it towards a 
healthy ability. I'm not here to try to punish anybody. I would be happy not to have to be 
involved in your family life because you're able to do it yourselves, but obviously, that's not 
happening. And I'm not going to allow Matthew and Hannah to continue to not have a 
relationship with their father. We're going to do the work that needs to get there. Dr. Luong does 
need to-- Mr. Page, has she started counseling with Ms. Weiford? 
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Mr. Page: No, because we haven't got the order back. We have two competing orders with you, 
one in which I detailed the things that Ms. Weiford was to address that they did not put in their 
competing order and that's still sitting on your desk. I would like to know, at least make for the 
record that you indicated that after Dr. Vahey enrolled the children or applied for the children to 
attend Pinecrest Academy, both Inspirada and St. Rose that you attributed it to, they need better 
cooperation, they need better communication. 

There is a distinct difference between your response to what Dr. Vahey did and your reaction to 
what Dr. Luong did. My client was essentially crucified for applying for the children to possibly 
attend Ernest Becker, and, here, we've pushed it off to the side and, say, "Well, they need to have 
better communication. They need to have better cooperation." [crosstalk] --to both parties in this 
case and I don't want my client to be treated unfairly when he did the exact same thing and he is, 
sort of, "Okay." And when my client does something very similar, she is raked over the coals. 

Judge: Okay. Mr. Page, I'm going to address that issue because they're not the same thing. Dr. 
Vahey did not take the children and enroll them in a school and say, "Here's where you're going." 
That is what the evidence shows Dr. Luong did. We know she took the children. We know she 
enrolled them both in Becker and disenrolled them from Challenger. The documents speak for 
themselves and that's where the problem was, is involving the children and making Dad the loser 
no matter which way he came down on the issue. 

Everything your client is doing is trying to force her way, and that's not happening. If she would 
have just applied for them because, the school their zone for, you don't need to apply for, that's 
always an option. But for any magnet schools, the application time has already passed for 
magnet schools and any of the charter schools, you have to apply now and get a spot for them 
before you can even consider that. So, he didn't tell the children, "I'm trying to get you in a 
lottery spot," and get them all hyped up about a specific school. That is where it is different. But 
the parents do need to communicate and cooperate and jointly decide as parents where our 
children are going to school. 

For example, for Hannah, there's going to be a need to be a choice made for her to go to high 
school. Because she can't stay at Becker for 9th grade. Okay? So, they have to work together as 
parents, or I have to hear the evidence and make the decision and then the adults hand it down to 
the children and say, "This is where you're going to school." They are children, we are the adults, 
and we have more experience to hopefully make better decisions for them and know all the 
options and choices. Maybe a magnet school is best for Hannah for high school. Maybe it's going 
to a different private school. Maybe it's going back to Challenger. There are all kinds of options 
that this family has if you apply for them. 

But the way mom handled the change and tried to force the issue to get them in Becker was 
wrong and it is different. That's why it was a different response. 

Mr. Page: The record is that the children were never disenrolled from Challenger. They were still 
enrolled. I believe you're remembering what occurred back in November incorrectly. These 
children were not disenrolled from Challenger. 
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Judge: Mr. Page, I understand you're trying to do your job, but the objective evidence that was 
subpoenaed from both schools shows that your client did exactly that. She tried to back pedal 
when the objection came up, but she did exactly that and tried to force Dr. Vahey's hand on that 
issue. Her taking the children there and telling them they were going there was inappropriate. No 
matter what you do with the documents, that was inappropriate and made the situation worse to 
where the children didn't attend school for what? Six weeks? Two months? They didn't attend 
school at all. That obviously, made the problem worse, Mr. Page. 

Mr. Page: My client had the children tour Becker. She informed Jim the night prior to that, that 
that's what she was going to do. 

Judge: You and I are never going to see this the same way, Mr. Page. I'm just telling you that I 
see the evidence showed exactly what she did and she shouldn't have taken the children 
anywhere to any school when it hadn't been discussed or agreed upon between the parents. And 
this is a delicate situation, it was completely mishandled by your client, and made the problem 
worse. She's free to talk to Dr. Vahey. They can talk back and forth about any school options 
they want to, but when she took the children, knowing he was going to object, she was trying to 
force his hand so that he had no choice in the matter. 

She put him in a no-win situation and then the children didn't attend school for an unreasonable 
amount of time. So, yes, my reaction to that was different than him applying for spots at charter 
schools that the children should know nothing about. They're just on the page of options. Nobody 
has to attend, he didn't enroll anybody, didn't disenroll anybody from any school. It's looking at 
options and I said that both parents need to look at every single option we have for school for the 
children for next year. 

Mr. Page: My client attempted to cooperate with Jim and he didn't know because he didn't 
respond to her attempts at communication. We have things like that where it's, sort of, minimized 
and brushed aside, and then we have the text message that he sent to my client on January 22nd, 
which is pretty ugly, and then we don't even acknowledge that it occurred. 

He told my client is deplorable and yet no matter what we do, she's always being blamed. It's as 
though we're going to perceive the evidence that occurs in a certain way so we can get to the 
result that we want. And I think if we're not looking at this objectively, we're only going to 
compound the problem. 

Judge: Well, I agree with you that Dad's communication with Mom is not effective, and if he 
sent that text, no, it's not helpful. What I don't have because we just got that last night is whether 
or not that's an accurate allegation. And I can work on the co-parenting problem of time 
resources and not as much money, but time resources. I could send both parents together to 
Keisha Weiford and she does good things working with them in person together on that co-
parenting program and she's not the one that made the program. That's a nationwide co-parenting 
program workbook that they worked through. But then that doesn't leave time for Dr. Vahey to 
work on his relationship with Matthew and Hannah. I'm just prioritizing. 

I'm not saying he's perfect and he can't improve, he definitely can. There's a lot of distrust 
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between these parents that is going to take time to work on and heal. And they're both doing 
things that aren't effective as far as co-parenting. I'm not discounting those things. I'm 
prioritizing where we're going to spend the time and the money and resources working on. I 
mean, I just think that adding all three things at the same time - Hannah needs to continue to see 
Dr. Fontenelle. Hannah and Matthew both need to work with Dr. Collins and both parents need 
to work with Dr. Collins Do you want me to put on that they attend with Keisha Weiford 
together? It's only a matter of, can they do all those things at the same time and also do their jobs 
and support their family? [crosstalk] That's above all the enormous attorney's fees that they've 
incurred in this case. 

Mr. Page: I'm not asking that they attend Keisha Weiford together. What I'm asking is that the 
information that's being put before you be observed in an objective way. How is my client going 
to co-parent with Jim when he addresses her that way? And this is not an isolated instance. Back 
when this case was in front of Judge Ritchie, I pointed it out to Judge Ritchie, he does not talk 
with people, he talks at people. His ability to interact with people is sorely lacking and quite 
frankly, if you want to perceive the case that way, it's not a question of alienation, but it is Jim's 
ability to relate to other people that is the root of these problems. 

Rather than saying its alienation without any form of psychological diagnosis, that part is 
troubling for me that the information is being perceived and is being acted upon in a way that is 
negative to my client rather than considering all the possibilities. 

Mr. Dickerson: Maybe it would be helpful if counsel played the role of counselor-at-law and 
advise her client what she needs to do to co-parent, instead of continuing to try to justify her 
inappropriate conduct and actions. 

Mr. Page: If you're going to dress me directly, my client does try and co-parent with Jim. The 
record is replete in our family wizard messages of her trying to. What we do have is in response 
to her trying to co-parent is trying to enroll these children without discussing it with her and 
sending these wildly hostile messages to her. In addition, back when this case was in front of 
Judge Ritchie, you saw the sort of way he would talk at her rather than with her. He 
communicates with people very, very poorly. 

Ms. Fujii: Just, Mr. Page and Mr. Dickerson. I think they're both great and ferocious advocates 
on behalf of their parties, but I can tell you because I personally have seen these parties together 
at the doctor's office with the kids. They present as a very divided front and the kids feel it. 
Regardless, I've read some of Mom's totally appropriate text messages or emails to Dad asking 
for a question about the kids, but when they're in front of the children, what the kids are feeling 
when they don't acknowledge each other's existence, I know it may be different personally for 
you guys based on personal experience whether or not that's appropriate, but I can tell you it 
sends a division among these kids, that it's okay to treat Dad that way. 

She may not like him because of the way he reacts to her or talks at her and she may better 
express herself in an email. That's something they have to work on for their children because the 
kids, the sitting across from each other, everybody's sitting with Mom and no one's sitting with 
Dad, it sends a message to them that that I think is the more important pressing issue. Not who's 
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right or wrong. Because you can tit-for-tat back and forth. I see both parties' sides, but these kids, 
it's not right, it's not normal. Like Sunshine Collins says, for Matthew to be this angry over this, I 
think we should try something different like The Court suggests. 

Mr. Page: But The Court be willing to, as I think Dr. Fontenelle believes that it might be 
beneficial for Matthew to have his own psychiatrist. 

Ms. Dolson: Dr. Fontenelle does not treat Matthew. 

Mr. Page: I didn't say she did. [crosstalk] The discussion of treating Hannah, she believes a 
similar type of provider might be beneficial for Matthew. 

Ms. Dolson: She does not treat Matthew, so why should you be making that recommendation? 
It's questionable. 

Mr. Page: Because she talks to Hannah. Hello? 

Ms. Fujii: Well, listen, Dr. Collins addressed that issue in her report on the last page and she 
said, "I don't think it's a good idea because Matthew has no underlying diagnosis," where 
Fontenelle has identified and is treating Hannah's diagnosis of major depressive order and 
anxiety, which is now, thank goodness, in remission. Matthew has no diagnosis. He has no 
mental health diagnosis. So she said, in the last page of her report basically something along the 
lines is, we're already inundating him with tons of services for a child who has no mental health 
diagnosis. She doesn't think adding an extra one would be beneficial. 

Mr. Page: But if Dr. Collins does not believe that additional treatment provider would be 
beneficial even though she's acting in a therapeutic capacity, perhaps she could provide a 
diagnosis as to what she believes is going on with Matthew so we have a label and then can 
either agree or disagree with that label and then act upon it. 

Ms. Dolson: There's no suggestion right now that Matthew needs to be diagnosed. It's very clear 
that he's acting in a way that he needs to act for purposes because he thinks he's going to get 
what Hannah gets. 

Mr. Page: That requires a diagnosis, whether that diagnosis is anxiety, depression, bipolar 
disorder, whatever it may be, but she's duty-bound if she's going to provide a treatment regimen, 
to provide some type of diagnosis so that everyone knows what's going on. 

Mr. Dickerson: They've done that. 

Ms. Fujii: Let's give her a chance to do that if necessary. Let's give her a chance because she has 
seen Matthew and she's building a rapport with him. She really likes him. She asked him if it was 
okay if she talks to Hannah and Matthew had no issues with it. So, let's see what happens 
because we're still in the infancy of her treatment, reunification therapy, or whatever it is with 
Dad and Mom and Hannah. 
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Judge: All right. For today, my orders are going to be to continue with Dr. Collins, that Mom 
needs to make it a priority to also get started herself in talking to Dr. Collins as it relates to the 
reunification with both of the children and to get Hannah there to get started on that process with 
Hannah. 

I am going to order that Mom have no contact in the next 90 days with Matthew unless it's 
through Dr. Collins Matthew needs to have one source of information. And the order stand. I'm 
going to send both counsels and the guardian ad litem the information I have on the Turning 
Points for Families Program. If we think that that intensive of a program could assist. As I said, 
it's an intensive four-day in-person program that helps the out-parent, the unfavored parent, 
whatever term you want to use on it, work on their relationship with the children, and then 
support going forward with that. 

If Dad wants to do that with Matthew and talk to Dr. Collins as well about it, then we can work 
on the language of an order to do that. But we're not going to give up on this. The orders are the 
same. We need to get Hannah to work with dad with Dr. Collins also, and get that process 
started. She can definitely continue her therapy and treatment - a better word, treatment with Dr. 
Fontenelle. That should continue. That has been successful, but we need to not put Dr. 
Fontenelle in a position of wearing more than one hat with Hannah. So, that's why that needs to 
go through. Hannah also needs to see Dr. Collins to work on her relationship with her dad. 

Mr. Page: One other thing that's going to happen, Your honor, is, well, we go through all of this 
and what happens if nothing changes and it's something we brought up at the last hearing. That 
we still don't have a formal diagnosis of alienation, and since we don't have any diagnosis of 
alienation, we go through all this work and the situation remains the same. 

Ms. Dolson: Basically, they are setting it up to assume that it's going to fail because they don't 
want to try anything to help the situation. 

Mr. Page: No, it's not. It's about objectively viewing the information and the information I would 
submit doesn't lead to the conclusion of blaming Mom. The observation of the information 
would lead to the conclusion that maybe the kids are more bonded with mom, they prefer mom 
and dad has some people skills. That's not a bad thing. It happens all the time in life. We just 
don't end up in court with it. 95% of the people in the world are able to do this, say, "Well, I'd 
rather spend my time with Mom or I spend my time with Dad." The other parents just say, 
"Okay." 

Ms. Dolson: This is not normal. This is not normal. How can you even characterize this as 
normal? 

Mr. Page: This is so because we are so entrenched like this. We have somebody here, for 
example, Dr. Vahey, he has probably a dozen lawsuits in regular District Court that are way out 
of normal and that sort of litigiousness unable to resolve problems with others should give us all 
cause for concern. 

Mr. Dickerson: What the hell are you talking about? 
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Judge: Okay. You are going way-- 

Mr. Page: Look up the number of lawsuits he has in Downtown District Court and Regular 
District Court. 

Judge: Well, I take that as probably an indication of the profession he's in and that he's that more 
likely to be sued than a dentist, or a lawyer. 

Mr. Page: It's him as plaintiff. I've looked it up. 

Ms. Dolson: It has nothing to do with this case. 

Mr. Page: Look at the number of lawsuits he's involved in. Including a litigation claim against 
Black and Labello. 

Judge: Okay. I'm trying to address Mr. Page's point about getting somebody to say there's 
parental alienation. Yes, I could refer these parties to one of the psychologists who do a custody 
evaluation and that may be useful if the point is litigation. It's not useful. I can see the child's on 
fire. I don't need a doctor to tell me the child's on fire. These children are in distress and there is a 
co-parenting problem, and I think that there's more of a problem on Mom's side than Dad's side, 
but Dad has his own contributions to the dysfunctional relationship, but Mom is angry and 
infects all three of the children that she's still angry about that she didn't get to move to 
California. Well, that's something she needs to work on personally with counseling and not 
spread and infect her children with that anger because good parents teach their children to love 
and respect the other parent and that's not what's being done here. 

So, I don't need a psychologist to tell me that there is a disruption in the parent-child 
relationships on both sides. Mom's relationship is not healthy with the children either. It's not a 
healthy relationship. There's a lot of enmeshment and there are things that mom needs to work on 
individually in counseling and there are skills Dad needs to learn. But we're not there. We're 
going to start with the two children that are on fire first, put the fire out, and then work on long-
term, both parents' shortcomings, that lead them to be where they are today. 

I'm not saying that dad doesn't have work to do. He knows he has work to do. Obviously, it didn't 
get there all by himself that he has Hannah and Matthew, so angry, but he didn't do it all by 
himself either. He participated in that and he's participating, he's doing what's ordered. Whereas, 
I don't think your client needs an order to start seeing Keisha Weiford. I think that's a delaying 
tactic. 

Mr. Page: Your Honor, I don't mean to interrupt. Let me correct the record here before we start 
attacking my client again. My client reached out to Keisha Weiford. Keisha Weiford said, she 
can't do anything until she gets an order from the court directly what the scope of her services 
are. 

Judge: Okay. 
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Mr. Dickerson: Why don't you prepare a Minute Order? 

Mr. Page: Because a Minute Order is lawfully incomplete. I think the Minute Order doesn't even 
mention Keisha Weiford. As we both know, Mr. Dickerson, Minutes are neither accurate nor 
complete. 

Mr. Dickerson: Why don't you provide her with the videotape? The whole issue is she needs 
counseling and she's not doing it. 

Judge: Okay. I have not seen the competing orders yet. So, that tells me that both orders have 
shortcomings or something because it hasn't got to me to make a decision on. So, email me a 
Word version to my law clerk, both orders. I'll fix them until I think it's the right order, but both 
of you send it in Word today to my law clerk and I'll figure out and get an order entered. I may 
mesh them and I'll figure out what I think is the correct order and what I intended to do regarding 
that. 

I want everybody to get help but Dad's working right now on his relationship and he needs to 
attend joint sessions with Hannah and joint sessions with Matthew and those are going to 
progress. And I've seen Dr. Collins work. I didn't appoint her but she was appointed in certain 
cases I inherited, and I saw the work she does with reunification and she's successful a lot of 
times especially if both parents are on board to say, "I want to learn how to improve the 
situation." This situation is not working for anybody. It's not working for anybody. But 
especially your two children. It's not normal for them to be in this much distress at this age over 
things that they shouldn't have to worry about. 

So, we need to get this situation better, and then we'll take the next step. I could set an 
evidentiary hearing. I could refer you guys out for a full-- we could spend 20,000 between both 
parents on a full outsource custody evaluation. That's not going to fix the problem. We all see the 
problem there. It's not like we can't see the problem. We don't need a Dr. Holland to tell us 
there's a problem in the parent-child relationship here. And this is what you should do. 

I don't want to set this for trial and make a custody order based on the evidence I have right now 
and neither do these parents. I want to work on the problem. What I don't know is at the risk of--
I don't know when we should have another hearing to work on things and see how things are 
going. Maybe it should be in May, I don't know. Ms. Fujii? 

Ms. Fujii: That would be fine, Judge. At that time, Sunshine Collins would have had a fuller 
view of the family dynamic, Mom and Dad's interactions, Mom and Dad's interactions with both 
kids. That might be beneficial because she had a lot of insight, Ms. Collins, and I spoke to both 
providers for an hour and Sunshine Collins understands the bigger picture and the goals. So, I 
think she's eager to work with all these parties. And then we'll have more of a say. 

We don't need another evaluation. I think the providers get it, the professionals get it, the lawyers 
get it. Even the parties understand. They're just never going to see eye-to-eye. 
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Judge: And we're never going to make them see everything the same way. They're different 
people, and that's fine. But they need to have respect for the importance of the other parent's 
relationship with their children. These children are half mom and half dad and you can't sit there 
and denigrate the other parent to your children without denigrating your children too and hurting 
them. The reality is they know they're a half mom and half dad. And if Dad's bad, then I must be 
bad. And they internalize that because that's their skill level emotionally. 

We can't have that going. I'm ordering both parents and their significant others if any, I know 
Mom has one. Any other family members. Nobody tells Matthew that there's an upcoming court 
date. We don't need to hamper his progress with him worrying about court. [crosstalk] Sorry, say 
that again. 

Ms. Dolson: Does that apply to all three children? Just do not talk about court proceedings to any 
of the three children. 

Judge: That is the standing rule and neither of them should, obviously, Ms. Fujii has to explain 
her involvement and they know that she's involved through the court process, but they don't need 
to know, "Hey, if I just keep acting up until the next hearing, things are going to change." No, 
they're not. No, Matthew is not going to get a choice to reject his Dad. He's not going to get a 
choice not to go and neither is Hannah. Hannah has to do reunification therapy with her dad. 
That's my order. That's what I expect to happen, and I'm ordering both parents to cooperate with 
dr. Collins to do what she asked them to do, and I've ordered Mom to start the process with Ms. 
Weiford. 

Give me the order and I will get it back, get a final order on the December hearing from your two 
proposed orders. I'll get a fmal order, hopefully, for the family by Thursday. 

Mr. Page: Also, when we're talking about it, because you mentioned here that Matthew doesn't 
get to do what he wants to do. I mean, he's been going to school and he's been going to his 
Daddy. He's been separated from Mom as he's supposed to. So, I think it would be again a 
misperception of the objective facts in this case to make the pronouncement that Matthew is 
doing what he wants to do and that he is, somehow or another, disobedient. Also, when you talk 
about these kids internalizing when parents say negative things about the other parent, I mean, 
we've brought up before that, these kids said things like, Selena comes up to Mom and says, 
"What's a narcissist?" Or, Jim tells the kids, "Your Mom abandoned us for the year," when he 
tells him those things that they know are faults, the children are reacting negatively to Jim, we 
never really addressed that. That's something else that sort of gets brushed aside or minimized. 
And yet we focus on what we perceive to be the shortcomings of Mom. 

Mr. Dickerson: All right. Thank you. 

Judge: Dad is trying to do the work with Dr. Collins It's not all he just sits there and receives. 
No, he's got to do the work and I expect him to do the work and do what Dr. Collins 
recommends and he's motivated to do so at every indication I have that he's not sitting there 
passively saying he doesn't have to participate. So, both parents need to participate in the 
process, support their children in reunifying with Dad, and get back to a normalized situation. 
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Mr. Page: And we're talking about perceptions. What about Matthew's perceptions that by being 
forced to be with Dad, he's being punished? We continue this on for another period of time 
where he's going to be exclusive with Dad, Matthew's perception is going to be that he's being 
punished. 

Mr. Dickerson: Thank you, Your Honor. We will prepare the order. Thank you. 

Mr. Page: May I ask that the order just be simply limited to the orders and the gratuitous 
comments are stricken? 

Judge: I guess we don't need any findings that we need the specific orders and keep it to those 
specific orders. The no-contact order between Mom and Matthew needs to be very detailed so 
that I can hold her to my order that her contact with Matthew is going to be through Dr. Collins. I 
expect her to listen to Dr. Collins's advice on how to be supportive of Matthew's relationship 
with Dad. And like I said, she holds the key to all this, could prove very well if she were on 
board. 

Onboard with the underlying principle that the children need and deserve a relationship with her 
dad, that he's not going to parent the way she thinks, but he's not inadequate as a parent any more 
than she was inadequate as a parent. Because she's very permissive, and very in mesh with the 
children. So she can improve on her basic parenting, as well as Dad can. They both can improve 
on those skills. Every parent could because we're not born knowing how to parent and 
specifically know to parent each of the children we have. So, everybody can improve in that 
area. 

It's not all, "Mom is inadequate and Dad is perfect," or vice versa. Neither one. But Mom holds 
the key to this. If Mom says to the children that Dad is a worthy person and you should have a 
relationship with Dad and mean it, then things will get better and we don't have to go through 
this and you guys don't have to keep coming to see me. We're going to have a status check 
hearing on May 31st. Let's see. I want to make sure we have enough time for this. Okay, May 
31st. Is that going to work for everybody or anybody out of town? 

Mr. Dickerson: Yes. 

Mr. Page: I'm not on trial, so I'll be fine. But when we talk about things like where Mom holds 
the key. If we take a look at the Our Family Wizard messages, she communicates well with Dad 
and we see Dr. Collins's report that says she's cooperative. Again, to paint Mom as being non-
cooperative when she's participating in all the exchanges and everything like that, I don't think is 
a fair assessment of the information that we have before the court. 

For example, the court said, Mom may be overly permissive and in mesh with the children, when 
this case first started in front of Judge Ritchie, opposing counsel roundly attack Mom for being a 
harsh, authoritarian parent who was too stern with the children. Now, they're arguing that she's 
too easy-going and lets them do what they want. But whatever the case may be, it's always going 
to be, attack mom and paint her in the most negative light, which I'm concerned would be 
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adopted by this court. 

Mr. Dickerson: Our argument is that your client is doing everything she can to affect the 
children's relationship with their father. It's as simple as that. We'll prepare the order, Your 
honor. Thank you. What time on May 31st? 

Judge: 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday, the 31st, unless somebody has a conflict with that. I'm going to 
make that the only thing on my calendar to make sure we have time to address whatever issues. 
It may go quickly. Maybe things will be going better. 

Mr. Dickerson: Thank you so much, Your Honor, for your time. 

Judge: Thank you all. 

Mr. Dickerson: Thank you. 

[end] 
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Electronically Filed 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

ORDR 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 1 Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Plaintiff, Dept.: U 
vs. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

ORDER FROM DECEMBER 16, 2021 HEARING  

This matter having come before the Honorable Judge Dawn R. Throne. on 

the 16th  day of December, 2021, for a Status Check hearing: Plaintiff, JAMES 

W. VAHEY ("JIM"). appearing via Blue Jeans with his attorneys. ROBERT P. 

DICKERSON, ESQ., and SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ.. of THE 

DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP; Defendant, MINH NGUYET 

LUONG ("MINH"), appearing via Blue Jeans with her attorney, FRED PAGE. 

ESQ., of PAGE LAW FIRM; and Guardian Ad Litem. Valarie I. Fujii, Esq., 

appearing via Blue Jeans. The Court having before it all the files, pleadings, and 

papers in the action, having heard the oral argument of counsel and Ms. Fujii, 

having reviewed the report submitted by Ms. Fujii, and good cause appearing 

therefor, the Court finds and orders as follows: 

The Court noted its concerns regarding MINH placing a tracker on 

Matthew while in JIM's care and providing him with cash. Hearing Video, 

9:07:15. MINH essentially gave Matthew the tools to run away. Hearing Video, 

9:15:50. 
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The Court noted its concern that if MINH's pathologic behavior is not 

addressed, everyone is wasting time, energy, and money. Hearing Video, 

9:08:50. The Court goes back to Judge Ritchie's denial of MINH's request to 

relocate with the minor children to California because the Court found that 

MINH's motivation to relocate was to take the children from their father. 

Hearing Video, 9:10:02. 

The Court notes that MINH has created this whole dynamic and the 

problem starts with her. Hearing Video, 9:10:36. The Court acknowledges that 

there are things JIM can do better and things he can work on in his relationships 

with Hannah and Matthew. Hearing Video, 9:10:41. No parent is perfect. Every 

parent can improve. Hearing Video, 9:10:47. However, this whole dynamic 

where the children are rewarded for acting out against their father was created 

by MINH. Hearing Video, 9:10:52. 

The Court notes that MINH acts as if she has to protect the children, but 

there is nothing from which to protect them. Hearing Video, 9:11:09. There is no 

evidence JIM is abusive or that he cannot meet the children's needs. Hearing 

Video, 9:11:09. Judge Ritchie even granted JIM primary physical custody of the 

children when MINH relocated to California. Hearing Video, 9:11:25. 

The Court noted that MINH has the ability to fix the issues with the 

children. Hearing Video, 9:11:40. The Court noted that MINH is hurting the 

children with her pathological behavior and beliefs that JIM is a danger. Hearing 

Video, 9:12:00. The Court noted it has escalated to where it is not only 

unhealthy emotionally, but to physical danger for the children. Hearing Video, 

9:12:09. Matthew has run away from MINH, Matthew has broken windows, 

Hannah threatened to physically attack her father while he was driving on the 

highway, and Hannah and Matthew have physically assaulted their father. 

Hearing Video, 9:12:15. The Court noted this all starts with MINH and her 
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belief that JIM is a danger and she communicates that through her actions and 

words to the children. Hearing Video, 9:12:32. 

The Court noted that despite MINH claiming she has a great relationship 

with the children, she is unable to effectuate custody transfers to JIM. Hearing 

Video, 10:41:57. The Court noted that although there is not a danger at JIM's 

home, MINH rewards the children with attention when they tell her something 

about their father so the children will continue doing so. Hearing Video, 

10:41:33. 

The Court admonished the parties that a healthy, business-like co-

parenting relationship is in the children's best interest. 

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that it is in Matthew's best interest to 

remain in JIM's temporary primary physical custody. Hearing Video, 10:41:35. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that it is in Matthew's best interest to 

spend time with MINH and JIM during the Winter Break from school. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that it is in Matthew's best interest to 

have visitation with MINH every other weekend from Friday to Monday when 

Selena has weekend custodial time with MINH. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that MINH needs immediate 

professional help on a crisis basis to help her understand that what she is doing 

is NOT helping the children, but is causing them harm. Ideally, the Court would 

send both of them together to cooperative coparenting counseling, but the other 

priority is for JIM to immediately engage in counseling with Matthew and 

Hannah (separately). Therefore, only MINH can currently work on her ability to 

coparent with JIM through counseling with Keisha Weiford, MFT, with a plan 

for JIM to join her in that counseling once his relationships with Matthew and 

Hannah have improved. 

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS that MINH shall have custodial time 

with Hannah, Matthew, and Selena from December 26, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. until 
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each child is dropped off at school upon the conclusion of each child's Winter 

Break from school. JIM shall pick up Selena from school at the end of the 

school day on January 4, 2022, and JIM shall pick up Matthew from school at 

the end of the school day on January 5, 2022. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall have temporary 

primary physical custody of Matthew. Beginning January 7, 2022, MINH shall 

have visitation with Matthew every other weekend from Friday at 8:00 a.m. to 

Monday at 8:00 a.m., during the weekends in which she has custody of Selena. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH shall have video/phone 

contact with Matthew on Tuesdays and Thursdays at 8:00 p.m. for a maximum 

of thirty (30) minutes. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall have video contact 

with Selena on Wednesdays and Fridays at 8:00 p.m. for a maximum of thirty 

(30) minutes. MINH shall be responsible for initiating the video contact for 

Selena. Hearing Video, 10:38:56. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Matthew shall continue to attend 

Bob Miller Middle School for the remainder of the 2021-2022 school year. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall continue to attend 

Becker Middle School for the remainder of the 2021-2022 school year. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS the parties shall research the minor 

children's school options for 2022-2023 school year. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall participate in 

counseling with Hannah and Matthew, separately, with Dr. Sunshine Collins (if 

available). The cost of such counseling shall be equally divided by the parties. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH shall participate in 

counseling for herself with Keisha Weiford, MFT to address her issues with 

JIM, their marriage, the divorce and their coparenting relationship, so she is not 

4 

VOLUME XVIII AA003615 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

AA003615VOLUME XVIII



resentful of JIM, how to do what is in the children's best interest, including 

emotionally, and how to support JIM. Hearing Video, 10:01:30; 10:37:34. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that the parties shall follow Dr. 

Michelle Fontenelle-Gilmer's recommendations with regard to the frequency 

and length of sessions for Hannah. The parents shall not tell Dr. Fontenelle-

Gilmer what he or she believes the frequency or length of the sessions should 

be. Hearing Video, 10:15:50. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS the Guardian Ad Litem's fees shall 

be equally divided by the parties and shall be paid timely. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that a Status Check hearing on 

visitation. counseling, progress, etc. shall be set for February 8. 2022 at 9:30 

a.m. on a one hour setting. 

The parents understand and acknowledge that, pursuant to the terms of the 

Parental Kidnaping Prevention Act, 28 U.S.C. §1738A, and the Uniform Child 

Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act, NRS 125A.005, et seq., the courts of 

Nevada have exclusive modification jurisdiction of the custody, visitation, and 

child support terms relating to the child at issue in this case so long as either of 

the parents, or the child, continue to reside in Nevada. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of the following provision of NRS 

125C.0045(6): 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION, 

CONCEALMENT OR DETENTION OF A CHILD IN VIOLATION OF THIS 

ORDER IS PUNISHABLE AS A CATEGORY D FELONY AS PROVIDED 

IN NRS 193.130. NRS 200.359 provides that every person having a limited 

right of custody to a child or any parent having no right of custody to the child 

who willfully detains, conceals, or removes the child from a parent. guardian or 

other person having lawful custody or a right of visitation of the child in 

5 

VOLUME XVIII AA003616 AA003616VOLUME XVIII



violation of an order of this Court, or removes the child from the jurisdiction of 

the Court without the consent of either the Court of all persons who have the 

right to custody or visitation is subject to being punished for a category D felony 

as provided in NRS 193.130. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the terms of the Hague Convention 

of October 25, 1980, adopted by the 14th Session of the Hague Conference on 

Private International Law, apply if a parent abducts or wrongfully retains a child 

in a foreign country. The parties are also put on notice of the following 

provision of NRS 125C.0045(8): 

If a parent of the child lives in a foreign country or has significant commitments 

in a foreign country: 

(a) The parties may agree, and the Court shall include in the order 

for custody of the child, that the United States is the country of habitual 

residence of the child for the purposes of applying the terms of the Hague 

Convention as set forth in subsection 7. 

(b) Upon motion of one of the parties, the Court may order the 

parent to post a bond if the Court determines that the parent poses an 

imminent risk of wrongfully removing or concealing the child outside the 

country of habitual residence. The bond must be in an amount determined 

by the Court and may be used only to pay for the cost of locating the child 

and returning him/her to his/her habitual residence if the child is 

wrongfully removed from or concealed outside the country of habitual 

residence. The fact that a parent has significant commitments in a foreign 

country does not create a presumption that the parent poses an imminent 

risk of wrongfully removing or concealing the child. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parties are subject to the 

relocation requirements of NRS 125C.006 & NRS 125C.0065. If joint or 

primary physical custody has been established pursuant to an order, judgment or 

6 
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decree of a Court and one parent intends to relocate his/her residence to a place 

outside of this State or to a place within this State that is at such a distance that 

would substantially impair the ability of the other parent to maintain a 

meaningful relationship with the child, and the relocating parent desires to take 

the child with him/her, the relocating parent shall, before relocating: (a) attempt 

to obtain the written consent of the non-relocating parent to relocate with the 

child: and (b) if the non-relocating parent refuses to give that consent, petition 

the Court for permission to move and/or for primary physical custody for the 

purpose of relocating. A parent who desires to relocate with a child has the 

burden of proving that relocation with the child is in the best interest of the 

child. The Court may award reasonable attorney's fees and costs to the 

relocating parent if the Court finds that the non-relocating parent refused to 

consent to the relocating parent's relocation with the child without having 

reasonable grounds for such refusal, or for the purpose of harassing the 

relocating parent. A parent who relocates with a child pursuant to this section 

without the written consent of the other parent or the permission of the Court is 

subject to the provisions of NRS 200.359. The failure of a parent to comply with 

the provisions of this section may be considered as a factor if a change of 

custody is requested by the non-custodial parent. 

Dated this 15th day of February, 2022 

1E9 D52 8480 F772 
Dawn R. Throne 
District Court Judge 
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.0444~1— 
CLERK OF THE COURT 

ORDR 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

Defendant. 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Dept.: U 

ORDER FROM DECEMBER 16, 2021 HEARING  

This matter having come before the Honorable Judge Dawn R. Throne, on 

the 16th  day of December, 2021, for a Status Check hearing; Plaintiff, JAMES 

W. VAHEY ("JIM"), appearing via Blue Jeans with his attorneys, ROBERT P. 

DICKERSON, ESQ., and SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ., of THE 

DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP; Defendant, MINH NGUYET 

LUONG ("MINH"), appearing via Blue Jeans with her attorney, FRED PAGE, 

ESQ., of PAGE LAW FIRM; and Guardian Ad Litem, Valarie I. Fujii, Esq., 

appearing via Blue Jeans. The Court having before it all the files, pleadings, and 

papers in the action, having heard the oral argument of counsel and Ms. Fujii, 

having reviewed the report submitted by Ms. Fujii, and good cause appearing 

therefor, the Court finds and orders as follows: 

The Court noted its concerns regarding MINH placing a tracker on 

Matthew while in JIM's care and providing him with cash. Hearing Video, 

9:07:15. MINH essentially gave Matthew the tools to run away. Hearing Video, 

9:15:50. 
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DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

JAMES W. VAHEY, 

 

 Plaintiff, 

vs. 

 

MINH NGUYET LUONG, 

 

 Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:  D-18-581444-D 

 

Dept.: U 
 
 
  

 

ORDER FROM DECEMBER 16, 2021 HEARING 

 This matter having come before the Honorable Judge Dawn R. Throne, on 

the 16
th
 day of December, 2021, for a Status Check hearing; Plaintiff, JAMES 

W. VAHEY (“JIM”), appearing via Blue Jeans with his attorneys, ROBERT P. 

DICKERSON, ESQ., and SABRINA M. DOLSON, ESQ., of THE 

DICKERSON KARACSONYI LAW GROUP; Defendant, MINH NGUYET 

LUONG (“MINH”), appearing via Blue Jeans with her attorney, FRED PAGE, 

ESQ., of PAGE LAW FIRM; and Guardian Ad Litem, Valarie I. Fujii, Esq., 

appearing via Blue Jeans. The Court having before it all the files, pleadings, and 

papers in the action, having heard the oral argument of counsel and Ms. Fujii, 

having reviewed the report submitted by Ms. Fujii, and good cause appearing 

therefor, the Court finds and orders as follows: 

 The Court noted its concerns regarding MINH placing a tracker on 

Matthew while in JIM’s care and providing him with cash. Hearing Video, 

9:07:15. MINH essentially gave Matthew the tools to run away. Hearing Video, 

9:15:50. 
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The Court noted its concern that if MINH's pathologic behavior is not 

addressed, everyone is wasting time, energy, and money. Hearing Video, 

9:08:50. The Court goes back to Judge Ritchie's denial of MINH's request to 

relocate with the minor children to California because the Court found that 

MINH's motivation to relocate was to take the children from their father. 

Hearing Video, 9:10:02. 

The Court notes that MINH has created this whole dynamic and the 

problem starts with her. Hearing Video, 9:10:36. The Court acknowledges that 

there are things JIM can do better and things he can work on in his relationships 

with Hannah and Matthew. Hearing Video, 9:10:41. No parent is perfect. Every 

parent can improve. Hearing Video, 9:10:47. However, this whole dynamic 

where the children are rewarded for acting out against their father was created 

by MINH. Hearing Video, 9:10:52. 

The Court notes that MINH acts as if she has to protect the children, but 

there is nothing from which to protect them. Hearing Video, 9:11:09. There is no 

evidence JIM is abusive or that he cannot meet the children's needs. Hearing 

Video, 9:11:09. Judge Ritchie even granted JIM primary physical custody of the 

children when MINH relocated to California. Hearing Video, 9:11:25. 

The Court noted that MINH has the ability to fix the issues with the 

children. Hearing Video, 9:11:40. The Court noted that MINH is hurting the 

children with her pathological behavior and beliefs that JIM is a danger. Hearing 

Video, 9:12:00. The Court noted it has escalated to where it is not only 

unhealthy emotionally, but to physical danger for the children. Hearing Video, 

9:12:09. Matthew has run away from MINH, Matthew has broken windows, 

Hannah threatened to physically attack her father while he was driving on the 

highway, and Hannah and Matthew have physically assaulted their father. 

Hearing Video, 9:12:15. The Court noted this all starts with MINH and her 
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 The Court noted its concern that if MINH’s pathologic behavior is not 

addressed, everyone is wasting time, energy, and money. Hearing Video, 

9:08:50. The Court goes back to Judge Ritchie’s denial of MINH’s request to 

relocate with the minor children to California because the Court found that 

MINH’s motivation to relocate was to take the children from their father. 

Hearing Video, 9:10:02. 

 The Court notes that MINH has created this whole dynamic and the 

problem starts with her. Hearing Video, 9:10:36. The Court acknowledges that 

there are things JIM can do better and things he can work on in his relationships 

with Hannah and Matthew. Hearing Video, 9:10:41. No parent is perfect. Every 

parent can improve. Hearing Video, 9:10:47. However, this whole dynamic 

where the children are rewarded for acting out against their father was created 

by MINH. Hearing Video, 9:10:52.  

 The Court notes that MINH acts as if she has to protect the children, but 

there is nothing from which to protect them. Hearing Video, 9:11:09. There is no 

evidence JIM is abusive or that he cannot meet the children’s needs. Hearing 

Video, 9:11:09. Judge Ritchie even granted JIM primary physical custody of the 

children when MINH relocated to California. Hearing Video, 9:11:25.  

 The Court noted that MINH has the ability to fix the issues with the 

children. Hearing Video, 9:11:40. The Court noted that MINH is hurting the 

children with her pathological behavior and beliefs that JIM is a danger. Hearing 

Video, 9:12:00. The Court noted it has escalated to where it is not only 

unhealthy emotionally, but to physical danger for the children. Hearing Video, 

9:12:09. Matthew has run away from MINH, Matthew has broken windows, 

Hannah threatened to physically attack her father while he was driving on the 

highway, and Hannah and Matthew have physically assaulted their father. 

Hearing Video, 9:12:15. The Court noted this all starts with MINH and her 
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belief that JIM is a danger and she communicates that through her actions and 

words to the children. Hearing Video, 9:12:32. 

The Court noted that despite MINH claiming she has a great relationship 

with the children, she is unable to effectuate custody transfers to JIM. Hearing 

Video, 10:41:57. The Court noted that although there is not a danger at JIM's 

home, MINH rewards the children with attention when they tell her something 

about their father so the children will continue doing so. Hearing Video, 

10:41:33. 

The Court admonished the parties that a healthy, business-like co-

parenting relationship is in the children's best interest. 

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that it is in Matthew's best interest to 

remain in JIM's temporary primary physical custody. Hearing Video, 10:41:35. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that it is in Matthew's best interest to 

spend time with MINH and JIM during the Winter Break from school. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that it is in Matthew's best interest to 

have visitation with MINH every other weekend from Friday to Monday when 

Selena has weekend custodial time with MINH. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that MINH needs immediate 

professional help on a crisis basis to help her understand that what she is doing 

is NOT helping the children, but is causing them harm. Ideally, the Court would 

send both of them together to cooperative coparenting counseling, but the other 

priority is for JIM to immediately engage in counseling with Matthew and 

Hannah (separately). Therefore, only MINH can currently work on her ability to 

coparent with JIM through counseling with Keisha Weiford, MFT, with a plan 

for JIM to join her in that counseling once his relationships with Matthew and 

Hannah have improved. 

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS that MINH shall have custodial time 

with Hannah, Matthew, and Selena from December 26, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. until 
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belief that JIM is a danger and she communicates that through her actions and 

words to the children. Hearing Video, 9:12:32.  

 The Court noted that despite MINH claiming she has a great relationship 

with the children, she is unable to effectuate custody transfers to JIM. Hearing 

Video, 10:41:57.  The Court noted that although there is not a danger at JIM’s 

home, MINH rewards the children with attention when they tell her something 

about their father so the children will continue doing so. Hearing Video, 

10:41:33.  

 The Court admonished the parties that a healthy, business-like co-

parenting relationship is in the children’s best interest. 

 THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that it is in Matthew’s best interest to 

remain in JIM’s temporary primary physical custody. Hearing Video, 10:41:35.  

 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that it is in Matthew’s best interest to 

spend time with MINH and JIM during the Winter Break from school.  

 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that it is in Matthew’s best interest to 

have visitation with MINH every other weekend from Friday to Monday when 

Selena has weekend custodial time with MINH. 

 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that MINH needs immediate 

professional help on a crisis basis to help her understand that what she is doing 

is NOT helping the children, but is causing them harm.  Ideally, the Court would 

send both of them together to cooperative coparenting counseling, but the other 

priority is for JIM to immediately engage in counseling with Matthew and 

Hannah (separately).  Therefore, only MINH can currently work on her ability to 

coparent with JIM through counseling with Keisha Weiford, MFT, with a plan 

for JIM to join her in that counseling once his relationships with Matthew and 

Hannah have improved. 

 THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS that MINH shall have custodial time 

with Hannah, Matthew, and Selena from December 26, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. until 
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each child is dropped off at school upon the conclusion of each child's Winter 

Break from school. JIM shall pick up Selena from school at the end of the 

school day on January 4, 2022, and JIM shall pick up Matthew from school at 

the end of the school day on January 5, 2022. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall have temporary 

primary physical custody of Matthew. Beginning January 7, 2022, MINH shall 

have visitation with Matthew every other weekend from Friday at 8:00 a.m. to 

Monday at 8:00 a.m., during the weekends in which she has custody of Selena. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH shall have video/phone 

contact with Matthew on Tuesdays and Thursdays at 8:00 p.m. for a maximum 

of thirty (30) minutes. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall have video contact 

with Selena on Wednesdays and Fridays at 8:00 p.m. for a maximum of thirty 

(30) minutes. MINH shall be responsible for initiating the video contact for 

Selena. Hearing Video, 10:38:56. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Matthew shall continue to attend 

Bob Miller Middle School for the remainder of the 2021-2022 school year. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall continue to attend 

Becker Middle School for the remainder of the 2021-2022 school year. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS the parties shall research the minor 

children's school options for 2022-2023 school year. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall participate in 

counseling with Hannah and Matthew, separately, with Dr. Sunshine Collins (if 

available). The cost of such counseling shall be equally divided by the parties. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH shall participate in 

counseling for herself with Keisha Weiford, MFT to address her issues with 

JIM, their marriage, the divorce and their coparenting relationship, so she is not 
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each child is dropped off at school upon the conclusion of each child’s Winter 

Break from school. JIM shall pick up Selena from school at the end of the 

school day on January 4, 2022, and JIM shall pick up Matthew from school at 

the end of the school day on January 5, 2022. 

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall have temporary 

primary physical custody of Matthew. Beginning January 7, 2022, MINH shall 

have visitation with Matthew every other weekend from Friday at 8:00 a.m. to 

Monday at 8:00 a.m., during the weekends in which she has custody of Selena.  

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH shall have video/phone 

contact with Matthew on Tuesdays and Thursdays at 8:00 p.m. for a maximum 

of thirty (30) minutes.  

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall have video contact 

with Selena on Wednesdays and Fridays at 8:00 p.m. for a maximum of thirty 

(30) minutes. MINH shall be responsible for initiating the video contact for 

Selena. Hearing Video, 10:38:56. 

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Matthew shall continue to attend 

Bob Miller Middle School for the remainder of the 2021–2022 school year.  

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that Hannah shall continue to attend 

Becker Middle School for the remainder of the 2021–2022 school year. 

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS the parties shall research the minor 

children’s school options for 2022–2023 school year.   

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that JIM shall participate in 

counseling with Hannah and Matthew, separately, with Dr. Sunshine Collins (if 

available). The cost of such counseling shall be equally divided by the parties.  

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that MINH shall participate in 

counseling for herself with Keisha Weiford, MFT to address her issues with 

JIM, their marriage, the divorce and their coparenting relationship, so she is not 
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resentful of JIM, how to do what is in the children's best interest, including 

emotionally, and how to support JIM. Hearing Video, 10:01:30; 10:37:34. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that the parties shall follow Dr. 

Michelle Fontenelle-Gilmer's recommendations with regard to the frequency 

and length of sessions for Hannah. The parents shall not tell Dr. Fontenelle-

Gilmer what he or she believes the frequency or length of the sessions should 

be. Hearing Video, 10:15:50. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS the Guardian Ad Litem's fees shall 

be equally divided by the parties and shall be paid timely. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that a Status Check hearing on 

visitation, counseling, progress, etc. shall be set for February 8, 2022 at 9:30 

a.m. on a one hour setting. 

The parents understand and acknowledge that, pursuant to the terms of the 

Parental Kidnaping Prevention Act, 28 U.S.C. §1738A, and the Uniform Child 

Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act, NRS 125A.005, et seq., the courts of 

Nevada have exclusive modification jurisdiction of the custody, visitation, and 

child support terms relating to the child at issue in this case so long as either of 

the parents, or the child, continue to reside in Nevada. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of the following provision of NRS 

125C .0045 (6): 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION, 

CONCEALMENT OR DETENTION OF A CHILD IN VIOLATION OF THIS 

ORDER IS PUNISHABLE AS A CATEGORY D FELONY AS PROVIDED 

IN NRS 193.130. NRS 200.359 provides that every person having a limited 

right of custody to a child or any parent having no right of custody to the child 

who willfully detains, conceals, or removes the child from a parent, guardian or 

other person having lawful custody or a right of visitation of the child in 
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resentful of JIM, how to do what is in the children’s best interest, including 

emotionally, and how to support JIM. Hearing Video, 10:01:30; 10:37:34. 

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that the parties shall follow Dr. 

Michelle Fontenelle-Gilmer’s recommendations with regard to the frequency 

and length of sessions for Hannah. The parents shall not tell Dr. Fontenelle-

Gilmer what he or she believes the frequency or length of the sessions should 

be. Hearing Video, 10:15:50. 

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS the Guardian Ad Litem’s fees shall 

be equally divided by the parties and shall be paid timely. 

 THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS that a Status Check hearing on 

visitation, counseling, progress, etc. shall be set for February 8, 2022 at 9:30 

a.m. on a one hour setting.  

 The parents understand and acknowledge that, pursuant to the terms of the 

Parental Kidnaping Prevention Act, 28 U.S.C. §1738A, and the Uniform Child 

Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act, NRS 125A.005, et seq., the courts of 

Nevada have exclusive modification jurisdiction of the custody, visitation, and 

child support terms relating to the child at issue in this case so long as either of 

the parents, or the child, continue to reside in Nevada. 

 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of the following provision of NRS 

125C.0045(6): 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION, 

CONCEALMENT OR DETENTION OF A CHILD IN VIOLATION OF THIS 

ORDER IS PUNISHABLE AS A CATEGORY D FELONY AS PROVIDED 

IN NRS 193.130. NRS 200.359 provides that every person having a limited 

right of custody to a child or any parent having no right of custody to the child 

who willfully detains, conceals, or removes the child from a parent, guardian or 

other person having lawful custody or a right of visitation of the child in 
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violation of an order of this Court, or removes the child from the jurisdiction of 

the Court without the consent of either the Court of all persons who have the 

right to custody or visitation is subject to being punished for a category D felony 

as provided in NRS 193.130. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the terms of the Hague Convention 

of October 25, 1980, adopted by the 14th Session of the Hague Conference on 

Private International Law, apply if a parent abducts or wrongfully retains a child 

in a foreign country. The parties are also put on notice of the following 

provision of NRS 125C.0045(8): 

If a parent of the child lives in a foreign country or has significant commitments 

in a foreign country: 

(a) The parties may agree, and the Court shall include in the order 

for custody of the child, that the United States is the country of habitual 

residence of the child for the purposes of applying the terms of the Hague 

Convention as set forth in subsection 7. 

(b) Upon motion of one of the parties, the Court may order the 

parent to post a bond if the Court determines that the parent poses an 

imminent risk of wrongfully removing or concealing the child outside the 

country of habitual residence. The bond must be in an amount determined 

by the Court and may be used only to pay for the cost of locating the child 

and returning him/her to his/her habitual residence if the child is 

wrongfully removed from or concealed outside the country of habitual 

residence. The fact that a parent has significant commitments in a foreign 

country does not create a presumption that the parent poses an imminent 

risk of wrongfully removing or concealing the child. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parties are subject to the 

relocation requirements of NRS 125C.006 & NRS 125C.0065. If joint or 

primary physical custody has been established pursuant to an order, judgment or 
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violation of an order of this Court, or removes the child from the jurisdiction of 

the Court without the consent of either the Court of all persons who have the 

right to custody or visitation is subject to being punished for a category D felony 

as provided in NRS 193.130. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the terms of the Hague Convention 

of October 25, 1980, adopted by the 14th Session of the Hague Conference on 

Private International Law, apply if a parent abducts or wrongfully retains a child 

in a foreign country. The parties are also put on notice of the following 

provision of NRS 125C.0045(8): 

If a parent of the child lives in a foreign country or has significant commitments 

in a foreign country: 

(a) The parties may agree, and the Court shall include in the order 

for custody of the child, that the United States is the country of habitual 

residence of the child for the purposes of applying the terms of the Hague 

Convention as set forth in subsection 7. 

(b) Upon motion of one of the parties, the Court may order the 

parent to post a bond if the Court determines that the parent poses an 

imminent risk of wrongfully removing or concealing the child outside the 

country of habitual residence. The bond must be in an amount determined 

by the Court and may be used only to pay for the cost of locating the child 

and returning him/her to his/her habitual residence if the child is 

wrongfully removed from or concealed outside the country of habitual 

residence. The fact that a parent has significant commitments in a foreign 

country does not create a presumption that the parent poses an imminent 

risk of wrongfully removing or concealing the child. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parties are subject to the 

relocation requirements of NRS 125C.006 & NRS 125C.0065. If joint or 

primary physical custody has been established pursuant to an order, judgment or 
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decree of a Court and one parent intends to relocate his/her residence to a place 

outside of this State or to a place within this State that is at such a distance that 

would substantially impair the ability of the other parent to maintain a 

meaningful relationship with the child, and the relocating parent desires to take 

the child with him/her, the relocating parent shall, before relocating: (a) attempt 

to obtain the written consent of the non-relocating parent to relocate with the 

child; and (b) if the non-relocating parent refuses to give that consent, petition 

the Court for permission to move and/or for primary physical custody for the 

purpose of relocating. A parent who desires to relocate with a child has the 

burden of proving that relocation with the child is in the best interest of the 

child. The Court may award reasonable attorney's fees and costs to the 

relocating parent if the Court finds that the non-relocating parent refused to 

consent to the relocating parent's relocation with the child without having 

reasonable grounds for such refusal, or for the purpose of harassing the 

relocating parent. A parent who relocates with a child pursuant to this section 

without the written consent of the other parent or the permission of the Court is 

subject to the provisions of NRS 200.359. The failure of a parent to comply with 

the provisions of this section may be considered as a factor if a change of 

custody is requested by the non-custodial parent. 

Dated this 15th day of February, 2022 

1E9 D52 8480 F772 
Dawn R. Throne 
District Court Judge 
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decree of a Court and one parent intends to relocate his/her residence to a place 

outside of this State or to a place within this State that is at such a distance that 

would substantially impair the ability of the other parent to maintain a 

meaningful relationship with the child, and the relocating parent desires to take 

the child with him/her, the relocating parent shall, before relocating: (a) attempt 

to obtain the written consent of the non-relocating parent to relocate with the 

child; and (b) if the non-relocating parent refuses to give that consent, petition 

the Court for permission to move and/or for primary physical custody for the 

purpose of relocating. A parent who desires to relocate with a child has the 

burden of proving that relocation with the child is in the best interest of the 

child. The Court may award reasonable attorney’s fees and costs to the 

relocating parent if the Court finds that the non-relocating parent refused to 

consent to the relocating parent’s relocation with the child without having 

reasonable grounds for such refusal, or for the purpose of harassing the 

relocating parent. A parent who relocates with a child pursuant to this section 

without the written consent of the other parent or the permission of the Court is 

subject to the provisions of NRS 200.359. The failure of a parent to comply with 

the provisions of this section may be considered as a factor if a change of 

custody is requested by the non-custodial parent. 

 

 

 

      ________________________________  
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 

vs. 

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-18-581444-D 

DEPT. NO. Department U 

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: 2/15/2022 

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com  

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com  

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com  

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com  

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com  

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com  
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-18-581444-DJames W. Vahey, Plaintiff

vs.

Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department U

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: 2/15/2022

Sabrina Dolson Sabrina@thedklawgroup.com

Robert Dickerson Bob@thedklawgroup.com

Info info email info@thedklawgroup.com

Fred Page fpage@pagelawoffices.com

Edwardo Martinez edwardo@thedklawgroup.com

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com
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Case No. 

Dept. 

MOTION/OPPOSITION 
FEE INFORMATION SHEET 

JAMES W. VAHEY 

Plaintiff/Petitioner 

V. 
MINH NGUYET LUONG 

Defendant/Respondent 

D-18-581444-D 

$25 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is subject to the $25 reopen fee. 
-OR- 

$0 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $25 reopen 
e because: 

I  The Motion/Opposition is being filed before a Divorce/Custody Decree has been 
entered. 
The Motion/Opposition is being filed solely to adjust the amount of child support 
established in a final order. 
The Motion/Opposition is for reconsideration or for a new trial, and is being filed 
within 10 days after a final judgment or decree was entered. The final order was 
entered on  
Other Excluded Motion (must specify)  

V 

$0 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $129 or the 
fee because: 

The Motion/Opposition is being filed in a case that was not initiated by joint petition. 
The party filing the Motion/Opposition previously paid a fee of $129 or $57. 

-OR- 

$129 The Motion being filed with this form is subject to the $129 fee because it is a motion 
to modify, adjust or enforce a final order. 

-OR- 

$57 The Motion/Opposition being filing with this form is subject to the $57 fee because it is 
an opposition to a motion to modify, adjust or enforce a final order, or it is a motion 
and the opposing party has already paid a fee of $129. 

V 

Electronically Filed 
3/15/2022 3:33 PM 
Steven D. Grierson 

MOFI
CLER OF THE COU 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Notice: Motions and Oppositions filed after entry of a final order issued pursuant to NRS 125, 125B or 125C are 
subject to the reopen filing fee of $25, unless specifically excluded by NRS 19.0312. Additionally, Motions and 
Oppositions filed in cases initiated by joint petition may be subject to an additional filing fee of $129 or $57 in 
accordance with Senate Bill 388 of the 2015 Legislative Session. 

Step 1. Select either the $25 or $0 filing fee in the box below. 

Step 2. Select the $0, $129 or $57 filing fee in the box below. 

Step 3. Add the filing fees from Step 1 and Step 2. 
The total filin 

$0 ✓ $25 
fee for the motion/op osition I am filing with this form is: 
07 $82 $129 $154  

    

Party filing Motion/Opposition: Sabrina M. Dolson 

 

Date October 31, 2021 

   

Signature of Party or Preparer /s/ Sabrina M. Dolson 

VOLUME XVIII 

Case Number: D-18-581444-D 
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MOFI 

DISTRICT COURT 

FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

       

Plaintiff/Petitioner 

v. 

       

Defendant/Respondent 

 
            Case No.        
       
            Dept.            
       
            MOTION/OPPOSITION 
            FEE INFORMATION SHEET 
 

Notice:  Motions and Oppositions filed after entry of a final order issued pursuant to NRS 125, 125B or 125C are 

subject to the reopen filing fee of $25, unless specifically excluded by NRS 19.0312.  Additionally, Motions and 

Oppositions filed in cases initiated by joint petition may be subject to an additional filing fee of $129 or $57 in 

accordance with Senate Bill 388 of the 2015 Legislative Session. 

Step 1.  Select either the $25 or $0 filing fee in the box below. 

  $25  The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is subject to the $25 reopen fee. 
      -OR- 

$0    The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $25 reopen 

              fee because: 

   The Motion/Opposition  is being filed before a Divorce/Custody Decree has been  

                  entered. 

   The Motion/Opposition is being filed solely to adjust the amount of child support  

                  established in a final order. 

   The Motion/Opposition is for reconsideration or for a new trial, and is being filed  

                  within 10 days after a final judgment or decree was entered.  The final order was  

                  entered on                 . 

              Other Excluded Motion (must specify)       . 

Step 2.  Select the $0, $129 or $57 filing fee in the box below. 

  $0    The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $129 or the 

              $57 fee because: 

     The Motion/Opposition is being filed in a case that was not initiated by joint petition. 

     The party filing the Motion/Opposition previously paid a fee of $129 or $57. 
       -OR- 

$129  The Motion being filed with this form is subject to the $129 fee because it is a motion  

                to modify, adjust or enforce a final order. 
       -OR- 

$57   The Motion/Opposition being filing with this form is subject to the $57 fee because it is  

               an opposition to a motion to modify, adjust or enforce a final order, or it is a motion  

               and the opposing party has already paid a fee of $129. 

Step 3.  Add the filing fees from Step 1 and Step 2. 

The total filing fee for the motion/opposition I am filing with this form is: 

$0   $25   $57   $82   $129   $154 

 

Party filing Motion/Opposition:         Date     

 

Signature of Party or Preparer         

JAMES W. VAHEY

MINH NGUYET LUONG

D-18-581444-D

U

Sabrina M. Dolson October 31, 2021

/s/ Sabrina M. Dolson

✔

✔

✔

✔

Case Number: D-18-581444-D

Electronically Filed
3/15/2022 3:33 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

AA003628VOLUME XVIII



186 

186 

VOLUME XVIII 

186

186

VOLUME XVIII



DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

**** 

Electronically Filed 
3/15/2022 4:08 PM 
Steven D. Grierson 
CLERK OF THE COU 

James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 
vs. 
Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Department U 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

Please be advised that the [228] Plaintiffs Emergency Motion for Order for Plaintiff 

to Participate in the Turning Points for Families Program with Minor Children, for 

Defendant to Be Solely Responsible for the Costs Associated with the Program, and for 

Related Relief in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as follows: 

Date: April 19, 2022 

Time: 10:00 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 03H 
Regional Justice Center 
200 Lewis Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

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, CEO/Clerk of the Court 

By: /s/ Cecilia Dixon 
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/ Cecilia Dixon 
Deputy Clerk of the Court 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

**** 
 
James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 
vs. 
Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 
  
Department U 

 

 
 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
 

 
      Please be advised that the [228] Plaintiff's Emergency Motion for Order for Plaintiff 

to Participate in the Turning Points for Families Program with Minor Children, for 

Defendant to Be Solely Responsible for the Costs Associated with the Program, and for 

Related Relief in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as follows:  

Date:  April 19, 2022 

Time:  10:00 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 03H 
   Regional Justice Center 
   200 Lewis Ave. 
   Las Vegas, NV 89101 
 
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, CEO/Clerk of the Court 
 
 

By: 

 
 
/s/ Cecilia Dixon 

 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/ Cecilia Dixon 
 Deputy Clerk of the Court 

 

Case Number: D-18-581444-D

Electronically Filed
3/15/2022 4:08 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

**** 

James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 
vs. 
Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 

Department U 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

Please be advised that the [228] Plaintiffs Emergency Motion for Order for Plaintiff 

to Participate in the Turning Points for Families Program with Minor Children, for 

Defendant to Be Solely Responsible for the Costs Associated with the Program, and for 

Related Relief in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as follows: 

Date: April 19, 2022 

Time: 10:00 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 03H 
Regional Justice Center 
200 Lewis Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

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, CEO/Clerk of the Court 

By: /s/ Cecilia Dixon 
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/ Cecilia Dixon 
Deputy Clerk of the Court 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

**** 
 
James W. Vahey, Plaintiff 
vs. 
Minh Nguyet Luong, Defendant. 

Case No.: D-18-581444-D 
  
Department U 

 

 
 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
 

 
      Please be advised that the [228] Plaintiff's Emergency Motion for Order for Plaintiff 

to Participate in the Turning Points for Families Program with Minor Children, for 

Defendant to Be Solely Responsible for the Costs Associated with the Program, and for 

Related Relief in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as follows:  

Date:  April 19, 2022 

Time:  10:00 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 03H 
   Regional Justice Center 
   200 Lewis Ave. 
   Las Vegas, NV 89101 
 
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, CEO/Clerk of the Court 
 
 

By: 

 
 
/s/ Cecilia Dixon 

 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/ Cecilia Dixon 
 Deputy Clerk of the Court 
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