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CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL.
01/04/2019 Complaint For Divorce 1 1 - 6
01/04/2019 Request For Issuance Of Joint Preliminary Injunction 1
01/09/2019 Summons 1 8 - 9
01/09/2019 Proof Of Service 1
01/11/2019 Joint Preliminary Injunction 1 11 - 12
01/29/2019 Default 1
01/31/2019 Affidavit Of Resident Witness 1 14 - 15
02/01/2019 Certificate Of Completion COPE Class 1 16 - 18
02/01/2019 General Financial Disclosure Form 1 19 - 25
02/04/2019 Answer And Counterclaim 1 26 - 34
02/05/2019 Ex Parte Motion To Vacate Or Continue Hearing 1 35 - 39
02/07/2019 Amended Answer And Counterclaim 1 40 - 47
02/07/2019 Defendant's Motion To Set Aside Default; For Exclusive Possession Of 

The Marital Residence And Order Plaintiff To Assist In Making 
Mortgage Payments; For Medical Legal Custody Of The Minor 
Children, For An Order Referring The Parties To Mediation Pursuant 
To EDCR 5.70, For An Order Awarding Plaintiff Child Support; For 
An Order Awarding Plaintiff Alimony; And For Attorney Fees And 
Costs

1 48 - 61

02/07/2019 Amended Motion To Set Aside Default; For Exclusive Possession Of 
The Marital Residence And Ordering Plaintiff To Assist In Making 
Mortgage Payments; For Medical Legal Custody Of The Minor 
Children, For An Order Referring The Parties To Mediation Pursuant 
To EDCR 5.70, For An Order Awarding Defendant Child Support For 
An Order Awarding Defendant Alimony; And For Attorney Fees And 
Costs

1 62 - 75

02/07/2019 Order Setting Case Management Conference And Directing Compliance 
With NRCP 16.2

1 76 - 85

02/07/2019 Order For Family Mediation Center Services 1
02/14/2019 Notice Of Appearance Of Attorney 1 87 - 88
02/14/2019 Petition To Seal Records Pursuant To NRS 125.110(2) 1 89 - 90
02/21/2019 Notice Of 16.2 Early Case Conference 1 91 - 92
02/25/2019 Reply To Counterclaim For Divorce 1 93 - 96
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CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
02/26/2019 Plaintiff's Opposition To Amended Motion To Set Aside Default; For 

Exclusive Possession Of The Marital Residence And Ordering Plaintiff 
To Assist In Making Mortgage Payments; For Medical Legal Custody 
Of The Minor Children; For An Order Referring The Parties To 
Mediation Pursuant To EDCR 5.70, For An Order Awarding Plaintiff 
Child Support; For An Order Awarding Defendant Alimony; And For 
Attorney's Fees And Costs Primary Physical Custody, Child Support, 
And Attorney's Fees And Costs And Countermotion For Joint Legal 
Custody; Primary Physical Custody To Plaintiff And Supervised 
Visitation To Defendant; To Establish Child Support; To Establish 
Payment Of Marital Expenses; For An Order Protecting The Parties 
Community Property; Defendant To Obtain Employment And To 
Cooperate In A Vocational Assessment

1 97 - 125

02/26/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits To Plaintiff's Opposition To Amended Motion 
To Set Aside Default; For Exclusive Possession Of The Marital 
Residence And Ordering Plaintiff To Assist In Making Mortgage 
Payments; For Medical Legal Custody Of The Minor Children; For An 
Order Referring The Parties To Mediation Pursuant To EDCR 5.70, 
For An Order Awarding Plaintiff Child Support; For An Order 
Awarding Defendant Alimony; And For Attorney's Fees And Costs 
Primary Physical Custody, Child Support, And Attorney's Fees And 
Costs And Countermotion For Joint Legal Custody; Primary Physical 
Custody To Plaintiff And Supervised Visitation To Defendant; To 
Establish Child Support; To Establish Payment Of Marital Expenses; 
For An Order Protecting The Parties Community Property; Defendant 
To Obtain Employment And To Cooperate In A Vocational Assessment

1 126 - 173

02/26/2019 General Financial Disclosure Form 1 174 - 184
03/12/2019 Order To Seal Records Pursuant To NRS 125.110(2) 1 185 - 186
03/13/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order To Seal Records 1 187 - 191
03/18/2019 Reply To Opposition And Countermotion 1 192 - 195



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
03/18/2019 Appendix Of Supplemental Exhibits To Plaintiff's Opposition To 

Amended Motion To Set Aside Default; For Exclusive Possession Of 
The Marital Residence And Ordering Plaintiff To Assist In Making 
Mortgage Payments; For Medical Legal Custody Of The Minor 
Children; For An Order Referring The Parties To Mediation Pursuant 
To EDCR 5.70, For An Order Awarding Plaintiff Child Support; For 
An Order Awarding Defendant Alimony; And For Attorney's Fees And 
Costs Primary Physical Custody, Child Support, And Attorney's Fees 
And Costs And Countermotion For Joint Legal Custody; Primary 
Physical Custody To Plaintiff And Supervised Visitation To Defendant; 
To Establish Child Support; To Establish Payment Of Marital 
Expenses; For An Order Protecting The Parties Community Property; 
Defendant To Obtain Employment And To Cooperate In A Vocational 
Assessment

1 196 - 215

03/19/2019 Case And Non-Jury Trial Management Order 1 216 - 219
03/19/2019 Behavior Order 1 220 - 224
03/20/2019 Notice Of Association Of Counsel 1 225 - 226
04/22/2019 Stipulation And Order Modifying Timeshare 1 227 - 229
04/23/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Stipulation And Order Modifying Timeshare 1 230 - 235
05/03/2019 Order After Hearing Of March 19, 2019 1 236 - 250
05/03/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of March 19, 2019 2 251 - 268
05/14/2019 Emergency Motion For A Change Of Custody; For Attorney's Fees And 

Costs And Related Relief
2 269 - 299

05/14/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Emergency Motion For 
A Change Of Custody; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related 
Relief

2 300 - 391

05/15/2019 Plaintiff's Initial Expert Witness List 2 392 - 400
05/24/2019 Appendix Of Supplemental Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's 

Emergency Motion For A Change Of Custody; For Attorney's Fees And 
Costs And Related Relief

2 401 - 404

05/28/2019 Opposition To Plaintiff's Emergency Motion For A Change Of 
Custody/Spousal Support/Child Support, For Attorney's Fees And Costs 
And Related Relief. Counter Motion For Change Of Custody For 
Primary Physical And Sole Legal Custody, Psychological Evaluation Of 
The Plaintiff

2 405 - 419

06/05/2019 Ex Parte Motion For An Order Shortening Time 2 420 - 429
06/11/2019 Reply In Support Of Emergency Motion For A Change Of Custody; 

For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And Opposition To 
Countermotion For Change Of Custody For Primary Physical And Sole 
Legal Custody, Psychological Evaluation Of The Plaintiff

2 430 - 453



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
06/11/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Reply In Support Of 

Emergency Motion For A Change Of Custody; For Attorney's Fees And 
Costs And Related Relief And Opposition To Countermotion For 
Change Of Custody For Primary Physical And Sole Legal Custody, 
Psychological Evaluation Of The Plaintiff

2 454 - 471

06/13/2019 Motion For An Order To Show Cause 2 472 - 484
06/29/2019 Opposition To Motion For An Order To Show Cause And 

Countermotion
2 485 - 500

07/15/2019 General Fiancial Disclosure Form 3 501 - 511
07/23/2019 Minute Order 3 512 - 514
07/25/2019 Motion For Division Of The Proceeds From The Sale Of The Marital 

Home, And For Attorney's Fees
3 515 - 520

07/26/2019 Notice Of Entry Of July 23, 2019 Minute Order 3 521 - 524
08/21/2019 Order After Hearing Of June 17, 2019 3 525 - 531
08/22/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of June 17, 2019 3 532 - 541
08/23/2019 Motion To Withdraw And Adjudicate Attorney's Lien 3 542 - 561
08/23/2019 Notice Of Attorney's Lien 3 562 - 564
08/28/2019 Minute Order - No Hearing Held 3 565 - 567
08/28/2019 Substitution Of Attorneys 3 568 - 570
08/28/2019 Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial, And For Issuance Of New Trial 

Management Order, Or In The Alternative To Extend Discovery 
Deadlines (First Request)

3 571 - 583

08/28/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial, And For Issuance 
Of New Trial Management Order, Or In The Alternative To Extend 
Discovery Deadlines (First Request)

3 584 - 598

08/28/2019 Notice Of Entry Of August 28, 2019 Minute Order 3 599 - 603
08/29/2019 Ex Parte Motion For Order Shortening Time To Hear Defendant's 

Motion To Continue Trial, And For Issuance Of New Trial 
Management Order, Or In The Alternative To Extend Discovery 
Deadlines (First Request0

3 604 - 608

08/30/2019 Opposition To Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial, And For 
Issuance Of New Trial Management Order, Or In The Alternative To 
Extend Discovery Deadlines (First Request); And Countermotion To 
Strike The Substitution Of Attorneys

3 609 - 624

09/04/2019 Order Shortening Time 3 625 - 626
09/06/2019 Case And Non-Jury Trial Management Order 3 627 - 630
09/09/2019 Defendant, Chalese Solinger's List Of Witnesses For Trial 3 631 - 636
09/09/2019 Notice Of Intent To File Opposition To Prior Counsel's Motion To 

Adjudicate Attorney's Lien
3 637 - 639

09/13/2019 Opposition To Louis C. Schneider's Motion To Adjudicate Attorney's 
Lien

3 640 - 650

09/16/2019 Order Setting Case Management Conference And Directing Compliance 
With NRCP 16.2

3 651 - 652

09/17/2019 Notice Of Seminar Completion 3 653 - 654



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
09/20/2019 Defendant's Notice Of UNLV Seminar Completion EDCR 5.07 3 655 - 656
09/20/2019 Affidavit Of Resident Witness 3 657 - 658
09/24/2019 General Financial Disclosure Form 3 659 - 669
09/30/2019 Re-Notice Of Hearing For Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial, And 

For Issuance Of New Trial Management Order, Or In The Alternative 
To Extend Discovery Deadlines

3 670 - 671

09/30/2019 Defendant's Notice Of Seminar Completion - EDCR 5.302 3 672 - 674
09/30/2019 Ex Parte Motion For Order Shortening Time To Hear Defendant's 

Motion To Continue Trial, And For Issuance Of New Trial 
Management Order, Or In The Alternative To Extend Discovery 
Deadlines

3 675 - 678

10/01/2019 Order Shortening Time 3 679 - 680
10/02/2019 Opposition To Defendant's Renoticed Motion To Continue Trial, And 

For Issuance Of New Trial Management Order, Or In The Alternative 
To Extend Discovery Deadlines

3 681 - 692

10/02/2019 Defendant's Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Renoticed Motion To 
Continue Trial, And For Issuance Of New Trial Management Order, Or 
In The Alternative To Extend Discovery Deadlines

3 693 - 702

10/03/2019 Order After Hearing Of August 1, 2019 3 703 - 707
10/04/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of August 1, 2019 3 708 - 715
10/09/2019 Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support And Preliminary 

Attorney's Fees
3 716 - 731

10/09/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support And 
Preliminary Attorney's Fees

4 732 - 803

10/09/2019 Financial Disclosure Form 4 804 - 814
10/23/2019 Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support 

And Preliminary Attorney's Fees And Countermotion For Attorney's 
Fees And Costs

4 815 - 842

10/24/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Opposition To 
Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support And Preliminary 
Attorney's Fees And Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

4 843 - 850

10/24/2019 Plaintiff's Motion To Compel Discovery Responses And For Attorney's 
Fees

4 851 - 868

11/04/2019 Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal 
Support And Preliminary Attorney's Fees And Opposition To 
Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

4 869 - 888

11/04/2019 Exhibits To Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Motion For 
Temporary Spousal Support And Preliminary Attorney's Fees And 
Opposition To Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

4 889 - 930

11/07/2019 Defendant's Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Compel Discovery 
Responses And For Attorney's Fees

4 931 - 939

11/08/2019 Errata To Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Compel Discovery 
Responses And For Attorney's Fees

4 940 - 943

11/12/2019 Response In Support Of Opposition 4 944 - 971



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
11/12/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Response In Support Of 

Opposition
5 972 - 1038

11/14/2019 Ex Parte Motion For An Order To Release Electronics To Adam's 
Agent Or, In The Alternative, For An Order Barring The Release Of 
Electronics Until Further Court Order

5 1039 - 1053

11/15/2019 Defendant's Motion For A Custody Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And 
Related Relief

5 1054 - 1072

11/15/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Motion For A Custody Evaluation, Attorney's 
Fees, And Related Relief

5 1073 - 1109

11/15/2019 Errata To Exhibits To Defendant's Motion For A Custody Evaluation, 
Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief

5 1110 - 1112

11/18/2019 Defendant's Response To Plaintiff's Response In Support Of Opposition 
To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support And 
Preliminary Fees And Costs

5 1113 - 1128

11/18/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Response To Plaintiff's Response In Support 
Of Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support 
And Preliminary Fees And Costs

5 1129 - 1163

11/19/2019 Motion For Protective Order 5 1164 - 1176
11/20/2019 Application For Order Shortening Time 5 1177 - 1179
11/21/2019 Order Shortening Time 5 1180 - 1181
11/21/2019 Supplemental Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Response 

In Support Of Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Temporary 
Spousal Support And Preliminary Fees And Costs

5 1182 - 1192

11/21/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order Shortening Time 5 1193 - 1197
11/21/2019 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 

Motion For A Custody Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief
5 1198 - 1200

11/22/2019 Defendant's Joinder To Joshua Lloyd's Motion For Protective Order 
And Countermotion For Fees From Plaintiff To Defendant

5 1201 - 1212

11/22/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Joinder To Joshua Lloyd's Motion For 
Protective Order And Countermotion For Fees From Plaintiff To 
Defendant

5 1213 - 1222

11/22/2019 Order After Hearing Of September 6, 2019 6 1223 - 1225
11/22/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of September 6, 2019 6 1226 - 1231
11/26/2019 Objection To Discovery Commissioners Report And Recommendations 

Filed November 12, 2019
6 1232 - 1244

11/26/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Objection To Discovery 
Commissioners Report And Recommendations Filed November 12, 
2019

6 1245 - 1280

11/26/2019 Opposition To Mr. Lloyd's Motion For Protective Order And 
Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

6 1281 - 1296

11/26/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Opposition To Mr. 
Lloyd's Motion For Protective Order And Countermotion For 
Attorney's Fees And Costs

6 1297 - 1332



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
11/29/2019 Plaintiff's Reply In Support Of Motion To Compel Discovery 

Responses And For Attorney's Fees
6 1333 - 1345

12/02/2019 Reply To Plaintiff's Opposition To Mr. Lloyd's Motion For Protective 
Order And Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

6 1346 - 1373

12/04/2019 Opposition To Defendant's Motion For A Custody Evaluation, 
Attorney's Fees And Related Relief And Countermotion For Attorney's 
Fees And Costs

6 1374 - 1405

12/06/2019 Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Motion For A Custody 
Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief And Opposition To 
Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

6 1406 - 1415

12/06/2019 Exhibits To Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Motion For A 
Custody Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief And 
Opposition To Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

7 1416 - 1495

12/06/2019 Second Supplemental Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's 
Response In Support Of Opposition To Defendant's Motion For 
Temporary Spousal Support And Preliminary Fees And Costs

7 1496 - 1536

12/06/2019 Supplemental Declaration To Reply To Opposition To Defendant's 
Motion For A Custody Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief 
And Opposition To Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

7 1537 - 1539

12/09/2019 Referral Order For Outsourced Evaluation Services 7
12/09/2019 Case And Non Jury Trial Management Order 7 1541 - 1544
12/12/2019 Order After Hearing Of October 3, 2019 7 1545 - 1548
12/12/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of October 3, 2019 7 1549 - 1555
12/12/2019 Plaintiff's Notice Of UNLV Seminar Completion EDCR 5.07 7
12/27/2019 Motion For Reconsideration Of The Court's December 9, 2019 

Decision; For Proof Of Chalese's Auto Insurance For The Last Year; 
And Related Relief

7 1557 - 1575

12/30/2019 Discovery Commissioners Report And Recommendations From 
12/06/19 Hearing

7 1576 - 1580

12/31/2019 Plaintiff's Brunzell Affidavit For Attorney's Fees And Costs 7 1581 - 1629
01/02/2020 Defendant's Objection To Plaintiff's Brunzell Affidavit For Attorney's 

Fees And Costs
7 1630 - 1636

01/03/2020 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion For Reconsideration Of The Court's 
December 9, 2019 Decision; For Proof Of Chalese's Auto Insurance For 
The Last Year; And Related Relief; And Countermotion To Restore 
Joint Physical Custody And For Attorney's Fees

7 1637 - 1660

01/06/2020 Receipt Of Check 7
01/06/2020 Receipt Of Check 7
01/22/2020 Order On Discovery Commissioner's Report And Recommendations 7 1663 - 1664
01/22/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 8 1665 - 1668
01/23/2020 Notice Of Withdrawal Of Attorney Of Record 8 1669 - 1671

1540

1556

1661
1662



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
01/23/2020 Plaintiff's Reply In Support Of Plaintiff's Motion For Reconsideration 

Of The Court's December 9, 2019 Decision; For Proof Of Chalese's 
Auto Insurance For The Last Year; And Related Relief; And Opposition 
To Defendant's Countermotion To Restore Joint Physical Custody And 
For Attorney's Fees

8 1672 - 1704

01/23/2020 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Reply In Support Of 
Plaintiff's Motion For Reconsideration Of The Court's December 9, 
2019 Decision; For Proof Of Chalese's Auto Insurance For The Last 
Year; And Related Relief; And Opposition To Defendant's 
Countermotion To Restore Joint Physical Custody And For Attorney's 
Fees

8 1705 - 1739

01/23/2020 Discovery Cmmissioner's Report And Recommendations From 12/06/19 
Hearing

8 1740 - 1744

01/27/2020 Motion To Withdraw As Attorney Of Record For Defendant 8 1745 - 1753
02/04/2020 Ex Parte Motion For An Order Shortening Time 8 1754 - 1757
02/06/2020 No Contact Order 8 1758 - 1760
02/06/2020 Notice Of Entry Of No Contact Order 8 1761 - 1766
02/06/2020 Order From December 9, 2019 Hearing 8 1767 - 1774
02/06/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 8 1775 - 1784
02/12/2020 Request For Submission Of Motion To Withdraw As Counsel Of 

Record
8 1785 - 1786

02/12/2020 Notice Of Non-Opposition To Motion To Withdraw As Attorney Of 
Record For Defendant

8 1787 - 1788

02/13/2020 Minute Order 8 1789 - 1791
02/19/2020 Order On Discovery Commissioner's Report And Recommendations 8 1792 - 1799
02/20/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order On Discovery Commissioner's Report And 

Recommendations
8 1800 - 1809

02/20/2020 Order To Withdraw As Counsel Of Record 8 1810 - 1811
02/20/2020 Substituttion Of Attorney 8 1812 - 1814
02/21/2020 Motion For An Order To Show Cause And To Hold Defendant In 

Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The March 19, 2019 Order, The 
June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior Order Filed March 19, 2019; 
For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief

8 1815 - 1832

02/24/2020 Supplemental Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Motion 
For Reconsideration Of The Court's December 9, 2019 Decision; For 
Proof Of Chalese's Auto Insurance For The Last Year; And Related 
Relief

8 1833 - 1849

02/25/2020 Defendant's Objection To Plaintiff's Supplemental Appendix 8 1850 - 1852
02/26/2020 Request For Child Protection Service Appearance And Records 8
02/26/2020 Order Referring To Judical Settlement Program 8 1854 - 1855
02/28/2020 Receipt Of Check 8 1856

1853



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
03/16/2020 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion For An Order To Show Cause And To 

Hold Defendant In Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The March 19, 
2019 Order, The June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior Order Filed 
March 19, 2019; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief 
And Counter Motion To Enforce Phone Contact With The Minor 
Children And For Attorney's Fees

8 1857 - 1878

03/16/2020 Exhibit Appendix To Plaintiff's Motion For An Order To Show Cause 
And To Hold Defendant In Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The 
March 19, 2019 Order, The June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior 
Order Filed March 19, 2019; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And 
Related Relief And Counter Motion To Enforce Phone Contact With 
The Minor Children And For Attorney's Fees

8 1879 - 1892

03/20/2020 Receipt Of Check 8
03/25/2020 Notice Of Seminar Completion EDCR 5.302 8 1894 - 1896
03/30/2020 Reply In Support Of Motion For An Order To Show Cause And To 

Hold Defendant In Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The March 19, 
2019 Order, The June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior Order Filed 
March 19, 2019; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief 
And Partial Opposition To Countermotion To Enforce Phone Contact 
With The Minor Children And For Attorney's Fees

9 1897 - 1918

03/30/2020 Supplemental Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Reply In 
Support Of Motion For An Order To Show Cause And To Hold 
Defendant In Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The March 19, 2019 
Order, The June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior Order Filed March 
19, 2019; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Partial Opposition To Countermotion To Enforce Phone Contact With 
The Minor Children And For Attorney's Fees

9 1919 - 1959

03/31/2020 Motion For A Change Of Custody Based On Defendant's Endangerment 
Of The Minor Children; For Marie's Birth Certificate; For Attorney's 
Fees And Costs And Related Relief

9 1960 - 1983

03/31/2020 Ex Parte Motion For An Order Shortening Time 9 1984 - 1987
03/31/2020 Stipulation And Order To Provide CPS Records And Drug Test Results 

To The Child Custody Evaluator
9 1988 - 1990

04/01/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Stipulation And Order To Provide CPS Records 
And Drug Test Results To The Child Custody Evaluator

9 1991 - 1996

04/01/2020 Order Shortening Time 9 1997 - 1998
04/02/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order Shortening Time 9 1999 - 2003
04/02/2020 Substitution Of Attorneys 9 2004 - 2006
04/02/2020 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion For A Change Of Custody Based On 

Defendant's Endangerment Of The Minor Children; For Marie's Birth 
Certificate; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Countermotion For An Order To Show Cause, Compensatory Visitation 
Time, And Attorney's Fees

9 2007 - 2028

1893



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
04/03/2020 Reply In Support Of Motion For A Change Of Custody Based On 

Defendant's Endangerment Of The Minor Children; For Marie's Birth 
Certificate; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Opposition To Countermotion For An Order To Show Cause, 
Compensatory Visitation Time, And Attorney's Fees

9 2029 - 2045

04/09/2020 Appendix Of Supplemental Exhibits To Plaintiff's Motion For A 
Change Of Custody Based On Defendant's Endangerment Of The Minor 
Children; For Marie's Birth Certificate And Related Relief

9 2046 - 2074

04/22/2020 Order From April 6, 2020 Hearing 9 2075 - 2078
04/22/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of April 6, 2020 9 2079 - 2085
04/26/2020 Plaintiff's Motion For An Order To Permit Plaintiff To Retain The Sick 

Minor Children Pursuant To Their Pediatrician's Directive, For 
Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief

9 2086 - 2099

04/27/2020 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Motion For An Order To Permit 
Plaintiff To Retain The Sick Minor Children Pursuant To Their 
Pediatrician's Directive; For Attorney's Fees And Costs Related Relief

9 2100 - 2129

04/28/2020 Opposition To Motion For An Order To Permit Plaintiff To Retain The 
Sick Minor Children Pursuant To Their Pediatrician's Directive; For 
Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And Countermotion For 
Make-Up Visitation Time; To Admonish Plaintiff To Abide By Joint 
Legal Custody Standards; For Attorney's Fees; And Related Relief

10 2130 - 2162

04/28/2020 Exhibits To Opposition To Motion For An Order To Permit Plaintiff 
To Retain The Sick Minor Children Pursuant To Their Pediatrician's 
Directive; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Countermotion For Make-Up Visitation Time; To Admonish Plaintiff 
To Abide By Joint Legal Custody Standards; For Attorney's Fees; And 
Related Relief

10 2163 - 2203

05/13/2020 Order After Hearing February 26, 2020 10 2204 - 2211
05/14/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of February 26, 2020 10 2212 - 2222
05/19/2020 Reply In Support Of Motion For An Order To Permit Plaintiff To 

Retain The Sick Minor Children Pursuant To Their Pediatrician S 
Directives; For Attorney S Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Opposition To Countermotion For Make-Up Visitation Time; To 
Admonish Plaintiff To Abide By Joint Legal Custody Standards; For 
Attorney S Fees; And Related Relief

10 2223 - 2242

05/22/2020 Defendant's Motion For An Order To Show Cause As To Why Plaintiff 
Should Not Be Held In Contempt, For Orders Regarding Health 
Insurance And Spousal Support, For Attorney's Fees, And Related 
Relief

10 2243 - 2272

05/22/2020 Exhibits To Defendant's Motion For An Order To Show Cause As To 
Why Plaintiff Should Not Be Held In Contempt, For Order Regarding 
Health Insurance And Spousal Support, For Attorney's Fees, And 
Related Relief

10 2273 - 2307



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
05/22/2020 General Financial Disclosure Form 10 2308 - 2317
05/27/2020 Order To Show Cause 10 2318 - 2320
05/27/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 10 2321 - 2325
06/03/2020 Ex Parte Application For An Order To Show Cause 10 2326 - 2362
06/07/2020 Schedule Of Arrearages 10 2363 - 2366
06/19/2020 Plaintiff's Motion To Address Upcoming Trial Date And Findings In 

Regard To Chalese's Refusal To Timely Facilitate The Completion Of 
The Child Custody Evaluation

10 2367 - 2380

06/22/2020 Ex Parte Motion For An Order Shortening Time 11 2381 - 2384
06/22/2020 Order Shortening Time 11 2385 - 2386
06/22/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order Shortening Time 11 2387 - 2391
06/26/2020 Opposition To Motion To Address Upcoming Trial Date And Findings 

In Regard To Chalese's Refusal To Timely Facilitate The Completion 
Of The Child Custody Evaluation And Countermotion For Plaintiff To 
File An Updated Fdf, For Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief

11 2392 - 2417

06/26/2020 Exhibits To Opposition To Motion To Address Upcoming Trial Date 
And Findings In Regard To Chalese's Refusal To Timely Facilitate The 
Completion Of The Child Custody Evaluation And Countermotion For 
Plaintiff To File An Updated Fdf, For Attorney's Fees, And Related 
Relief

11 2418 - 2434

06/29/2020 Stipulation And Order Regarding Orders To Show Cause 11 2435 - 2437
06/29/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Stipulation And Order Regarding The Orders To 

Show Cause
11 2438 - 2443

06/30/2020 General Financial Disclosure Form 11 2444 - 2454
07/06/2020 Order From June 1, 2020 Hearing 11 2455 - 2462
07/06/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 11 2463 - 2472
07/20/2020 Defendant's Motion To Extend Rebuttal Expert Deadline And For 

Attorney's Fees
11 2473 - 2484

07/21/2020 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 
Motion To Extend Rebuttal Expert Deadline And For Attorney's Fees

11 2485 - 2487

07/21/2020 Stipulation And Order To Withdraw 11 2488 - 2490
07/21/2020 Notice Of Entry Of The Stipulation And Order To Withdraw 11 2491 - 2496
07/24/2020 Defendant's Motion To Extend Rebuttal Expert Deadline And For 

Attorney's Fees
11 2497 - 2508

07/29/2020 Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial (Second Request) 11 2509 - 2525
07/31/2020 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 

Motion To Continue Trial (Second Request)
11 2526 - 2529

08/03/2020 Non-Opposition To Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial And 
Countermotion For Sanctions

11 2530 - 2543

08/05/2020 Reply To Plaintiff's Non-Opposition To Defendant's Motion To 
Continue Trial And Opposition To Plaintiff's Countermotion For 
Sanctions

11 2544 - 2552

08/10/2020 Order To Continue Trial 11 2553 - 2556



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
08/10/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order To Continue Trial 11 2557 - 2562
08/19/2020 Order From The Hearing Held October 9, 2019 11 2563 - 2565
09/02/2020 Notice Of Appeal 11 2566 - 2568
09/02/2020 Case Appeal Statement 11 2569 - 2574
09/10/2020 Order From June 30, 2020 Hearing 11 2575 - 2578
09/10/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 11 2579 - 2584
09/21/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order From October 9, 2019 Hearing 11 2585 - 2589
10/07/2020 Plaintiff's Motion To Clarify Courts June 30th Order After Hearing 11 2590 - 2595
10/07/2020 Defendant's Motion For Clarification And Modification Of Court 

Release Regarding Custody Evaluation And For Sanctions And Fees 
Against Plaintiff

11 2596 - 2608

10/07/2020 Exhibits To Motion For Clarification And Modification Of Court 
Release Regarding Custody Evaluation And For Sanctions And Fees 
Against Plaintiff

11 2609 - 2628

10/07/2020 Amended Motion For Clarification And Modification Of Court Release 
Regarding Custody Evaluation And For Sanctions And Fees Against 
Plaintiff

12 2629 - 2642

10/12/2020 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 
Amended Motion For Clarification And Modification Of Court Release 
Regarding Custody Evaluation And For Sanctions And Fees Against 
Plaintiff

12 2643 - 2646

10/20/2020 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Clarify Court's June 30th Order 
After Hearing

12 2647 - 2657

10/20/2020 Plaintiff's Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Clarification And 
Modification Of Court Release Regarding Custody Evaluation And For 
Sanctions And Fees Against Plaintiff

12 2658 - 2676

10/21/2020 Order Shortening Time 12 2677 - 2679
10/21/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order Shortening Time 12 2680 - 2684
10/29/2020 Minute Order 12 2685 - 2687
11/06/2020 Defendant's Brief Regarding Confidentiality Agreement 12 2688 - 2694
11/09/2020 Reply To Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Clarify Court's June 30th 

Order After Hearing
12 2695 - 2702

11/10/2020 Minute Order 12 2703 - 2704
11/13/2020 Plaintiff's Brief Regarding Confidentiality Agreement 12 2705 - 2710
11/13/2020 Stipulation And Order Regarding Confidentiality Agreement 12 2711 - 2717
11/16/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Stipulation And Order 12 2718 - 2726
12/14/2020 Plaintiff's Motion To Terminate Temporary Spousal Support 12 2727 - 2733
12/28/2020 Opposition To Motion To Terminate Temporary Spousal Support And 

Countermotion For Attorney's Fees
12 2734 - 2746

01/04/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 
Motion To Terminate Temporary Spousal Support.

12 2747 - 2753

01/04/2021 Reply To Opposition To Motion To Terminate Temporary Spousal 
Suppot And Opposition To Countermotion

12 2754 - 2765

01/05/2021 Plaintiff's Motion To Reassign 12 2766 - 2732



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
01/05/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 

Motion To Reassign
12 2733 - 2779

01/08/2021 Minute Order 12 2780 - 2781
01/12/2021 Notice Of Department Reassignment 12 2782 - 2784
03/09/2021 Order From February 18, 2021 Hearing 13 2785 - 2789
03/09/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 13 2790 - 2796
03/12/2021 Plaintiff's List Of Contested Art In His Possession And Art Believed To 

Be In Defendant's Possession
13 2797 - 2798

03/18/2021 Motion To Modify Temporary Physical Custody Pending Trial 13 2799 - 2808
03/19/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff''s 

Motion Modify Temporary Physical Custody Pending Trial
13 2809 - 2815

03/23/2021 Order Shortening Time 13 2816 - 2818
03/28/2021 Defendant's Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Modify Temporary 

Physical Custody Pending Trial And Countermotion For Sanctions And 
Attorney's Fees

13 2819 - 2832

03/28/2021 Exhibits To Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Modify Temporary 
Physical Custody Pending Trial And Countermotion For Sanctions And 
Attorney's Fees

13 2833 - 2846

04/22/2021 Defendant's Emergency Motion To Allow Witness To Appear Virtually 13 2847 - 2859

04/22/2021 Exhibits To Emergency Motion To Allow Witness To Appear Virtually 13 2860 - 2871

04/22/2021 Motion In Limine To Recognize Dr. Paglini As Neutral Expert 13 2872 - 2877
04/27/2021 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion In Limine 13 2878 - 2884
04/29/2021 Plaintiff's Opposition To Defendant's Emergency Motion To Allow 

Witness To Appear Virtually
13 2885 - 2891

05/03/2021 General Financial Disclosure Form 13 2892 - 2899
05/03/2021 Defendant's Pre-Trial Memorandum 13 2900 - 2919
05/03/2021 Plaintiff's Pre-Trial Memorandum 13 2920 - 2945
05/04/2021 Order From March 30, 2021 Hearing 13 2946 - 2949
05/04/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 13 2950 - 2955
05/07/2021 Defendant's EDCR 7.17 Trial Brief 13 2956 - 2999
05/07/2021 Notice Of Association Of Co-Counsel In An Unbundled Capacity 13 3000 - 3001
05/13/2021 Plaintiff's Motion To Disqualify 13 3002 - 3016
05/14/2021 Opposition To Motion To Disqualify And Countermotion For 

Attorney's Fees And Sanctions
14 3017 - 3047

05/24/2021 Response To Defendant's Motion To Disqualify Judge 14 3048 - 3051
05/27/2021 Minute Order 14 3052 - 3053
06/02/2021 Reply To Opposition To Motion To Disqualify And Opposition To 

Countermotion For Fees And Sanctions
14 3054 - 3069

06/03/2021 Emergency Motion Regarding Summer Custodial Timeshare 14 3070 - 3092
06/03/2021 Exhibits To Emergency Motion Regarding Summer Custodial 

Timeshare
14 3093 - 3112



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
06/03/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Hearing For 

Plaintiff's Motion To Disqualify
14 3113 - 3118

06/04/2021 Order Shortening Time On Hearing For Plaintiff's Motion To 
Disqualify

14 3119 - 3121

06/04/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 14 3122 - 3126
06/09/2021 Minute Order 14 3127 - 3128
06/18/2021 Opposition To Defendant's Emergency Motion Regarding Custodial 

Timeshare
14 3129 - 3135

06/23/2021 Ex Parte Motion For Leave To File Reply To Opposition To 
Countermotion

14 3136 - 3140

06/23/2021 Amended Reply To Opposition To Motion To Disqualify And 
Opposition To Countermotion For Fees And Sanctions

14 3141 - 3157

06/24/2021 Decision And Order 14 3158 - 3165
06/24/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Hearing On 

Emergency Motion Regarding Summer Custodial Timeshare
14 3166 - 3170

06/25/2021 Reply To Opposition To Emergency Motion Regarding Summer 
Custodial Timeshare

14 3171 - 3176

06/26/2021 Motion For Sanctions 14 3177 - 3186
06/27/2021 Opposition To Motion For Sanctions And Countermotion For 

Attorney's Fees And Sanctions
14 3187 - 3207

06/28/2021 Order Shortening Time 14 3208 - 3210
06/28/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 14 3211 - 3215
07/04/2021 Order (April 30, 2021 Hearing) 14 3216 - 3219
07/04/2021 Order From May 10, 2021 14 3220 - 3225
07/06/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 14 3226 - 3231
07/06/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 14 3232 - 3239
07/08/2021 Plaintiff's Financial Disclosure Form 14 3240 - 3250
07/22/2021 Minute Order 14 3251 - 3252
08/04/2021 Emergency Motion To Address Defendant's Intent To Withhold The 

Minor Children
14 3253 - 3261

08/04/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 
Emergency Motion To Address Defendant's Intent To Withhold The 
Minor Children

15 3262 - 3269

08/05/2021 Minute Order 15 3270 - 3271
08/06/2021 Opposition To Emergency Motion To Address Defendant's Intent To 

Withhold The Minor Children And Countermotion For Compensatory 
Time, Fees And Sanctions

15 3272 - 3284

08/06/2021 Errata To Defendant's Opposition To Emergency To Address 
Defendant's Intent To Withhold The Minor Children And 
Countermotion For Compensatory Time, Fees And Sanctions

15 3285 - 3287

08/08/2021 Order (July 8, 2021 Hearing) 15 3288 - 3292
08/23/2021 Reply In Support Of Emergency Motion To Address Defendant S Intent 

To Withhold The Minor Children
15 3293 - 3302

08/26/2021 Minute Order 15 3303 - 3305



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
09/01/2021 General Financial Disclosure Form 15 3306 - 3317
09/16/2021 Association Of Counsel For Plaintiff 15 3318 - 3320
09/21/2021 Emergency Motion For Immediate Withdrawal Of Attorney 15 3321 - 3329
09/22/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 

Emergency Motion For Immediate Withdrawal Of Attorney
15 3330 - 3337

09/22/2021 Non-Opposition To Request For Order Shortening Time; Opposition To 
Facts Contained Within Request For Order Shortening Time

15 3338 - 3356

09/22/2021 Order Shortening Time 15 3357 - 3359
09/24/2021 Order To Withdraw As Counsel Of Record 15 3360 - 3363
09/27/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order To Withdraw As Counsel Of Record 15 3364 - 3369
10/20/2021 Order (September 27, 2021) 15 3370 - 3373
12/21/2021 Motion To Expand Discovery To Include Up To Date Appclose 

Messges And Other Messages Sent By The Defendant
15 3374 - 3381

12/21/2021 Exhibits To Motion To Expand Discovery To Include Up To Date 
Appclose Messages And Other Messages Sent By The Defendant

15 3382 - 3394

12/27/2021 Notice Of Appearance 15 3395 - 3397
12/27/2021 Request And Order To Release Records 15 3398 - 3400
01/11/2022 Defendant's Opposition 15 3401 - 3406
01/19/2022 Reply In Support Of Motion To Expand Discovery To Include Up To 

Date Appclose Messages And Other Messages Sent By The Defendant
15 3407 - 3415

01/25/2022 Transcript from May 10, 2021 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 1) 16 3416 - 3574
01/25/2022 Receipt of Copy of Transcript 16
01/25/2022 Certification of Transcripts Notice of Completion 16
01/25/2022 Final Billing of Transctips 16
02/08/2022 Order From January 21, 2022 Trial 16 3578 - 3581
03/03/2022 Defendant's Financial Disclosure Form 16 3582 - 3592
03/04/2022 Plaintiff's Financial Disclosure Form 16 3593 - 3603
03/07/2022 Minute Order 16 3604 - 3605
03/16/2022 Defendant's Motion To Place On Calendar And Take Testimony 16 3606 - 3615
03/16/2022 Motion For Order Shortening Time 16 3616 - 3622
03/16/2022 Order Shortening Time 16 3623 - 3625
03/17/2022 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 

Motion To Place On Calendar And Take Testimony
16 3626 - 3633

03/18/2022 Pecos Law Group's Memorandum Of Fees And Costs Per Court's 
Instruction On March 4, 2022

17 3634 - 3742

05/09/2022 Order From April 14, 2022 Motion Hearing 17 3743 - 3746
05/12/2022 Memorandum Of Fees And Costs 17 3747 - 3752
05/13/2022 Motion To Reconsider Decision After Defendant's Motion To Place On 

Calendar And Take Testimony
17 3753 - 3764

05/18/2022 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 
Motion To Reconsider Decision After Defendant's Motion To Place On 
Calendar And Take Testimony

17 3765 - 3771

05/18/2022 Defendant's Closing Brief 17 3772 - 3791

3575
3576
3577



CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
05/19/2022 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 

Motion To Reconsider Decision After Defendant's Motion To Place On 
Calendar And Take Testimony

17 3792 - 3798

05/24/2022 Defendant's Opposition 17 3799 - 3813
05/25/2022 Decree Of Divorce 17 3814 - 3869
05/26/2022 Notice Of Entry 18 3870 - 3926
05/27/2022 Emergency Motion To Stay Judgement Pending Appeal 18 3927 - 3946
05/27/2022 Emergency Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On 

Plaintiffs Emergency Motion To Stay Judgement Pending Appeal
18 3947 - 3953

05/27/2022 Notice Of Appeal 18 3954 - 3955
05/27/2022 Opposition And Countermotion 18 3956 - 3972
05/31/2022 Order Re: Stay 18 3973 - 3977
05/31/2022 Notice Of Entry 18 3978 - 3983
06/06/2022 Case Appeal Statement 18 3984 - 3987
09/08/2022 Request For Rough Draft Transcript 18 3988 - 3990
09/13/2022 Estimate Of Rough Draft Transcripts 18 3991 - 3992
11/02/2022 Certification of Transcripts Notice of Completion 18
11/02/2022 Transcript from January 21, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 2) 19 3994 - 4155
11/02/2022 Transcript from March 1, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 3) 20 4156 - 4402
11/02/2022 Transcript from March 2, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 4) 21 4403 - 4669
11/02/2022 Transcript from March 3, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 5) 22 4670 - 4770
11/02/2022 Transcript from April 14, 2022 Hearing (Trial Decision) 22 4771 - 4791

3993



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL.
01/31/2019 Affidavit Of Resident Witness 1 14 - 15
09/20/2019 Affidavit Of Resident Witness 3 657 - 658
02/07/2019 Amended Answer And Counterclaim 1 40 - 47
10/07/2020 Amended Motion For Clarification And Modification Of Court Release 

Regarding Custody Evaluation And For Sanctions And Fees Against 
Plaintiff

12 2629 - 2642

02/07/2019 Amended Motion To Set Aside Default; For Exclusive Possession Of 
The Marital Residence And Ordering Plaintiff To Assist In Making 
Mortgage Payments; For Medical Legal Custody Of The Minor 
Children, For An Order Referring The Parties To Mediation Pursuant 
To EDCR 5.70, For An Order Awarding Defendant Child Support For 
An Order Awarding Defendant Alimony; And For Attorney Fees And 
Costs

1 62 - 75

06/23/2021 Amended Reply To Opposition To Motion To Disqualify And 
Opposition To Countermotion For Fees And Sanctions

14 3141 - 3157

02/04/2019 Answer And Counterclaim 1 26 - 34
04/27/2020 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Motion For An Order To Permit 

Plaintiff To Retain The Sick Minor Children Pursuant To Their 
Pediatrician's Directive; For Attorney's Fees And Costs Related Relief

9 2100 - 2129

11/26/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Objection To Discovery 
Commissioners Report And Recommendations Filed November 12, 
2019

6 1245 - 1280

05/14/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Emergency Motion For 
A Change Of Custody; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related 
Relief

2 300 - 391

10/24/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Opposition To 
Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support And Preliminary 
Attorney's Fees And Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

4 843 - 850

11/26/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Opposition To Mr. 
Lloyd's Motion For Protective Order And Countermotion For 
Attorney's Fees And Costs

6 1297 - 1332

06/11/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Reply In Support Of 
Emergency Motion For A Change Of Custody; For Attorney's Fees And 
Costs And Related Relief And Opposition To Countermotion For 
Change Of Custody For Primary Physical And Sole Legal Custody, 
Psychological Evaluation Of The Plaintiff

2 454 - 471

01/23/2020 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Reply In Support Of 
Plaintiff's Motion For Reconsideration Of The Court's December 9, 
2019 Decision; For Proof Of Chalese's Auto Insurance For The Last 
Year; And Related Relief; And Opposition To Defendant's 
Countermotion To Restore Joint Physical Custody And For Attorney's 
Fees

8 1705 - 1739

11/12/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Response In Support Of 
Opposition

5 972 - 1038

PAGES



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
02/26/2019 Appendix Of Exhibits To Plaintiff's Opposition To Amended Motion 

To Set Aside Default; For Exclusive Possession Of The Marital 
Residence And Ordering Plaintiff To Assist In Making Mortgage 
Payments; For Medical Legal Custody Of The Minor Children; For An 
Order Referring The Parties To Mediation Pursuant To EDCR 5.70, 
For An Order Awarding Plaintiff Child Support; For An Order 
Awarding Defendant Alimony; And For Attorney's Fees And Costs 
Primary Physical Custody, Child Support, And Attorney's Fees And 
Costs And Countermotion For Joint Legal Custody; Primary Physical 
Custody To Plaintiff And Supervised Visitation To Defendant; To 
Establish Child Support; To Establish Payment Of Marital Expenses; 
For An Order Protecting The Parties Community Property; Defendant 
To Obtain Employment And To Cooperate In A Vocational Assessment

1 126 - 173

05/24/2019 Appendix Of Supplemental Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's 
Emergency Motion For A Change Of Custody; For Attorney's Fees And 
Costs And Related Relief

2 401 - 404

04/09/2020 Appendix Of Supplemental Exhibits To Plaintiff's Motion For A 
Change Of Custody Based On Defendant's Endangerment Of The Minor 
Children; For Marie's Birth Certificate And Related Relief

9 2046 - 2074

03/18/2019 Appendix Of Supplemental Exhibits To Plaintiff's Opposition To 
Amended Motion To Set Aside Default; For Exclusive Possession Of 
The Marital Residence And Ordering Plaintiff To Assist In Making 
Mortgage Payments; For Medical Legal Custody Of The Minor 
Children; For An Order Referring The Parties To Mediation Pursuant 
To EDCR 5.70, For An Order Awarding Plaintiff Child Support; For 
An Order Awarding Defendant Alimony; And For Attorney's Fees And 
Costs Primary Physical Custody, Child Support, And Attorney's Fees 
And Costs And Countermotion For Joint Legal Custody; Primary 
Physical Custody To Plaintiff And Supervised Visitation To Defendant; 
To Establish Child Support; To Establish Payment Of Marital 
Expenses; For An Order Protecting The Parties Community Property; 
Defendant To Obtain Employment And To Cooperate In A Vocational 
Assessment

1 196 - 215

11/20/2019 Application For Order Shortening Time 5 1177 - 1179
09/16/2021 Association Of Counsel For Plaintiff 15 3318 - 3320
03/19/2019 Behavior Order 1 220 - 224
12/09/2019 Case And Non Jury Trial Management Order 7 1541 - 1544
03/19/2019 Case And Non-Jury Trial Management Order 1 216 - 219
09/06/2019 Case And Non-Jury Trial Management Order 3 627 - 630
09/02/2020 Case Appeal Statement 11 2569 - 2574
06/06/2022 Case Appeal Statement 18 3984 - 3987
02/01/2019 Certificate Of Completion COPE Class 1 16 - 18
01/25/2022 Certification of Transcripts Notice of Completion 16 3576



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
11/02/2022 Certification of Transcripts Notice of Completion 18
01/04/2019 Complaint For Divorce 1 1 - 6
06/24/2021 Decision And Order 14 3158 - 3165
05/25/2022 Decree Of Divorce 17 3814 - 3869
01/29/2019 Default 1
09/09/2019 Defendant, Chalese Solinger's List Of Witnesses For Trial 3 631 - 636
11/06/2020 Defendant's Brief Regarding Confidentiality Agreement 12 2688 - 2694
05/18/2022 Defendant's Closing Brief 17 3772 - 3791
05/07/2021 Defendant's EDCR 7.17 Trial Brief 13 2956 - 2999
04/22/2021 Defendant's Emergency Motion To Allow Witness To Appear Virtually 13 2847 - 2859

03/03/2022 Defendant's Financial Disclosure Form 16 3582 - 3592
11/22/2019 Defendant's Joinder To Joshua Lloyd's Motion For Protective Order 

And Countermotion For Fees From Plaintiff To Defendant
5 1201 - 1212

11/15/2019 Defendant's Motion For A Custody Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And 
Related Relief

5 1054 - 1072

05/22/2020 Defendant's Motion For An Order To Show Cause As To Why Plaintiff 
Should Not Be Held In Contempt, For Orders Regarding Health 
Insurance And Spousal Support, For Attorney's Fees, And Related 
Relief

10 2243 - 2272

10/07/2020 Defendant's Motion For Clarification And Modification Of Court 
Release Regarding Custody Evaluation And For Sanctions And Fees 
Against Plaintiff

11 2596 - 2608

10/09/2019 Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support And Preliminary 
Attorney's Fees

3 716 - 731

07/29/2020 Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial (Second Request) 11 2509 - 2525
08/28/2019 Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial, And For Issuance Of New Trial 

Management Order, Or In The Alternative To Extend Discovery 
Deadlines (First Request)

3 571 - 583

07/20/2020 Defendant's Motion To Extend Rebuttal Expert Deadline And For 
Attorney's Fees

11 2473 - 2484

07/24/2020 Defendant's Motion To Extend Rebuttal Expert Deadline And For 
Attorney's Fees

11 2497 - 2508

03/16/2022 Defendant's Motion To Place On Calendar And Take Testimony 16 3606 - 3615
02/07/2019 Defendant's Motion To Set Aside Default; For Exclusive Possession Of 

The Marital Residence And Order Plaintiff To Assist In Making 
Mortgage Payments; For Medical Legal Custody Of The Minor 
Children, For An Order Referring The Parties To Mediation Pursuant 
To EDCR 5.70, For An Order Awarding Plaintiff Child Support; For 
An Order Awarding Plaintiff Alimony; And For Attorney Fees And 
Costs

1 48 - 61

09/30/2019 Defendant's Notice Of Seminar Completion - EDCR 5.302 3 672 - 674
09/20/2019 Defendant's Notice Of UNLV Seminar Completion EDCR 5.07 3 655 - 656

3993
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FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
01/02/2020 Defendant's Objection To Plaintiff's Brunzell Affidavit For Attorney's 

Fees And Costs
7 1630 - 1636

02/25/2020 Defendant's Objection To Plaintiff's Supplemental Appendix 8 1850 - 1852
01/11/2022 Defendant's Opposition 15 3401 - 3406
05/24/2022 Defendant's Opposition 17 3799 - 3813
11/07/2019 Defendant's Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Compel Discovery 

Responses And For Attorney's Fees
4 931 - 939

03/28/2021 Defendant's Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Modify Temporary 
Physical Custody Pending Trial And Countermotion For Sanctions And 
Attorney's Fees

13 2819 - 2832

05/03/2021 Defendant's Pre-Trial Memorandum 13 2900 - 2919
10/02/2019 Defendant's Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Renoticed Motion To 

Continue Trial, And For Issuance Of New Trial Management Order, Or 
In The Alternative To Extend Discovery Deadlines

3 693 - 702

11/18/2019 Defendant's Response To Plaintiff's Response In Support Of Opposition 
To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support And 
Preliminary Fees And Costs

5 1113 - 1128

01/23/2020 Discovery Cmmissioner's Report And Recommendations From 12/06/19 
Hearing

8 1740 - 1744

12/30/2019 Discovery Commissioners Report And Recommendations From 
12/06/19 Hearing

7 1576 - 1580

05/27/2022 Emergency Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On 
Plaintiffs Emergency Motion To Stay Judgement Pending Appeal

18 3947 - 3953

05/14/2019 Emergency Motion For A Change Of Custody; For Attorney's Fees And 
Costs And Related Relief

2 269 - 299

09/21/2021 Emergency Motion For Immediate Withdrawal Of Attorney 15 3321 - 3329
06/03/2021 Emergency Motion Regarding Summer Custodial Timeshare 14 3070 - 3092
08/04/2021 Emergency Motion To Address Defendant's Intent To Withhold The 

Minor Children
14 3253 - 3261

05/27/2022 Emergency Motion To Stay Judgement Pending Appeal 18 3927 - 3946
08/06/2021 Errata To Defendant's Opposition To Emergency To Address 

Defendant's Intent To Withhold The Minor Children And 
Countermotion For Compensatory Time, Fees And Sanctions

15 3285 - 3287

11/15/2019 Errata To Exhibits To Defendant's Motion For A Custody Evaluation, 
Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief

5 1110 - 1112

11/08/2019 Errata To Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Compel Discovery 
Responses And For Attorney's Fees

4 940 - 943

09/13/2022 Estimate Of Rough Draft Transcripts 18 3991 - 3992
10/12/2020 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 

Amended Motion For Clarification And Modification Of Court Release 
Regarding Custody Evaluation And For Sanctions And Fees Against 
Plaintiff

12 2643 - 2646

09/22/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 
Emergency Motion For Immediate Withdrawal Of Attorney

15 3330 - 3337



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
11/21/2019 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 

Motion For A Custody Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief
5 1198 - 1200

07/31/2020 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 
Motion To Continue Trial (Second Request)

11 2526 - 2529

07/21/2020 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 
Motion To Extend Rebuttal Expert Deadline And For Attorney's Fees

11 2485 - 2487

03/17/2022 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Defendant's 
Motion To Place On Calendar And Take Testimony

16 3626 - 3633

06/03/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Hearing For 
Plaintiff's Motion To Disqualify

14 3113 - 3118

06/24/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Hearing On 
Emergency Motion Regarding Summer Custodial Timeshare

14 3166 - 3170

03/19/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff''s 
Motion Modify Temporary Physical Custody Pending Trial

13 2809 - 2815

08/04/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 
Emergency Motion To Address Defendant's Intent To Withhold The 
Minor Children

15 3262 - 3269

01/05/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 
Motion To Reassign

12 2733 - 2779

05/18/2022 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 
Motion To Reconsider Decision After Defendant's Motion To Place On 
Calendar And Take Testimony

17 3765 - 3771

05/19/2022 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 
Motion To Reconsider Decision After Defendant's Motion To Place On 
Calendar And Take Testimony

17 3792 - 3798

01/04/2021 Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time On Plaintiff's 
Motion To Terminate Temporary Spousal Support.

12 2747 - 2753

06/03/2020 Ex Parte Application For An Order To Show Cause 10 2326 - 2362
06/05/2019 Ex Parte Motion For An Order Shortening Time 2 420 - 429
02/04/2020 Ex Parte Motion For An Order Shortening Time 8 1754 - 1757
03/31/2020 Ex Parte Motion For An Order Shortening Time 9 1984 - 1987
06/22/2020 Ex Parte Motion For An Order Shortening Time 11 2381 - 2384
11/14/2019 Ex Parte Motion For An Order To Release Electronics To Adam's 

Agent Or, In The Alternative, For An Order Barring The Release Of 
Electronics Until Further Court Order

5 1039 - 1053

06/23/2021 Ex Parte Motion For Leave To File Reply To Opposition To 
Countermotion

14 3136 - 3140

09/30/2019 Ex Parte Motion For Order Shortening Time To Hear Defendant's 
Motion To Continue Trial, And For Issuance Of New Trial 
Management Order, Or In The Alternative To Extend Discovery 
Deadlines

3 675 - 678



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
08/29/2019 Ex Parte Motion For Order Shortening Time To Hear Defendant's 

Motion To Continue Trial, And For Issuance Of New Trial 
Management Order, Or In The Alternative To Extend Discovery 
Deadlines (First Request0

3 604 - 608

02/05/2019 Ex Parte Motion To Vacate Or Continue Hearing 1 35 - 39
03/16/2020 Exhibit Appendix To Plaintiff's Motion For An Order To Show Cause 

And To Hold Defendant In Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The 
March 19, 2019 Order, The June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior 
Order Filed March 19, 2019; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And 
Related Relief And Counter Motion To Enforce Phone Contact With 
The Minor Children And For Attorney's Fees

8 1879 - 1892

11/22/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Joinder To Joshua Lloyd's Motion For 
Protective Order And Countermotion For Fees From Plaintiff To 
Defendant

5 1213 - 1222

11/15/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Motion For A Custody Evaluation, Attorney's 
Fees, And Related Relief

5 1073 - 1109

05/22/2020 Exhibits To Defendant's Motion For An Order To Show Cause As To 
Why Plaintiff Should Not Be Held In Contempt, For Order Regarding 
Health Insurance And Spousal Support, For Attorney's Fees, And 
Related Relief

10 2273 - 2307

10/09/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support And 
Preliminary Attorney's Fees

4 732 - 803

08/28/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial, And For Issuance 
Of New Trial Management Order, Or In The Alternative To Extend 
Discovery Deadlines (First Request)

3 584 - 598

11/18/2019 Exhibits To Defendant's Response To Plaintiff's Response In Support 
Of Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support 
And Preliminary Fees And Costs

5 1129 - 1163

06/03/2021 Exhibits To Emergency Motion Regarding Summer Custodial 
Timeshare

14 3093 - 3112

04/22/2021 Exhibits To Emergency Motion To Allow Witness To Appear Virtually 13 2860 - 2871

10/07/2020 Exhibits To Motion For Clarification And Modification Of Court 
Release Regarding Custody Evaluation And For Sanctions And Fees 
Against Plaintiff

11 2609 - 2628

12/21/2021 Exhibits To Motion To Expand Discovery To Include Up To Date 
Appclose Messages And Other Messages Sent By The Defendant

15 3382 - 3394

04/28/2020 Exhibits To Opposition To Motion For An Order To Permit Plaintiff 
To Retain The Sick Minor Children Pursuant To Their Pediatrician's 
Directive; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Countermotion For Make-Up Visitation Time; To Admonish Plaintiff 
To Abide By Joint Legal Custody Standards; For Attorney's Fees; And 
Related Relief

10 2163 - 2203



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
06/26/2020 Exhibits To Opposition To Motion To Address Upcoming Trial Date 

And Findings In Regard To Chalese's Refusal To Timely Facilitate The 
Completion Of The Child Custody Evaluation And Countermotion For 
Plaintiff To File An Updated Fdf, For Attorney's Fees, And Related 
Relief

11 2418 - 2434

03/28/2021 Exhibits To Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Modify Temporary 
Physical Custody Pending Trial And Countermotion For Sanctions And 
Attorney's Fees

13 2833 - 2846

12/06/2019 Exhibits To Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Motion For A 
Custody Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief And 
Opposition To Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

7 1416 - 1495

11/04/2019 Exhibits To Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Motion For 
Temporary Spousal Support And Preliminary Attorney's Fees And 
Opposition To Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

4 889 - 930

01/25/2022 Final Billing of Transctips 16
10/09/2019 Financial Disclosure Form 4 804 - 814
07/15/2019 General Fiancial Disclosure Form 3 501 - 511
02/01/2019 General Financial Disclosure Form 1 19 - 25
02/26/2019 General Financial Disclosure Form 1 174 - 184
09/24/2019 General Financial Disclosure Form 3 659 - 669
05/22/2020 General Financial Disclosure Form 10 2308 - 2317
06/30/2020 General Financial Disclosure Form 11 2444 - 2454
05/03/2021 General Financial Disclosure Form 13 2892 - 2899
09/01/2021 General Financial Disclosure Form 15 3306 - 3317
01/11/2019 Joint Preliminary Injunction 1 11 - 12
05/12/2022 Memorandum Of Fees And Costs 17 3747 - 3752
07/23/2019 Minute Order 3 512 - 514
02/13/2020 Minute Order 8 1789 - 1791
10/29/2020 Minute Order 12 2685 - 2687
11/10/2020 Minute Order 12 2703 - 2704
01/08/2021 Minute Order 12 2780 - 2781
05/27/2021 Minute Order 14 3052 - 3053
06/09/2021 Minute Order 14 3127 - 3128
07/22/2021 Minute Order 14 3251 - 3252
08/05/2021 Minute Order 15 3270 - 3271
08/26/2021 Minute Order 15 3303 - 3305
03/07/2022 Minute Order 16 3604 - 3605
08/28/2019 Minute Order - No Hearing Held 3 565 - 567
03/31/2020 Motion For A Change Of Custody Based On Defendant's Endangerment 

Of The Minor Children; For Marie's Birth Certificate; For Attorney's 
Fees And Costs And Related Relief

9 1960 - 1983

06/13/2019 Motion For An Order To Show Cause 2 472 - 484

3577



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
02/21/2020 Motion For An Order To Show Cause And To Hold Defendant In 

Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The March 19, 2019 Order, The 
June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior Order Filed March 19, 2019; 
For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief

8 1815 - 1832

07/25/2019 Motion For Division Of The Proceeds From The Sale Of The Marital 
Home, And For Attorney's Fees

3 515 - 520

03/16/2022 Motion For Order Shortening Time 16 3616 - 3622
11/19/2019 Motion For Protective Order 5 1164 - 1176
12/27/2019 Motion For Reconsideration Of The Court's December 9, 2019 

Decision; For Proof Of Chalese's Auto Insurance For The Last Year; 
And Related Relief

7 1557 - 1575

06/26/2021 Motion For Sanctions 14 3177 - 3186
04/22/2021 Motion In Limine To Recognize Dr. Paglini As Neutral Expert 13 2872 - 2877
12/21/2021 Motion To Expand Discovery To Include Up To Date Appclose 

Messges And Other Messages Sent By The Defendant
15 3374 - 3381

03/18/2021 Motion To Modify Temporary Physical Custody Pending Trial 13 2799 - 2808
05/13/2022 Motion To Reconsider Decision After Defendant's Motion To Place On 

Calendar And Take Testimony
17 3753 - 3764

08/23/2019 Motion To Withdraw And Adjudicate Attorney's Lien 3 542 - 561
01/27/2020 Motion To Withdraw As Attorney Of Record For Defendant 8 1745 - 1753
02/06/2020 No Contact Order 8 1758 - 1760
08/03/2020 Non-Opposition To Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial And 

Countermotion For Sanctions
11 2530 - 2543

09/22/2021 Non-Opposition To Request For Order Shortening Time; Opposition To 
Facts Contained Within Request For Order Shortening Time

15 3338 - 3356

02/21/2019 Notice Of 16.2 Early Case Conference 1 91 - 92
09/02/2020 Notice Of Appeal 11 2566 - 2568
05/27/2022 Notice Of Appeal 18 3954 - 3955
12/27/2021 Notice Of Appearance 15 3395 - 3397
02/14/2019 Notice Of Appearance Of Attorney 1 87 - 88
05/07/2021 Notice Of Association Of Co-Counsel In An Unbundled Capacity 13 3000 - 3001
03/20/2019 Notice Of Association Of Counsel 1 225 - 226
08/23/2019 Notice Of Attorney's Lien 3 562 - 564
01/12/2021 Notice Of Department Reassignment 12 2782 - 2784
05/26/2022 Notice Of Entry 18 3870 - 3926
05/31/2022 Notice Of Entry 18 3978 - 3983
08/28/2019 Notice Of Entry Of August 28, 2019 Minute Order 3 599 - 603
07/26/2019 Notice Of Entry Of July 23, 2019 Minute Order 3 521 - 524
02/06/2020 Notice Of Entry Of No Contact Order 8 1761 - 1766
01/22/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 8 1665 - 1668
02/06/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 8 1775 - 1784
05/27/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 10 2321 - 2325
07/06/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 11 2463 - 2472
09/10/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order 11 2579 - 2584



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
03/09/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 13 2790 - 2796
05/04/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 13 2950 - 2955
06/04/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 14 3122 - 3126
06/28/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 14 3211 - 3215
07/06/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 14 3226 - 3231
07/06/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order 14 3232 - 3239
04/22/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of April 6, 2020 9 2079 - 2085
10/04/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of August 1, 2019 3 708 - 715
05/14/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of February 26, 2020 10 2212 - 2222
08/22/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of June 17, 2019 3 532 - 541
05/03/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of March 19, 2019 2 251 - 268
12/12/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of October 3, 2019 7 1549 - 1555
11/22/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order After Hearing Of September 6, 2019 6 1226 - 1231
09/21/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order From October 9, 2019 Hearing 11 2585 - 2589
02/20/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order On Discovery Commissioner's Report And 

Recommendations
8 1800 - 1809

11/21/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order Shortening Time 5 1193 - 1197
04/02/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order Shortening Time 9 1999 - 2003
06/22/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order Shortening Time 11 2387 - 2391
10/21/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order Shortening Time 12 2680 - 2684
08/10/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Order To Continue Trial 11 2557 - 2562
03/13/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Order To Seal Records 1 187 - 191
09/27/2021 Notice Of Entry Of Order To Withdraw As Counsel Of Record 15 3364 - 3369
11/16/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Stipulation And Order 12 2718 - 2726
04/23/2019 Notice Of Entry Of Stipulation And Order Modifying Timeshare 1 230 - 235
06/29/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Stipulation And Order Regarding The Orders To 

Show Cause
11 2438 - 2443

04/01/2020 Notice Of Entry Of Stipulation And Order To Provide CPS Records 
And Drug Test Results To The Child Custody Evaluator

9 1991 - 1996

07/21/2020 Notice Of Entry Of The Stipulation And Order To Withdraw 11 2491 - 2496
09/09/2019 Notice Of Intent To File Opposition To Prior Counsel's Motion To 

Adjudicate Attorney's Lien
3 637 - 639

02/12/2020 Notice Of Non-Opposition To Motion To Withdraw As Attorney Of 
Record For Defendant

8 1787 - 1788

09/17/2019 Notice Of Seminar Completion 3 653 - 654
03/25/2020 Notice Of Seminar Completion EDCR 5.302 8 1894 - 1896
01/23/2020 Notice Of Withdrawal Of Attorney Of Record 8 1669 - 1671
11/26/2019 Objection To Discovery Commissioners Report And Recommendations 

Filed November 12, 2019
6 1232 - 1244

05/27/2022 Opposition And Countermotion 18 3956 - 3972
06/18/2021 Opposition To Defendant's Emergency Motion Regarding Custodial 

Timeshare
14 3129 - 3135



ALPHABETICAL INDEX

FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
12/04/2019 Opposition To Defendant's Motion For A Custody Evaluation, 

Attorney's Fees And Related Relief And Countermotion For Attorney's 
Fees And Costs

6 1374 - 1405

10/23/2019 Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal Support 
And Preliminary Attorney's Fees And Countermotion For Attorney's 
Fees And Costs

4 815 - 842

08/30/2019 Opposition To Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial, And For 
Issuance Of New Trial Management Order, Or In The Alternative To 
Extend Discovery Deadlines (First Request); And Countermotion To 
Strike The Substitution Of Attorneys

3 609 - 624

10/02/2019 Opposition To Defendant's Renoticed Motion To Continue Trial, And 
For Issuance Of New Trial Management Order, Or In The Alternative 
To Extend Discovery Deadlines

3 681 - 692

08/06/2021 Opposition To Emergency Motion To Address Defendant's Intent To 
Withhold The Minor Children And Countermotion For Compensatory 
Time, Fees And Sanctions

15 3272 - 3284

09/13/2019 Opposition To Louis C. Schneider's Motion To Adjudicate Attorney's 
Lien

3 640 - 650

04/28/2020 Opposition To Motion For An Order To Permit Plaintiff To Retain The 
Sick Minor Children Pursuant To Their Pediatrician's Directive; For 
Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And Countermotion For 
Make-Up Visitation Time; To Admonish Plaintiff To Abide By Joint 
Legal Custody Standards; For Attorney's Fees; And Related Relief

10 2130 - 2162

06/29/2019 Opposition To Motion For An Order To Show Cause And 
Countermotion

2 485 - 500

06/27/2021 Opposition To Motion For Sanctions And Countermotion For 
Attorney's Fees And Sanctions

14 3187 - 3207

06/26/2020 Opposition To Motion To Address Upcoming Trial Date And Findings 
In Regard To Chalese's Refusal To Timely Facilitate The Completion 
Of The Child Custody Evaluation And Countermotion For Plaintiff To 
File An Updated Fdf, For Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief

11 2392 - 2417

05/14/2021 Opposition To Motion To Disqualify And Countermotion For 
Attorney's Fees And Sanctions

14 3017 - 3047

12/28/2020 Opposition To Motion To Terminate Temporary Spousal Support And 
Countermotion For Attorney's Fees

12 2734 - 2746

11/26/2019 Opposition To Mr. Lloyd's Motion For Protective Order And 
Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

6 1281 - 1296

05/28/2019 Opposition To Plaintiff's Emergency Motion For A Change Of 
Custody/Spousal Support/Child Support, For Attorney's Fees And Costs 
And Related Relief. Counter Motion For Change Of Custody For 
Primary Physical And Sole Legal Custody, Psychological Evaluation Of 
The Plaintiff

2 405 - 419
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FILED DOCUMENT VOL. PAGES
04/02/2020 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion For A Change Of Custody Based On 

Defendant's Endangerment Of The Minor Children; For Marie's Birth 
Certificate; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Countermotion For An Order To Show Cause, Compensatory Visitation 
Time, And Attorney's Fees

9 2007 - 2028

03/16/2020 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion For An Order To Show Cause And To 
Hold Defendant In Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The March 19, 
2019 Order, The June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior Order Filed 
March 19, 2019; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief 
And Counter Motion To Enforce Phone Contact With The Minor 
Children And For Attorney's Fees

8 1857 - 1878

01/03/2020 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion For Reconsideration Of The Court's 
December 9, 2019 Decision; For Proof Of Chalese's Auto Insurance For 
The Last Year; And Related Relief; And Countermotion To Restore 
Joint Physical Custody And For Attorney's Fees

7 1637 - 1660

04/27/2021 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion In Limine 13 2878 - 2884
10/20/2020 Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Clarify Court's June 30th Order 

After Hearing
12 2647 - 2657

07/04/2021 Order (April 30, 2021 Hearing) 14 3216 - 3219
08/08/2021 Order (July 8, 2021 Hearing) 15 3288 - 3292
10/20/2021 Order (September 27, 2021) 15 3370 - 3373
05/13/2020 Order After Hearing February 26, 2020 10 2204 - 2211
10/03/2019 Order After Hearing Of August 1, 2019 3 703 - 707
08/21/2019 Order After Hearing Of June 17, 2019 3 525 - 531
05/03/2019 Order After Hearing Of March 19, 2019 1 236 - 250
12/12/2019 Order After Hearing Of October 3, 2019 7 1545 - 1548
11/22/2019 Order After Hearing Of September 6, 2019 6 1223 - 1225
02/07/2019 Order For Family Mediation Center Services 1
05/09/2022 Order From April 14, 2022 Motion Hearing 17 3743 - 3746
04/22/2020 Order From April 6, 2020 Hearing 9 2075 - 2078
02/06/2020 Order From December 9, 2019 Hearing 8 1767 - 1774
03/09/2021 Order From February 18, 2021 Hearing 13 2785 - 2789
02/08/2022 Order From January 21, 2022 Trial 16 3578 - 3581
07/06/2020 Order From June 1, 2020 Hearing 11 2455 - 2462
09/10/2020 Order From June 30, 2020 Hearing 11 2575 - 2578
05/04/2021 Order From March 30, 2021 Hearing 13 2946 - 2949
07/04/2021 Order From May 10, 2021 14 3220 - 3225
08/19/2020 Order From The Hearing Held October 9, 2019 11 2563 - 2565
01/22/2020 Order On Discovery Commissioner's Report And Recommendations 7 1663 - 1664
02/19/2020 Order On Discovery Commissioner's Report And Recommendations 8 1792 - 1799
05/31/2022 Order Re: Stay 18 3973 - 3977
02/26/2020 Order Referring To Judical Settlement Program 8 1854 - 1855
02/07/2019 Order Setting Case Management Conference And Directing Compliance 

With NRCP 16.2
1 76 - 85

86
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09/16/2019 Order Setting Case Management Conference And Directing Compliance 

With NRCP 16.2
3 651 - 652

09/04/2019 Order Shortening Time 3 625 - 626
10/01/2019 Order Shortening Time 3 679 - 680
11/21/2019 Order Shortening Time 5 1180 - 1181
04/01/2020 Order Shortening Time 9 1997 - 1998
06/22/2020 Order Shortening Time 11 2385 - 2386
10/21/2020 Order Shortening Time 12 2677 - 2679
03/23/2021 Order Shortening Time 13 2816 - 2818
06/28/2021 Order Shortening Time 14 3208 - 3210
09/22/2021 Order Shortening Time 15 3357 - 3359
03/16/2022 Order Shortening Time 16 3623 - 3625
06/04/2021 Order Shortening Time On Hearing For Plaintiff's Motion To 

Disqualify
14 3119 - 3121

08/10/2020 Order To Continue Trial 11 2553 - 2556
03/12/2019 Order To Seal Records Pursuant To NRS 125.110(2) 1 185 - 186
05/27/2020 Order To Show Cause 10 2318 - 2320
02/20/2020 Order To Withdraw As Counsel Of Record 8 1810 - 1811
09/24/2021 Order To Withdraw As Counsel Of Record 15 3360 - 3363
03/18/2022 Pecos Law Group's Memorandum Of Fees And Costs Per Court's 

Instruction On March 4, 2022
17 3634 - 3742

02/14/2019 Petition To Seal Records Pursuant To NRS 125.110(2) 1 89 - 90
11/13/2020 Plaintiff's Brief Regarding Confidentiality Agreement 12 2705 - 2710
12/31/2019 Plaintiff's Brunzell Affidavit For Attorney's Fees And Costs 7 1581 - 1629
07/08/2021 Plaintiff's Financial Disclosure Form 14 3240 - 3250
03/04/2022 Plaintiff's Financial Disclosure Form 16 3593 - 3603
05/15/2019 Plaintiff's Initial Expert Witness List 2 392 - 400
03/12/2021 Plaintiff's List Of Contested Art In His Possession And Art Believed To 

Be In Defendant's Possession
13 2797 - 2798

04/26/2020 Plaintiff's Motion For An Order To Permit Plaintiff To Retain The Sick 
Minor Children Pursuant To Their Pediatrician's Directive, For 
Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief

9 2086 - 2099

06/19/2020 Plaintiff's Motion To Address Upcoming Trial Date And Findings In 
Regard To Chalese's Refusal To Timely Facilitate The Completion Of 
The Child Custody Evaluation

10 2367 - 2380

10/07/2020 Plaintiff's Motion To Clarify Courts June 30th Order After Hearing 11 2590 - 2595
10/24/2019 Plaintiff's Motion To Compel Discovery Responses And For Attorney's 

Fees
4 851 - 868

05/13/2021 Plaintiff's Motion To Disqualify 13 3002 - 3016
01/05/2021 Plaintiff's Motion To Reassign 12 2766 - 2732
12/14/2020 Plaintiff's Motion To Terminate Temporary Spousal Support 12 2727 - 2733
12/12/2019 Plaintiff's Notice Of UNLV Seminar Completion EDCR 5.07 7 1556
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02/26/2019 Plaintiff's Opposition To Amended Motion To Set Aside Default; For 

Exclusive Possession Of The Marital Residence And Ordering Plaintiff 
To Assist In Making Mortgage Payments; For Medical Legal Custody 
Of The Minor Children; For An Order Referring The Parties To 
Mediation Pursuant To EDCR 5.70, For An Order Awarding Plaintiff 
Child Support; For An Order Awarding Defendant Alimony; And For 
Attorney's Fees And Costs Primary Physical Custody, Child Support, 
And Attorney's Fees And Costs And Countermotion For Joint Legal 
Custody; Primary Physical Custody To Plaintiff And Supervised 
Visitation To Defendant; To Establish Child Support; To Establish 
Payment Of Marital Expenses; For An Order Protecting The Parties 
Community Property; Defendant To Obtain Employment And To 
Cooperate In A Vocational Assessment

1 97 - 125

04/29/2021 Plaintiff's Opposition To Defendant's Emergency Motion To Allow 
Witness To Appear Virtually

13 2885 - 2891

10/20/2020 Plaintiff's Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Clarification And 
Modification Of Court Release Regarding Custody Evaluation And For 
Sanctions And Fees Against Plaintiff

12 2658 - 2676

05/03/2021 Plaintiff's Pre-Trial Memorandum 13 2920 - 2945
11/29/2019 Plaintiff's Reply In Support Of Motion To Compel Discovery 

Responses And For Attorney's Fees
6 1333 - 1345

01/23/2020 Plaintiff's Reply In Support Of Plaintiff's Motion For Reconsideration 
Of The Court's December 9, 2019 Decision; For Proof Of Chalese's 
Auto Insurance For The Last Year; And Related Relief; And Opposition 
To Defendant's Countermotion To Restore Joint Physical Custody And 
For Attorney's Fees

8 1672 - 1704

01/09/2019 Proof Of Service 1
09/30/2019 Re-Notice Of Hearing For Defendant's Motion To Continue Trial, And 

For Issuance Of New Trial Management Order, Or In The Alternative 
To Extend Discovery Deadlines

3 670 - 671

01/06/2020 Receipt Of Check 7
01/06/2020 Receipt Of Check 7

02/28/2020 Receipt Of Check 8

03/20/2020 Receipt Of Check 8
01/25/2022 Receipt of Copy of Transcript 16
12/09/2019 Referral Order For Outsourced Evaluation Services 7
06/11/2019 Reply In Support Of Emergency Motion For A Change Of Custody; 

For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And Opposition To 
Countermotion For Change Of Custody For Primary Physical And Sole 
Legal Custody, Psychological Evaluation Of The Plaintiff

2 430 - 453

08/23/2021 Reply In Support Of Emergency Motion To Address Defendant S Intent 
To Withhold The Minor Children

15 3293 - 3302

1661
1662

1856

1893
3575
1540

10
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04/03/2020 Reply In Support Of Motion For A Change Of Custody Based On 

Defendant's Endangerment Of The Minor Children; For Marie's Birth 
Certificate; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Opposition To Countermotion For An Order To Show Cause, 
Compensatory Visitation Time, And Attorney's Fees

9 2029 - 2045

05/19/2020 Reply In Support Of Motion For An Order To Permit Plaintiff To 
Retain The Sick Minor Children Pursuant To Their Pediatrician S 
Directives; For Attorney S Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Opposition To Countermotion For Make-Up Visitation Time; To 
Admonish Plaintiff To Abide By Joint Legal Custody Standards; For 
Attorney S Fees; And Related Relief

10 2223 - 2242

03/30/2020 Reply In Support Of Motion For An Order To Show Cause And To 
Hold Defendant In Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The March 19, 
2019 Order, The June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior Order Filed 
March 19, 2019; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief 
And Partial Opposition To Countermotion To Enforce Phone Contact 
With The Minor Children And For Attorney's Fees

9 1897 - 1918

01/19/2022 Reply In Support Of Motion To Expand Discovery To Include Up To 
Date Appclose Messages And Other Messages Sent By The Defendant

15 3407 - 3415

02/25/2019 Reply To Counterclaim For Divorce 1 93 - 96
03/18/2019 Reply To Opposition And Countermotion 1 192 - 195
12/06/2019 Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Motion For A Custody 

Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief And Opposition To 
Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

6 1406 - 1415

11/04/2019 Reply To Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Temporary Spousal 
Support And Preliminary Attorney's Fees And Opposition To 
Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

4 869 - 888

06/25/2021 Reply To Opposition To Emergency Motion Regarding Summer 
Custodial Timeshare

14 3171 - 3176

06/02/2021 Reply To Opposition To Motion To Disqualify And Opposition To 
Countermotion For Fees And Sanctions

14 3054 - 3069

01/04/2021 Reply To Opposition To Motion To Terminate Temporary Spousal 
Suppot And Opposition To Countermotion

12 2754 - 2765

11/09/2020 Reply To Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To Clarify Court's June 30th 
Order After Hearing

12 2695 - 2702

08/05/2020 Reply To Plaintiff's Non-Opposition To Defendant's Motion To 
Continue Trial And Opposition To Plaintiff's Countermotion For 
Sanctions

11 2544 - 2552

12/02/2019 Reply To Plaintiff's Opposition To Mr. Lloyd's Motion For Protective 
Order And Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

6 1346 - 1373

12/27/2021 Request And Order To Release Records 15 3398 - 3400
02/26/2020 Request For Child Protection Service Appearance And Records 8
01/04/2019 Request For Issuance Of Joint Preliminary Injunction 1

1853
7
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09/08/2022 Request For Rough Draft Transcript 18 3988 - 3990
02/12/2020 Request For Submission Of Motion To Withdraw As Counsel Of 

Record
8 1785 - 1786

11/12/2019 Response In Support Of Opposition 4 944 - 971
05/24/2021 Response To Defendant's Motion To Disqualify Judge 14 3048 - 3051
06/07/2020 Schedule Of Arrearages 10 2363 - 2366
12/06/2019 Second Supplemental Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's 

Response In Support Of Opposition To Defendant's Motion For 
Temporary Spousal Support And Preliminary Fees And Costs

7 1496 - 1536

04/22/2019 Stipulation And Order Modifying Timeshare 1 227 - 229
11/13/2020 Stipulation And Order Regarding Confidentiality Agreement 12 2711 - 2717
06/29/2020 Stipulation And Order Regarding Orders To Show Cause 11 2435 - 2437
03/31/2020 Stipulation And Order To Provide CPS Records And Drug Test Results 

To The Child Custody Evaluator
9 1988 - 1990

07/21/2020 Stipulation And Order To Withdraw 11 2488 - 2490
08/28/2019 Substitution Of Attorneys 3 568 - 570
04/02/2020 Substitution Of Attorneys 9 2004 - 2006
02/20/2020 Substituttion Of Attorney 8 1812 - 1814
01/09/2019 Summons 1 8 - 9
02/24/2020 Supplemental Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Motion 

For Reconsideration Of The Court's December 9, 2019 Decision; For 
Proof Of Chalese's Auto Insurance For The Last Year; And Related 
Relief

8 1833 - 1849

03/30/2020 Supplemental Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Reply In 
Support Of Motion For An Order To Show Cause And To Hold 
Defendant In Contempt Of Court For Violation Of The March 19, 2019 
Order, The June 17, 2019 Order, And The Behavior Order Filed March 
19, 2019; For Attorney's Fees And Costs And Related Relief And 
Partial Opposition To Countermotion To Enforce Phone Contact With 
The Minor Children And For Attorney's Fees

9 1919 - 1959

11/21/2019 Supplemental Appendix Of Exhibits In Support Of Plaintiff's Response 
In Support Of Opposition To Defendant's Motion For Temporary 
Spousal Support And Preliminary Fees And Costs

5 1182 - 1192

12/06/2019 Supplemental Declaration To Reply To Opposition To Defendant's 
Motion For A Custody Evaluation, Attorney's Fees, And Related Relief 
And Opposition To Countermotion For Attorney's Fees And Costs

7 1537 - 1539

11/02/2022 Transcript from April 14, 2022 Hearing (Trial Decision) 22 4771 - 4791
11/02/2022 Transcript from January 21, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 2) 19 3994 - 4155
11/02/2022 Transcript from March 1, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 3) 20 4156 - 4402
11/02/2022 Transcript from March 2, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 4) 21 4403 - 4669
11/02/2022 Transcript from March 3, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 5) 22 4670 - 4770
01/25/2022 Transcript from May 10, 2021 Evidentiary Hearing (Trial Day 1) 16 3416 - 3574
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ROPP 
Vincent Mayo, Esq.  
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com  
Attorney for Plaintiff                

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
 
Date of Hearing: April 7, 2020 
Time of Hearing: 9:30 a.m. 
 

 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE AND TO HOLD DEFENDANT IN CONTEMPT OF 
COURT FOR VIOLATION OF THE MARCH 19, 2019 ORDER, 
THE JUNE 17, 2019 ORDER, AND THE BEHAVIOR ORDER 

FILED MARCH 19, 2019; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 
AND RELATED RELIEF AND PARTIAL OPPOSITION TO 

COUNTERMOTION TO ENFORCE PHONE CONTACT WITH 
THE MINOR CHILDREN AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES 

 
NOW INTO COURT comes Plaintiff, ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 

by and through his attorney, Vincent Mayo, Esq., of The Abrams & Mayo 

Law Firm, and hereby submits his REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 

FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AND TO HOLD DEFENDANT IN 

CONTEMPT OF COURT FOR VIOLATION OF THE MARCH 19, 2019 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
3/30/2020 12:04 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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ORDER, THE JUNE 17, 2019 ORDER, AND THE BEHAVIOR ORDER 

FILED MARCH 19, 2019; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND 

RELATED RELIEF AND PARTIAL OPPOSITION TO 

COUNTERMOTION TO ENFORCE PHONE CONTACT WITH THE 

MINOR CHILDREN AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES. 

This Reply and Opposition is made and based upon the attached 

Points and Authorities, all papers and pleadings on file herein, and any 

oral argument adduced at the hearing of this matter. 

Dated Monday, March 30, 2020. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.________ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. REPLY 

Adam’s motion has an important function: It seeks to protect the 

parties’ children from Chalese’s continuous terrible judgment, selfishness 

and reckless disregard. Evidently, the children’s security and welfare are 

not enough of a reason for Chalese to follow this Court’s orders, leaving 
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Adam no option but to pursue this motion. Again, if Chalese would simply 

follow this Court’s orders, this motion would not be necessary.  

Chalese’s Withholding of the Minor Children 

Adam only seeks to hold Chalese in violation of the Court’s orders 

that occurred after the June 17, 2019 hearing, during which the Court 

changed custody. One of those times was on August 2, 2019, when Chalese 

admits that she picked the children up early in violation of Adam’s time. 

Chalese’s claim that she could pick the children up early is undermined by 

the fact she had previously asked to have the children early during Adam’s 

time, something Adam refused.  

The reason this issue is still relevant is that Adam will get off of work 

early and pick the children up on his day to enjoy time with them. 

Chalese’s wish to have the children during Adam’s time obviously denies 

him of this time. 

Chalese complains that she sometimes has to pick the children up 

from Adam’s home when Adam picks the children up early from school 

but Adam’s home is just over a mile from the school, meaning Chalese 

does not have to drive much farther. However, when Chalese comes to 

Adam’s neighborhood to pick up the children, he lets her in quickly when 

Chalese lets Adam know she is on her way there.  

/// 
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It must be remembered that early on in this litigation, Adam stated 

he was willing to come to an agreement as to a school for the children and 

offered the present one based on its academics, facilities, teachers and 

location. Chalese stated in Court on March 19th that she was fine with 

whichever school Adam chose; that agreement is reflected in the March 

19th order.  

Adam has not withheld custody from Chalese except for one time, 

when Chalese had admitted she wanted the children to drive them to 

Idaho, even though she stated she was taking a drug that barred her from 

driving. This Court held that Adam, after first attempting to resolve the 

situation via counsel and an ex parte motion, acted prudently in 

withholding the children.  

Josh Threatening Adam 

The Court found at the February 26, 2020 hearing that Josh had 

physically threatened Adam and that Josh’s behavior reflected badly on 

Chalese. This is relevant since the behavior order filed on March 27, 2019 

states the parties are to keep their significant other’s from harassing the 

other party. Hence, the Behavior Order is intended to make Chalese 

accountable for Josh’s conduct as a significant other–and in fact pseudo-

husband–as such, Josh’s exposure to the children is completely within 

Chalese’s control. Worse, and despite Chalese knowing her pseudo- 
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husband has a criminal past, a drug addiction and propensity towards 

violent crime, she remains with him. 

As for Chalese’s claim that Adam was not entitled to have the 

children on December 7, 2019, this is not true. Under the terms of the 

parties’ holiday and vacation plan, either can request vacation time during 

the other’s regular timeshare. On September 13, 2019, Adam sent Chalese 

an AppClose message stating he was exercising his right to have the 

children on December 7, 2019 for some of his vacation time.1 Chalese was 

not opposed to this. However, when Adam reminded Chalese on 

December 6th, Chalese suddenly protested, stating she had “plans for that 

day”2 even though she knew for three months December 7th was Adam’s 

time. Hence,  Adam was entitled to be at Chalese’s home on December 7th 

to pick up the children. As for confusion over Christmas Eve and 

Christmas Day, there was none – Chalese simply ignored the parties’ prior 

agreement (which was confirmed in writing). Regardless, Adam’s 

December 7th time with the children and Christmas Eve / Day time are 

two separate events and addressed separately by the parties. 

/// 

/// 

 
1 See Exhibit 13. 
2 See the December 6th and December 7th AppClose messages between the parties, 
attached as Exhibit 14. 
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Adam Cooperates with Chalese as to Phone Calls 

Adam was in fact the one who first requested to have set times for 

calls with the children. Adam adheres to the agreed upon time as much as 

possible, which is a vast majority of the time. However, there have been 

times, due to the young children falling asleep early or eating dinner late, 

that they have not been available or could not speak right away. However, 

this has only been a handful of times and each time, Adam offered to make 

up the calls as soon after as possible. Further, these delays sometimes 

occurred when Adam was with Michael at his speech therapy sessions. 

Surely Chalese cannot hold this against Adam. Chalese knows these few 

times were the exception, which is why she did not bring a motion to hold 

Adam in contempt.  If anyone has violated this provision, it is Chalese, 

who will flat out refuse Adam’s facetime calls with the children without 

explanation as to why. 

Chalese’s Marijuana Addiction 

Chalese can play dumb as to her addiction but the facts speak for 

themselves: 

 Chalese stated at the March 26, 2019 hearing that she had not 

used marijuana for a long time but then tested positive later the 

same day. 

/// 
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 Chalese stated at the March 26, 2019 hearing that she would not 

use marijuana anymore (which was made an order during the 

March 26th hearing) but then tested positive three months later, 

on June 19, 2019. 

 Chalese states Josh smokes around her and the children, 

something she apparently has no issue with. 

 At times, Chalese’s statements to Adam are incoherent and 

nonsensical (as if she were under the influence of drugs). 

 Adam notified Chalese via text on August 7, 2019 that she needed 

to go in for drug testing but Chalese refused, not doing so until 

the next day. Chalese claims it was because the drug testing 

facility was only open until 5:00 p.m. and ignores the fact that 

there was another facility that was open after 5:00 p.m. 

 Adam next requested Chalese to go in for drug testing on 

September 4, 2019. Instead of going in right away, Chalese was 

caught by Adam’s PI buying several products, including a drug 

detox kit, from a smoke shop and going home to use them prior 

to showing up for testing just before the deadline to test. Chalese 

later admitted to this during her deposition.  

Chalese, having been caught in numerous lies, now tries to get out 

of the Court’s order by claiming she is entitled to use marijuana for 
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“medical purposes.” However, if Chalese had a legitimate medical reason 

to use marijuana (which she doesn’t and never has), she would not have 

stated she did not use it at the March 19th hearing nor agreed at the same 

time to not use marijuana going forward. Further, Chalese tried to get on 

the medical marijuana registry to get a medical marijuana card just three 

days after the March 19, 2019 hearing.3 The timing of Chalese’s 

application for a medical marijuana card makes it obvious Chalese had no 

medical issue requiring her using marijuana in any circumstance. Rather, 

it was a case of Chalese going back on her word after the hearing and 

trying to find a way around the Court’s order. The same applies to 

Chalese’s continued use of alcohol when she has the children, something 

the Court also barred Chalese from using.  

Chalese’s claim that she should not be required to test for a “legal 

substance” ignores the fact that it is not the legality of a substance, but a 

person’s proclivity to abuse it, as well as the affects it has on their 

parenting ability, that need to be considered. This is often seen in cases 

involving alcohol. Further, marijuana can be addictive.4 While not the 

norm, the National Institute on Drug Abuse released data that people can 

develop “marijuana use disorder,” especially with people with underlying 

 
3 See the high-lighted portion of Chalese’s Capital One credit card statement dated 
March 26, 2019, attached as Exhibit 15.  
4 https://www.drugabuse.gov/drugs-abuse/marijuana. 
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mental illness such as depression, anxiety, and post-traumatic stress, 

etc.–all conditions which Chalese claims she has, but supposedly takes 

other medications for.  

Living with someone who continues to use marijuana (and therefore 

is an enabler), such as Josh, simply makes things worse. Chalese claims 

Josh does not use marijuana around her or the children but the deposition 

of the mother of Josh’s daughter, Josh’s statements during his TRO 

hearing, Adam and Jessica personally witnessing Josh using marijuana 

while the children are with Chalese (and photos of same), all evidence this 

is a lie by Chalese. 

Chalese claims that Josh did not have an opportunity during the 

TRO hearing to deny his using marijuana around the children, but this is 

another blatant lie. A review of the transcript from the January 8, 2020 

TRO hearing shows that after Adam told the Judge Amy Chelini that Josh 

was smoking and drinking on the day in question, when Chalese had the 

children, the Judge stated: 

THE COURT: Okay. Sir [to Josh], I appreciate you not interrupting, 
and that's kind of like how we like to do things. Now it's your turn. 
Go ahead, Mr. Lloyd, and tell me what's going on or what's your 
response?5 

 
/// 
 
/// 

 
5 Page 8 of the January 8, 2020 hearing transcript. 
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Chalese’s Continued Violation of the June 17, 2019 Order 
that Bars Josh from Driving the Minor Children 
 

The Court barred Josh from driving the parties’ minor children with 

no exceptions.6 Despite this, Chalese tries to conjure up excuses, such as 

Adam having Chalese followed by a PI caused her “anxiety”, resulting in 

her taking a medication that barred her from driving. If a parent is 

following court orders and not being reckless in their care of the children, 

they have no reason to fear a PI.  

Chalese has tens of thousands of dollars for this litigation and 

therefore could have placed a PI on Adam; despite this, Adam suffers no 

anxiety from this possibility as he knows he is following the Court’s orders 

and is acting in the children’s best interests. Meanwhile, Chalese is 

observed letting Josh drive the minor children, buying and using a drug 

detox after being requested to drug test, endangering the children by 

speeding in excess of 100 miles per hour, weaving in and out of traffic and 

using her cell phone, all while the children were in her truck with her. 

 
6 The Court had good reason to forbid this, which included Josh’s terrible driving 
record and his propensity to abuse marijuana. It now appears that Josh continues to 
drive while under the influence of marijuana. During her deposition, Carmen Divasio-
Watson, the mother of Ariel, Josh’s youngest child, testified that in November 2019 
she witnessed Josh having a large container of marijuana, a loaded marijuana pipe 
and a lighter in the center consol of his truck during the exchange of their child. Photos 
of the marijuana, pipe and lighter in the front consol were disclosed to Chalese. 
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As for Chalese’s claim that Josh has not driven the children since the 

June 17th hearing, this is just another lie by Chalese. Adam’s PI, Elite 

Investigations, observed Josh driving the children several times, namely 

on September 6, 2019, September 14, 2019 and October 31, 2019.7 Chalese 

cannot claim she did not know this was occurring as Chalese was observed 

sitting in the passenger seat both times.  

Chalese’s Violations of the Behavior Order 

Chalese claims she is doing everything she can to abide by the 

behavior order but it is clear “everything she can” actually means nothing.  

She admits: 

 That she knew Josh was making negative posts on Adam’s former 

employer’s website and that Josh stated he would take them 

down if Adam left him out of the litigation; 

 That Josh’s stepmother tried to get Adam fired over him not 

signing off on a quitclaim deed (that Adam had no obligation to 

do but simply stated that he wanted an order stating he was not 

waiving any interest in any new residence paid for by community 

funds); 

 Josh disparages Adam on Facebook; and 

 
7 See the relevant portion of the November 18, 2019 PI report, attached as Exhibit 16. 
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 That she regularly curses at Adam and insults both him and his 

significant other, as well as her minor child Courtney.  

Hence, Chalese has NO CONTROL and no desire to control those in 

violation of the behavior order. 

As for the minor children, Adam has not coached them and their 

statements, especially Michael’s, are their own. If anyone is acting in an 

unacceptable manner, it is Chalese. She is the one who in fact posted on 

Facebook a mock child interview she conducted with the children, as 

Exhibit 10 to Adam’s February 24, 2020 Supplemental Appendix of 

Exhibits shows. 

In summary, the Court can see that Chalese’s attempt to play the 

victim is just a charade. She is the one who consistently shows terrible 

judgment, bad behavior and recklessly endangers the parties’ minor 

children. The Court’s orders were intended to prevent this and since 

Chalese is the one violating them, finding Chalese in contempt is wholy 

appropriate and necessary, especially since Chalese’s violation of the 

Court’s orders were knowingly and purposely.   

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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II. OPPOSITION 

A. Child Exchanges, Jessica’s Presence and Phone 

Contact 

The Court recently ordered at the February 26th hearing that child 

exchanges shall continue as previously ordered in regard to the exchange 

locations. This was due in large part to wanting to avert the additional 

stress to the young children by designating new locations for exchanges, 

and the Courts understanding that Adam wished to be present during the 

exchanges, to monitor Chalese’s behavior as she is often hostile towards 

the daycare staff in front of the children. Additionally, Chalese’s present 

reasons to change the location are not valid. Chalese has presented no 

evidence that she is forced to wait at the community gate for any 

unreasonable period of time, despite her claims that she has video 

evidence. Chalese’s problem is that she often refuses to use the call box, 

instead choosing to wait for another vehicle to enter in an attempt to 

piggy-back entering the neighborhood. Chalese’s claim that the call box 

does not work is just a fabricated excuse in an attempt to change the 

exchange location. In fact, Chalese has made this excuse before so one 

day, after Chalese stated the call box did not work, Adam went out to try 

it and sure enough, the call box worked perfectly fine. In fact, the only 
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person to have come to Adam’s house who has claimed the call box did 

not work, is Chalese.   

In light of this, Adam believes Chalese’s present request is made out 

of anger, in retaliation to Adam seeking to hold her in contempt. If 

Chalese’s request had been legitimate, she would have made it a few 

months ago. Adam would point out that the only individuals who have 

behaved inappropriately during exchanges are Chalese and Josh. They are 

the ones video show snatching the children from Adam, yelling, casting 

aspersions at he and Jessica and threatening physical violence. There is 

no reason for everyone, including the children, to keep making changes 

when the only people misbehaving are Chalese and Josh.8 Chalese and 

Josh misbehave the worst at her residence accordingly, it may be 

advisable to have the drop offs on Sundays take place at Adam’s home 

instead of Chalese’s. 

There is also no reason for Jessica not to be present for exchanges. 

Chalese’s sole excuse as to why Jessica should not be present is her vague 

claim that Jessica misbehaves during exchanges. When challenged on this 

 
8 For example, on February 19, 2020, after Adam gave Marie a goodbye kiss, Chalese 
literally snatched Marie up so hard she nearly gave her whiplash. Adams has a video 
of this that shows Marie’s body flailing back from the force. When Adam tried to speak 
to Chalese about this, she simply dismissed it, stating, “You are so wrong, it is 
hilarious.” 
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allegation, Chalese stated at the February 26th hearing that she had video 

of this. However, as is the case with all other evidence Chalese has claimed 

to have, Chalese has failed to disclose it. Hence, it is clear Chalese is not 

being truthful and in fact has no such videos (just like her claim regarding 

child porn on Adam’s devices was also a lie). Likewise, there are no “long 

goodbyes” as Chalese fabricates, almost all exchanges take around 30 

seconds and Chalese cannot produce videos showing supposed elongated 

exchanges.  It is notable that the children themselves asked for Jessica to 

be present during exchanges and at Adam’s first solo pick up after the 

February 26th hearing, the first question Marie and Michael asked was 

where Jessica was and then wanted to know why she was not there.  

Adam also wants Jessica and/or her older daughter present as 

Adam wants someone to record exchanges in the event Chalese 

misbehaves, as was the case on February 19th and when Josh tried to 

attack Adam on December 7th. Adam is entitled to be secure during 

exchanges and make sure they go well for the children.  

Therefore, Chalese’s insistence that Jessica not be present is simply 

about her not liking Jessica and has nothing to do with the children. 

Chalese wants to “strike back” at Adam, so she tries to exclude Jessica. As 

set forth in the attached exhibit (Exhibit 17), the first time Chalese asked 

that Jessica not be present during exchanges was on February 5, 2020. 
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Specifically, Chalese stated, “And please keep exchanges between us. Your 

girlfriend has no business in this.” When Adam responded that Jessica 

never causes any issues and that the kids like to say goodbye to her and 

always ask her to come outside to hold their hands, Chalese did not 

contest what Adam said. Instead, she responded with, “I have a problem 

with her.” When Adam responded in more detail asking for an 

explanation and how the Children would take this sudden and uncalled 

for change, Chalese responded with, “It’s not a hard thing to explain that 

daddy takes you outside to mommy. I have a problem with her, her 

daughter, and you.” 

As for the children’s thoughts on the current exchange locations, 

neither has complained about Chalese picking them up from Adam’s 

home after Adam first picks them up from school. This is actually better 

for the children as Adam can give them a snack, go through Michael’s 

speech therapy exercises (as Chalese has admitted she does not follow the 

assigned exercises), bath the children and prepare any clothes or items 

that need to be transported, as the four-and two-year old’s are too young 

to be responsible for transporting these items on their own.  Moreover, 

exchanges are, in part, on Sundays when there is no school, making 

exchanging at the school with the assistance of school officials impossible. 
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Therefore, there is not a basis upon which to change the Court’s order in 

regard to exchange locations.  

Regarding the audio-visual / phone contact, Adam agrees the 

contact should continue. However, both parties must be a little flexible 

when dealing with the schedules of four-and two-year old’s. For example, 

in the one AppClose example Chalese gives, Adam states Michael was still 

eating dinner and Marie was put to bed early due to her having a tantrum 

at dinner. Adam does state that he will have Michael Facetime Chalese as 

soon as he is done. This is perfectly reasonable behavior on Adam’s part 

and shows his willingness to work with Chalese. Adam would note that 

there are times Chalese does not make the children immediately available 

to speak, resulting in Adam having to call back, other times, Chalese 

simply refuses Facetime with no explanation.  

Chalese notably does not mention that she will at times, call early 

and have the gall to become upset if the children are still eating. Chalese 

is also not truthful when she states the children want to Facetime for 5 

minutes or more. The children, being so young, are slow to want to 

Facetime at all. They are often ready to get off after just two to three 

minutes unless there is something to keep their interest. This happens 

with both parents but Chalese displays poor judgement when she gets 

mad at the children for it, stating, “Don’t get off, talk to mommy,” “Don’t 
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hang up, you need to talk to mommy,” and “Why don’t you want to talk to 

mommy?” Chalese should not put the children in an uncomfortable 

position and guilt trip them into talking to her longer than they want.   

B. Chalese is Not Entitled to Attorney’s Fees  
 
Chalese is the party who continuously and intentionally violates this 

Court’s orders, thereby jeopardizing the safety of the children in the 

process and preventing her and Adam from co-parenting together. It is 

Chalese’s relentless conduct that has driven Adam to file this motion and 

seek the help of the Court yet, Chalese has the audacity to request fees 

from Adam. Chalese is clearly in violation of several court orders and 

her countermotion is baseless. Therefore, Chalese’s request for fees 

should be denied. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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III. CONCLUSION 

Based upon the foregoing, Adam respectfully requests that this 

Honorable Court grant the relief requested in this Motion, as well as any 

further relief the Court deems proper and just, and deny the relief 

requested in Chalese’s countermotion. 

Dated Monday, March 30, 2020. 
      Respectfully Submitted: 

      THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM
   

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._______ 
      Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
      Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
      6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
      Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
      Attorney for Plaintiff 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
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DECLARATION OF ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER 

I, ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, provide this Declaration pursuant 

to NRS 53.045 and states the following:   

1. I am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled action, and I am above 

the age of majority and am competent to testify to the facts contained in 

this affidavit. 

2. I make this affidavit in support of the foregoing REPLY IN 

SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AND TO 

HOLD DEFENDANT IN CONTEMPT OF COURT FOR VIOLATION OF 

THE MARCH 19, 2019 ORDER, THE JUNE 17, 2019 ORDER, AND THE 

BEHAVIOR ORDER FILED MARCH 19, 2019; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES 

AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF AND PARTIAL OPPOSITION TO 

COUNTERMOTION TO ENFORCE PHONE CONTACT WITH THE 

MINOR CHILDREN AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES. 

3. I have read said Reply and Opposition and hereby certify that 

the facts set forth in the Points and Authorities attached thereto are true 

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

upon information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe them to be 

true.   

/// 

/// 
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4. I declare under the penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of

the State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.  

Dated this ___ day of March 2020. 

_________________________ 
ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER 

30th 

001917



 

Page 22 of 22  

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that the foregoing REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 

MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AND TO HOLD 

DEFENDANT IN CONTEMPT OF COURT FOR VIOLATION OF THE 

MARCH 19, 2019 ORDER, THE JUNE 17, 2019 ORDER, AND THE 

BEHAVIOR ORDER FILED MARCH 19, 2019; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES 

AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF AND PARTIAL OPPOSITION TO 

COUNTERMOTION TO ENFORCE PHONE CONTACT WITH THE 

MINOR CHILDREN AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES was filed 

electronically with the Eighth Judicial District Court in the above-entitled 

matter, on Monday, March 30, 2020.  Electronic service of the foregoing 

document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service List, 

pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows: 

  Kristina C. Kirigin, Esq. 
  Attorney for Defendant 
  
     

/s/ Chantel Wade______________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

001918



 

 

1 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

 

EXH 
Vincent Mayo, Esq.  
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: vmgroup@theabramslawfirm.com    
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
 
 

 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR AN 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AND TO HOLD DEFENDANT IN 
CONTEMPT OF COURT FOR VIOLATION OF THE MARCH 19, 

2019 ORDER, THE JUNE 17, 2019 ORDER, AND THE 
BEHAVIOR ORDER FILED MARCH 19, 2019; FOR 

ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF AND 
PARTIAL OPPOSITION TO COUNTERMOTION TO ENFORCE 
PHONE CONTACT WITH THE MINOR CHILDREN AND FOR 

ATTORNEY’S FEES 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
3/30/2020 12:04 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Exhibit Description 

13 
AppClose message from Adam dated September 13, 
2019 showing Adam noticing vacation time with 
the children for December 7, 2019 

14 
AppClose messages dated December 6th and 7th 
wherein Chalese states she has “plans for the day” 

15 
Chalese’s Capital One credit card statement 
showing her charges on March 26, 2019 

16 
Relevant portion of the PI report dated November 
18, 2019 regarding Josh driving the children on 
October 31, 2019 

17 
Message exchanges between parties regarding 
pickups 

 
Dated Monday, March 30, 2020. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 

 
/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._______ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. (8564) 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that the foregoing SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX 

OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 

MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AND TO HOLD 

DEFENDANT IN CONTEMPT OF COURT FOR VIOLATION OF THE 

MARCH 19, 2019 ORDER, THE JUNE 17, 2019 ORDER, AND THE 

BEHAVIOR ORDER FILED MARCH 19, 2019; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES 

AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF AND PARTIAL OPPOSITION TO 

COUNTERMOTION TO ENFORCE PHONE CONTACT WITH THE 

MINOR CHILDREN AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES was filed 

electronically with the Eighth Judicial District Court in the above-

entitled matter, on Monday, March 30, 2020. Electronic service of the 

foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service 

List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows: 

  Kristina C. Kirigin, Esq. 
 
 

/s/ Chantel Wade___________________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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CHALESE SOLINGER #8403: Payments, Credits and Adjustments 

Date Description 

CHALESE SOLINGER #8403: Transactions 

Date Description 

Mar 13 WAL-MART #5070LAS VEGASNV 

Mar 13 MCDONALD'S F28777LAS VEGASNV 

Mar 15 PAYPAL *AMILIY4029357733 

Mar 17 LITTLE CAESARS #3386LAS VEGASNV 

Mar 18 PPRM- LAS VEGAS EAST HLAS VEGASNV 

Mar 22 NV MED MARIJ PAT775-684-4200NV 

Mar 22 NV MED MARIJ PAT775-684-4200NV 

Mar 22 VALHALLA MEDICAL ASSOCLAS VEGASNV 

CHALESE SOLINGER #8403: Total 

JOSHUA LLOYD #1439: Transactions 

Date Description 

Mar 22 VALHALLA MEDICAL ASSOCLAS VEGASNV 

Mar 24 CIGARETTE CIGAR & VAPE SH LAS 
VEGAS NV 

Mar 25 LOWES #02477*LAS VEGASNV 

JOSHUA LLOYD #1439: Total 

Total Transactions for This Period 

Fees··· 

Interest Charged 

Interest Charge on Purchases 

Interest Charge on Cash Advances 

Interest Charge on Other Balances 

Total Interest for This Period 

Total Fees charged 

Total Interest charged 

Total~. Y ear~to~Date 

Amount 

Amount 

$128.86 

$14.26 

$29.99 

$16.24 

$62.00 

$50.00 

$50.00 

$89.00 

$440.35 

Amount 

$89.00 

$12.00 

$14.44 

$115.44 

$555.79 

Amount 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

Page 2 of 2 
Visa Signature Account Ending in 8403 

Feb. 27, 2019 - Mar. 26, 2019 I 28 days in Billing Cycle 

Interest Charge Calculation 
Your Annual Percentage Rate (APR) is the annual interest rate on your account. 

Type of Annual Percentage Balance Subject Interest Charge 
Balance Rate(APRl to Interest Rate 

Purchases 19.15% p $0.00 $0.00 

Cash Advances 27.15% p $0.00 $0.00 

P,L,D,F =Variable Rate. See reverse of page 1 for details. 

300086 
1···-·------, 

'
J Get the app designed to save time. 

l Effortlessly manage your account on the go with 
·----- the Capital One• mobile app. 

Adam Solinger003649 
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MOT 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
 
 
Oral argument is requested 
 

NOTICE: YOU ARE REQUIRED TO FILE A WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THIS MOTION 
WITH THE CLERK OF THE COURT AND TO PROVIDE THE UNDERSIGNED WITH A 
COPY OF YOUR RESPONSE WITHIN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS OF YOUR RECEIPT OF THIS 
MOTION. FAILURE TO FILE A WRITTEN RESPONSE WITH THE CLERK OF THE 
COURT WITHIN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS OF YOUR RECEIPT OF THIS MOTION MAY 
RESULT IN THE REQUESTED RELIEF BEING GRANTED BY THE COURT WITHOUT A 
HEARING PRIOR TO THE SCHEDULED HEARING DATE. 

 
MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON 
DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR 

CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; FOR 
ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF 

 
NOW INTO COURT comes Plaintiff, ADAM MICHAEL 

SOLINGER, by and through his attorney, Vincent Mayo, Esq., of The 

Abrams & Mayo Law Firm, and hereby submits his MOTION FOR A 

CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON DEFENDANT’S 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
3/31/2020 12:58 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S 

BIRTH CERTIFICATE; ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND 

RELATED RELIEF. 

This Motion is made and based upon the attached Points and 

Authorities, the Declaration of Plaintiff attached hereto, all papers and 

pleadings on file herein, and any oral argument adduced at the hearing 

of this matter. 

Dated Tuesday, March 31, 2020. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._______ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

Plaintiff, ADAM SOLINGER (“Adam”) and Defendant, CHALESE  

SOLINGER, were married on May 12, 2012 in Las Vegas, Nevada. There 

are two (2) minor children of the marriage, to wit: Michael Adam 

Solinger (“Michael”), born June 16, 2015 (4 years of age); and Marie 

Leona Solinger (“Marie”), born August 28, 2017 (2 year of age). Adam is 

31 years old and Chalese is 29 years old. 
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 Within the last two weeks, numerous federal and state mandates 

and guidelines related to social distancing have been in effect in an 

attempt to protect people from the COVID-19, which has now infected 

over 173,000 and killed 3,390 people in the U.S. alone. Worse, those 

numbers are expected to grow rapidly in the coming weeks.  

Adam, in an effort to protect the children, has taken a number of 

preventive measures. This includes keeping them from public places, 

practicing social distancing, and everyone in the house working from 

home.  

Unfortunately, Chalese has not followed similar and critical 

protocols, thereby endangering the children. This started on March 19th 

when Chalese and Josh got into a huge fight over his upcoming 

deposition and trial subpoena. As a result of the fight, Chalese took the 

children over to Josh’s parent’s house. They spent a portion of the night 

there until Josh cooled down. Chalese then woke the children up, in the 

middle of the night to take them home. Chalese admitted the same to 

Adam via AppClose after Adam questioned Chalese over why she would 

unnecessarily take the children to another house. Adam also brought it 

to Chalese’s attention that she needed to bath the children everyday 

while in her care to ensure the children are as clean as possible (as 
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Chalese has admitted that she does not, often resulting in rashes to the 

children, especially Marie). Chalese did not confirm she would.  

 The fight continued the next day, March 20th, because Chalese was 

going to go drop the children off at Josh’s parent’s house again because 

she had “an appointment she couldn’t move.” It took multiple messages 

and begging by Adam to get Chalese to agree to let him pick the children 

up instead of taking them over to another house again with unknown 

social distancing protocols.  

 On March 27th, Adam attempted to speak to Chalese about this and 

impress upon her the real threat of exposure posed by failing to social 

distance, keeping the children bathed, etc. Chalese essentially blew 

Adam off.1 Worse yet, when Chalese got the children that afternoon for 

her visitation time, she had a party over at her house with multiple 

people present. Adam’s PI noted these people consisted of at least two 

men, a woman, a baby, and a dog. Additionally, they were driving a new 

car with dealership installed paper plates implying the vehicle was 

recently purchased and an unknown number of people were in contact 

with the same vehicle during this crisis. Adam’s PI was not able to 

confirm who else, other than Chalese, Josh, and the children, may have 

been at the house prior to him arriving. Michael said that he only knew 

 
1 See the AppClose messages between the parties, attached as Exhibit 1. 
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the name of one of the guys, Bob, and the baby, Baylie. He did not know 

who the others were. 

The next day, March 28th, Josh took his son, Jesse, to the hardware 

store exposing themselves to more contact with people unnecessarily. 

Josh’s mother came over to Chalese’s home and dropped some items off 

at the house. Further, Michael told Adam that Chalese now has farm 

animals, chickens, at her house.  

The next day, March 29th, Josh purchased an ice cream and a 

beverage from an ice cream truck – a veritable plague wagon. Then Josh 

took Arielle and Jesse – who regularly interact with Michael and Marie, 

grocery shopping in a busy store.  

On an unrelated matter, Adam is attempting to enroll the children 

in his new health insurance plan. Adam referenced this plan at the last 

court hearing, explaining that it was just as good as his prior plan but 

much less expensive. However, in order to enroll Marie, Adam needs 

Marie’s Birth Certificate, which is in Chalese’s possession. Adam asked 

for it from Chalese on March 29th, explaining to her why he needed it. In 

response, Chalese defiantly stated, “No, you may not.”2 

/// 

/// 

 
2 Id. 
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II. LAW AND ARGUMENT 

A. Adam Should be Awarded Sole Physical Custody of 

the Minor Children Until Chalese is Ordered to 

Abide by Social Distancing Mandates 

Chalese’s history of terrible judgment and child neglect continues. 

As this Court is aware, there is a currently scheduled contempt hearing 

where Adam plans to present evidence showing that the children are in 

imminent danger every time they are with Chalese and that this danger 

warrants a change in custody to supervised visits to protect the children.  

Knowing full well that this was coming, Chalese remained steadfast in 

her refusal to take precautionary measures to protect the children from 

the deadly coronavirus. In the past week alone, Chalese has taken the 

children to multiple homes, had a party at her home right after 

Adam tried to speak to Chalese about protecting the children, 

and let Josh take his children to a busy public place, knowing his 

children would be physically interacting with the parties’ children right 

afterwards.  

Such failures to protect the children from COVID-19 are 

unacceptable and extremely reckless behavior on Chalese’s part. Adam 

loves his children more than anything and it is unbelievable Chalese 

would risk their lives in such an arbitrary fashion, especially when the 
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ability to minimize the danger to them is within her control. As Chalese 

failed to respond with Adam and work with him, he is forced to resort to 

filing this motion. 

B. Adam Needs Marie’s Birth Certificate  

Chalese refuses to provide Adam Marie’s Birth Certificate so that 

he can enroll her in his new, but much less expensive, health insurance 

plan. Chalese has not even provided a reason for her refusal. Adam 

therefore asks the Court to order Chalese to do so or else, Chalese can be 

solely responsible to keep Marie on the old insurance plan – which will 

result in paying more than she otherwise would have to as the total cost 

per child under the old plan is over $200.  

C. Adam Should be Awarded Attorney’s Fees and Costs 
 
Chalese has once more refused to act in the children’s best interest, 

forcing Adam to once more seek immediate relief from this Court. Adam, 

as a result, should be made whole in terms of the fees and cost of doing 

so. Therefore, under NRS 125C.250, 18.010 and EDCR 7.60, Adam 

should be awarded attorney’s fees. To that end, Adam can provide a 

Memo of Fees and Costs upon order of the court. 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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III. CONCLUSION 

Based upon the foregoing, Adam respectfully requests that this 

Honorable Court grant the relief requested in this Motion in its entirety, 

as well as any further relief the Court deems proper and just. 

Dated Tuesday, March 31, 2020. 

      Respectfully Submitted: 

      THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM
   

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.________ 
      Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
      Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
      6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
      Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
      Attorney for Plaintiff 
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DECLARATION OF ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER 

I, ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, provide this Declaration 

pursuant to NRS 53.045 and states the following:   

1. I am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled action, and I am 

above the age of majority and am competent to testify to the facts 

contained in this affidavit. 

2. I make this affidavit in support of the foregoing MOTION 

FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON DEFENDANT’S 

ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S 

BIRTH CERTIFICATE; ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND 

RELATED RELIEF. 

3. I have read said Motion and hereby certify that the facts set 

forth in the Points and Authorities attached thereto are true of my own 

knowledge, except for those matters therein contained stated upon 

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

4. I declare under the penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of 

the State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.   

Dated this 31st  day of March 2020.  
 
 

__/s/ Adam M. Solinger_______ 
ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that the foregoing MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF 

CUSTODY BASED ON DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE 

MINOR CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; 

ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF was filed 

electronically with the Eighth Judicial District Court in the above-

entitled matter, on Tuesday, March 31, 2020.  Electronic service of the 

foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service 

List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows: 

  Kristina C. Kirigin, Esq. 
  Attorney for Defendant 
  
     

/s/ Chantel Wade______________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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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  

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER

CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER

D-19-582245-D

I

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

Plaintiff/Petitioner 03/31/2020

/s/ Julie Schoen
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EXHIBIT 1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 1 
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Conversations

3/20/2020

Adam Solinger on 3/20/2020 12�33PM said: 

Please remind Michael to take a good nap because we’re
having movie night tonight. Additionally, can I pick the kids
up early? 

Chalese Anderson on 3/20/2020 1�22PM said: 

You can pick them up from josh’s dads house and only
because I have an appointment that requires little contact
that I didn’t realize was today 

Chalese Anderson on 3/20/2020 1�24PM said: 

He will be babysitting them. I will be dropping them off
shortly 

Adam Solinger on 3/20/2020 1�32PM said: 

Ok 

Adam Solinger on 3/20/2020 1�35PM said: 

Instead of taking them to another home, can you drop them
off with Jessica at her work and then she can bring them
home to me right now? 

Adam Solinger on 3/20/2020 1�36PM said: 

It’s about 10 minutes from you. 

AppClose Complete Record of Text Communication
Period: 3/19/2020 12�00AM to 3/31/2020 11�59PM
Requesting Party: Adam Solinger, signed up on 3/20/2019 2�11PM
Responding Party/Parties: Chalese Anderson, signed up on 3/22/2019 4�04PM,
Adam Solinger, signed up on 3/20/2019 2�11PM

Generated through AppClose Report Generator By: Adam Solinger on 3/31/2020 at
11�14AM Page 1 of 12
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Chalese Anderson on 3/20/2020 1�36PM said: 

I cannot 

Adam Solinger on 3/20/2020 1�36PM said: 

Or she’s willing to drive to you right now, if need be. 

Chalese Anderson on 3/20/2020 1�38PM said: 

Fine 

Chalese Anderson on 3/20/2020 1�38PM said: 

She has to hurry 

Adam Solinger on 3/20/2020 1�38PM said: 

She’s leaving now. 

3/22/2020

Adam Solinger on 3/22/2020 7�32PM said: 

Will you please agree not to cut Marie’s hair and her bangs?
We’re planning on having a photo shoot in May and we have
a specific idea of how we want Marie’s hair. If it’s cut, we
won’t be able to get the style we have in mind. 

Chalese Anderson on 3/22/2020 8�11PM said: 

As her mother I am entitled to do as I please with her hair 

Adam Solinger on 3/22/2020 8�13PM said: 

I get it, you’re her mother and I’m her dad. I’m simply asking
as a courtesy, can you please agree to not cut it until after
these pictures? 
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3/26/2020

Chalese Anderson on 3/26/2020 7�01PM said: 

You need to let me talk to my children 

Adam Solinger on 3/26/2020 7�15PM said: 

I tried to have our children call and you didn’t answer. They
are in bed. 

Adam Solinger on 3/26/2020 7�47PM said: 

Please do not underestimate the seriousness of this virus.
The kids need to be home and away from all outsiders. They
don’t need to be taken somewhere else in the middle of the
night and then woke up and taken home. 

Adam Solinger on 3/26/2020 7�47PM sent: 

 (See attached   on page 12) 

3/27/2020

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 8�18AM said: 

Don’t lecture me on keeping my children safe 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 10�43AM said: 

Can I pick them up early? 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 1�27PM said: 

Can I pick them up early? 
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Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 1�49PM said: 

I'm not lecturing you, this is serious Chalese, everything
isn't about you, its about OUR kids. You didn't bathe them
while they were with you, the CDC says to bathe everyday.
You took them to someone else's home, making exposure
go up. It's about their safety, not lecturing you. Co-
parenting involves talking about this kind of stuff especially
at a time like this. We can't just have different ways of
handling this pandemic. This is way too big to just ignore
and not discuss. Without a unified position, the efforts of
the other are futile And no, you may not. 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 2�01PM said: 

They went to my trailer. That’s the only place they went. My
home and my trailer. Now stop. 

Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 3�50PM said: 

Not to mention, Josh's Dad and step mom came over
because he flipped out over getting served with the
deposition subpoena. Tell me, why was Michael scared for
me when that happened? Are the kids going to be safe?
Because Michael said he did not feel safe last week. 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 3�59PM said: 

Tell me why you are being such difficult coparent? Tell me
why you think you’re above everyone else and can lecture
me over not taking this seriously for our kids but you let
them have play dates and continue to take them to the
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park? Please, stop your nonsense and quit causing
problems. 

Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 4�19PM said: 

You mean his play date at the park with Steven? That
happened well before the pandemic outbreak? They have
had zero play dates and they haven't been to a park since
the lockdown. 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 4�20PM said: 

Really? Because two nights ago you were at the park while I
called, and were there the night before. Weird 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 4�21PM said: 

Monday for sure you were and I believe the same for
Sunday 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 4�21PM said: 

Monday and Tuesday I have proof 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 4�22PM said: 

So please, stop. 

Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 4�25PM said: 

They weren't at a park. We went for a walk around the
neighborhood. 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 4�25PM said: 

Say what you want. I record every video 
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Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 4�33PM said: 

Just like the other ones you claim you recorded without
permission which have never been produced? Ever? Those
ones that are proof of a felony? Stop deflecting from the
fact that you took the kids to another house. You brought
other people to your house unnecessarily. You don't bathe
the kids. You put the kids in danger having Josh around.
Josh is committing enough crime for the both of you. I
would stop while you're ahead and not claim you violated
wiretap laws. So I ask again, are the kids safe there? 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 4�34PM said: 

You are a cheater, a liar, and a manipulator. My children are
safest with me. 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 4�36PM said: 

I am done going back and forth with you. Please make sure
my kids are ready for me when I get there. 

Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 4�56PM said: 

Look, I just want to make sure the kids are safe. There’s a
very strong possibility that Josh will get something in the
mail this weekend that he won’t like. Are the kids going to
be safe? Michael said he was scared. I want to make sure
the kids are safe from everything, including Josh and the
corona virus. 
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Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 5�02PM said: 

I want to protect them from you and your evil doing. That is
all. 

Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 5�08PM said: 

What have I done that is evil? I have never done anything to
harm or scare them. They are actively scared at your house,
crying because they are scared. Why is it so hard for you to
just say that you will protect them? That you will make sure
they don’t come into contact with other people? That you
will keep them out of stores and other homes? That they
will wash their hands and have baths? These should be
easy commitments that don’t require a debate. I don’t
understand. 

Chalese Anderson on 3/27/2020 5�42PM said: 

I’m outside 

Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 5�43PM said: 

We’re finishing up baths and will be out by 6. 

Adam Solinger on 3/27/2020 5�44PM said: 

They’ve already eaten dinner. 

3/28/2020

Adam Solinger on 3/28/2020 7�01PM said: 

Please have the kids call me. 
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Chalese Anderson on 3/28/2020 7�10PM said: 

Kids went to bed early 

Adam Solinger on 3/28/2020 7�11PM said: 

Are they ok? Why did they go to bed early? 

Chalese Anderson on 3/28/2020 7�11PM said: 

They’re just fine. They will see you tomorrow. 

Adam Solinger on 3/28/2020 7�12PM said: 

So, I want to be clear, if the kids go to bed early, I don’t
need to try to have them call first like I always do? 

Adam Solinger on 3/28/2020 7�53PM said: 

??? I just need to know the policy for future reference. 

3/29/2020

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 7�40AM said: 

Can I FaceTime with the kids this morning since I couldn’t
last night? 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 8�45AM said: 

I need Marie’s birth certificate to get her enrolled in health
insurance. I ordered one but it won’t be here for a couple of
weeks and I need it this week otherwise I can’t enroll her.
Can you have it ready when I pick up the kids today? Also,
can I pick them up early? 
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Chalese Anderson on 3/29/2020 9�42AM said: 

No you may not 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 11�02AM said: 

No I may not have the birth certificate, no I may not pick
them up early or no I may not FaceTime with them? 

Chalese Anderson on 3/29/2020 11�05AM said: 

You cannot pick up the kids until 6pm 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 11�08AM said: 

Can I FaceTime with the kids because they went to bed
early last night and couldn’t then? 

Chalese Anderson on 3/29/2020 11�24AM said: 

No we are busy 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 11�25AM said: 

Ok please don’t forget her birth certificate tonight. 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 2�29PM said: 

Are you feeding the kids dinner before I pick them up? I
need to know so I can have something ready at home so I’m
not stopping for fast food with everything going on right
now. 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 4�09PM said: 

Are you feeding the kids? 
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Chalese Anderson on 3/29/2020 4�13PM said: 

Yes 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 5�54PM said: 

I'm outside and don't forget Marie's birth certificate 

Chalese Anderson on 3/29/2020 5�55PM said: 

Kids will be out at 6 

Chalese Anderson on 3/29/2020 6�41PM said: 

Please, in the future, don’t bring the kids in on adult
conversation. 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 6�43PM said: 

Please explain how asking for Marie’s birth certificate is
involving them in an adult conversation. And FYI, You
understand I need her birth certificate in order to enroll
Marie. If you don't get it I will be forced to keep her in the
other insurance which will be your responsibility. Please
drop it off tomorrow so I can enroll her. 

Adam Solinger on 3/29/2020 6�56PM said: 

Why does Marie have diaper rash again? 

3/30/2020

Adam Solinger on 3/30/2020 11�57AM said: 

What time can I expect the birth certificate to be dropped
off? 
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Adam Solinger on 3/30/2020 12�37PM said: 

Chalese, this isn't a time to play games. Are you going to
give me the birth certificate or not? 
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EXMT 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
 
 
 

 
 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

 COMES NOW Plaintiff, Adam Solinger, by and through his 

attorney of record, Vincent Mayo, Esq., of The Abrams & Mayo Law 

Firm, and hereby submits this Ex Parte Motion for an Order Shortening 

Time pursuant to EDCR 2.26, requesting that this Court shorten the 

time in which to hear his MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY 

BASED ON DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR 

CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; FOR ATTORNEY’S 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
3/31/2020 3:36 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF, which is not yet scheduled 

to be heard. 

 This Motion is based upon the pleadings and papers on file and the 

Declaration of Vincent Mayo, Esq., attached hereto. 

DATED: Tuesday, March 31, 2020. 

     Respectfully Submitted, 

     THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 

     /s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._________ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq.   
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 

 6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
     Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
     Tel: (702) 222-4021 
     Fax: (702) 248-9750 
     Attorney for Plaintiff 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
 
/ / / 
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DECLARATION OF VINCENT MAYO, ESQ. 
 
 1. I, Vincent Mayo, Esq., declare under penalty of perjury 

under the law of the State of Nevada, pursuant to NRS 53.045, that the 

below stated facts are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

 2. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice law in the State of 

Nevada.  I maintain offices located at THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW 

FIRM, 6252 South Rainbow Boulevard, Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 

89118, and am counsel of record for Plaintiff, Adam Michael Solinger 

(hereinafter referred to as “Adam”), in the above-entitled action.  I have 

personal knowledge of basis upon which this request is made and am 

competent to testify thereto, except for those matters stated upon 

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

 3. As this Court is well aware, within the last two weeks, 

numerous federal and state mandates and guidelines related to social 

distancing have been in effect in an attempt to protect people from the 

COVID-19, which has now infected over 173,000 and killed 3,390 people 

in the U.S. alone. Worse, those numbers are expected to grow rapidly in 

the coming weeks.  

4. Adam has done his best to protect the children from the 

deadly disease, as he detailed in his Motion. Unfortunately, Chalese has 

not followed similar and critical protocols, thereby endangering the 
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children. This has included Chalese in the last couple of days taking the 

4 and 2 year olds over to multiple residence’s houses, having a party at 

her home with numerous guests while the children were present and 

Josh taking his children – whom Michael and Marie are regularly in 

contact with – to a busy grocery store.  

5. Therefore, based on the urgency of the matter and Chalese’s 

refusal to co-parent with Adam, it is requested that this matter be heard 

on shortened time, especially since Adam will be left with no option but 

to deny Chalese visitation with the children in order to ensure their 

safety and health. Adam should not have to explain to Chalese that 

risking the children being infected with COVID-19, a deadly disease, and 

potentially having to admit the children to a hospital where they would 

have to be left alone due to hospital restrictions, is extremely serious and 

something that neither should take a chance on.  

Dated this 31st day of March, 2020. 

        /s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.___ 
                   VINCENT MAYO, ESQ. 
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NEOJ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 

 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF STIPULATION AND ORDER TO 
PROVIDE CPS RECORDS AND DRUG TEST RESULTS TO THE 

CHILD CUSTODY EVALUATOR 
 

 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Stipulation and Order to Provide 

CPS Records and Drug Test Results to the Child Custody Evaluator was 

duly entered in the above-referenced matter.  A true and correct copy of  

/// 

/// 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/1/2020 8:21 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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said Stipulation and Order is Attached hereto. 

DATED Tuesday, March 31, 2020. 

     Respectfully Submitted, 
 
     THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 
 
     /s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.______ 
     Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
     Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
     6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
     Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
     Attorney for Plaintiff  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Notice of Entry of Stipulation and 

Order to Provide CPS Records and Drug Test Results to the Child 

Custody Evaluator was filed electronically with the Eighth Judicial 

District Court in the above-entitled matter, on Wednesday, April 01, 

2020.  Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be made in 

accordance with the Master Service List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows: 

 Kristina Kirigin, Esq.  
 

     
/s/ Chantel Wade_________________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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OST 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
 
 
 

 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

 Plaintiff having moved this Court to shorten the time in which to 

hear his MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON 

DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR 

MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 

AND RELATED RELIEF, and this court, having read the Declaration of 

Vincent Mayo, Esq., attorney for Plaintiff, and the pleadings and papers 

on file herein, and good cause appearing therefore, 

/ / / 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D
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4/1/2020 10:54 AM
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CLERK OF THE COURT
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 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that said hearing is hereby 

SHORTENED to be set on _________________, at 

______________, in Dept. I of said court. 

DATED this ____ day of ___________, 2020.  
 
 

         _____________________ 
       DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
 
Respectfully Submitted: 
 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 
 
 
/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.___ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq.   
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

31 MARCH

APRIL 6, 2020

9:30AM by video conference
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NEOJ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 

 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order Shortening Time was duly 

entered in the above-referenced matter.  A true and correct copy of said 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/2/2020 11:51 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

001999



 

Page 2 of 3  

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

Order is attached hereto.  

DATED Thursday, April 02, 2020. 

     Respectfully Submitted, 
 
     THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 
 
     /s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.____________ 
     Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
     Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
     6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
     Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
     Attorney for Plaintiff  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Notice of Entry of Order to 

Shortening Time was filed electronically with the Eighth Judicial District 

Court in the above-entitled matter, on Thursday, April 02, 2020.  

Electronic service of the foregoing document as shall be made in 

accordance with the Master Service List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as 

follows: 

 Kristina C. Kirigin, Esq. 
 Attorney for Defendant  

 
     

/s/ Chantel Wade_______________             
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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OST 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
 
 
 

 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

 Plaintiff having moved this Court to shorten the time in which to 

hear his MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON 

DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR 

MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 

AND RELATED RELIEF, and this court, having read the Declaration of 

Vincent Mayo, Esq., attorney for Plaintiff, and the pleadings and papers 

on file herein, and good cause appearing therefore, 

/ / / 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/1/2020 10:54 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that said hearing is hereby 

SHORTENED to be set on _________________, at 

______________, in Dept. I of said court. 

DATED this ____ day of ___________, 2020.  
 
 

         _____________________ 
       DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
 
Respectfully Submitted: 
 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 
 
 
/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.___ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq.   
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

31 MARCH

APRIL 6, 2020

9:30AM by video conference
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Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/2/2020 5:57 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. and Alicia S. Exley, Esq. of PECOS LAW GROUP, 

do hereby agree to be substituted in the place and stead of Kristina C. Kirigin, 

Esq. of vegas west attorneys, as attorney of record for Defendant, Chalese 

Solinger, in the above-entitled action. 

 DATED this 2nd  day of April, 2020. 

PECOS LAW GROUP 

 

/s/ Jack Fleeman     
Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 010584 
Alicia S. Exley, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 014192 
PECOS LAW GROUP 
8925 S. Pecos Rd., Suite 14A 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 
(702) 388-1851 
Attorneys for Defendant 

 
 Kristina C. Kirigin, Esq. of vegas west attorneys, does hereby agree to 

the substitution of Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. and Alicia S. Exley, Esq. of PECOS 

LAW GROUP, as attorneys of record in the above-entitled action for Defendant, 

Chalese Solinger. 

DATED this 2nd day of April, 2020. 

vegas west attorneys 
 
/s/ Holly Fic  Bar # 7699   
Kristina C. Kirigin, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 009082 
5594 S. Fort Apache Road, Ste. 120 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that the “Substitution of 

Attorneys” in the above-captioned case were served this date as follows: 

[x] pursuant to NEFCR 9, by mandatory electronic service through the 
 Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic filing system; 
  
To individual(s) listed below at the address: 

  

Vincent Mayo VMGroup@TheAbramsLawFirm.com 

admin email email@pecoslawgroup.com 

Admin Email email@vegaswestattorneys.com 

Alicia Exley alicia@pecoslawgroup.com 

Jack Fleeman jack@pecoslawgroup.com 

Alex Gomez alex@vegaswestattorneys.com 

Kristina Kirigin kristina@vegaswestattorneys.com 

Angela Romero angela@pecoslawgroup.com 

 
  

DATED this 2nd day of April, 2020. 
 
 
      /s/ Angela Romero     
      Angela Romero, 
      An employee of PECOS LAW GROUP 
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OPPC 
Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10584 
Alicia S. Exley, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 14192 
PECOS LAW GROUP 
8925 South Pecos Road, Suite 14A 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 
Tel: (702) 388-1851 
Fax: (702) 388-7406 
Jack@pecoslawgroup.com  
Alicia@pecoslawgroup.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
Case No. D-19-582245-D 
Dept No.         I 
 
 
Date of Hearing: April 6, 2020 
Time of Hearing: 9:30 a.m. 
 
 
 

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED 
ON DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR 

MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND 
RELATED RELIEF 

AND 
COUNTERMOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE, COMPENSATORY 

VISITATION TIME, AND ATTORNEY’S FEES 
 

COMES NOW Defendant Chalese Marie Solinger (“Chalese”) by and 

through her attorneys, Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. and Alicia S. Exley, Esq. of 

 

Adam Michael Solinger, 
 
                   Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
Chalese Marie Solinger, 
 
                  Defendant.  

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/2/2020 6:19 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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PECOS LAW GROUP, and respectfully submits her Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion 

for a Change of Custody Based on Defendant’s Endangerment of the Minor 

Children; for Marie’s Birth Certificate; for Attorney’s Fees and Costs and Related 

Relief and respectfully requests that this court enter orders granting her the 

following relief: 

1. Denying Plaintiff’s Motion for a Change of Custody Based on 

Defendant’s Endangerment of the Minor Children; for Marie’s Birth Certificate; 

for Attorney’s Fees and Costs and Related Relief;  

2. Ordering Plaintiff to show cause why he should not be held in 

contempt for unilaterally withholding the minor children; 

3. Awarding Defendant compensatory visitation time with the children; 

4. Awarding Defendant her Attorney’s Fees; and 

5. Awarding Defendant such other and further relief as this court deems 

just and proper in the premises. 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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Defendant’s opposition and countermotion is made and based upon all the 

papers and pleadings on file herein, the attached Points and Authorities, and any 

other evidence and argument as may be adduced at the hearing of this matter. 

DATED this 2nd day of April, 2020. 

       PECOS LAW GROUP 
 
       /s/ Alicia S. Exley, Esq.   
        Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. 

Nevada Bar No. 10584 
Alicia S. Exley, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 14192 
8925 South Pecos Road, Suite 14A 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. OPPOSITION TO MOTION 

A. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

Plaintiff Adam Solinger (“Adam”) has filed numerous motions in this case 

to attempt to restrict Defendant Chalese Solinger’s (“Chalese’s”) time with the 

parties’ minor children, Michael Adam Solinger (“Michael”), born June 16, 

2015, and Marie Leona Solinger (“Marie”), born August 28, 2017. 

Chalese is aware of the guildelines pertaining to social distancing and notes 

that those guidelines have become more strict as time went on. While Adam 

complains Chalese had the children at the home of Josh’s parents – who the 

children have known now for approximately a year and who are close friends to 

Chalese – on March 19th. The following day, March 20, 2020, Adam asked 

Chalese to drop the children off at a public facility – his girlfriend’s workplace.1 

Not only does this go against the Court’s order that Jessica not be present for or 

during custodial exhanges, it also shows that Adam’s claim about “everyone in the 

house working from home,” if true, was a recent development. Additionally, 

Michael and Marie Facetimed Chalese on March 23rd and March 24th while in 

Adam’s care from another public location – the park. 

 The “fight” Adam describes between Chalese and Josh never happened. 

Josh was upset when he was served, to be deposed, yet again, but he did not react 

in front of the children. Further, Chalese did not have the children in anyone else’s 
 

1  See Messages between parties attached as bates label no. (“BS”) DEF01242. 
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house on March 19th. Michael was upset that they could not go camping, so 

Chalese took the children to spend the night in her trailer so it would be akin to 

“camping.” Marie, unfortunately, had an accident that night, so Chalese took the 

children home (as opposed to allowing them to sleep in urine-soaked sheets). 

As for Josh’s friend, Chalese’s stove was malfunctioning, and Josh needed 

help switching out her non-working stove with a working one. This was done out 

of necessity, as leaving a malfunctioning stove in place could lead to a gas leak. 

The friend’s wife and baby came over so Chalese could give them some food and 

a few packs of diapers, as they were struggling financially. 

Chalese has been complying with all government regulations. There have 

never been more than 10 people in her home. Everyone has been quarantined the 

past couple of weeks. No one was symptomatic. It was not a “party.” It was 

Chalese refusing to let a baby go hungry. 

Josh’s son Jesse was sick a few weeks ago with the mumps. Chalese took 

him to the doctor, as Josh was still working, and got him on antibiotics. In an 

abundance of caution, Chalese gave Adam a heads-up and had him keep the 

children until Jesse finished his course of antibiotics. Adam then told Chalese she 

could not have the children back unless Chalese sent Adam a copy of Jesse’s 

discharge paperwork. To be clear, Chalese is not one of Jesse’s legal parents, and 

what Adam requested was entirely unreasonable, especially given Chalese’s 

mature and measured approach to not exposing the children to illness by allowing 

Adam to keep them. As has been a constant pattern in this case, every time 
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Chalese attempts to act in the best interest of the children, Adam throws it back in 

her face. 

Regardless, Chalese did send Adam a photo of Jesse’s finished medicine 

bottle. Adam refused to give Chalese any make-up time with the children. 

Despite Adam’s constant representations that Chalese does not bathe the 

children and is “dirty,” Chalese has been fully compliant with safety and 

sanitation guidelines and has been bleaching and sanitizing the house on a daily 

basis. Chalese has told Adam she is doing this. His representation she is not is an 

outright lie.  

Adam also was not honest with the court when he told the Court he was not 

going to have Chalese followed by a private investigator anymore. Chalese hashad 

a car parked outside of her house for over a week with cameras facing towards the 

home, and Adam admitted to having someone watch her. Chalese feels that Adam 

has been allowed to stalk and harass her without consequence and continues to do 

so. Adam has continued to be in contact with Josh’s ex-girlfriend as well – the one 

who has physically assaulted Chalese, stole from her vehicle, and smashed in her 

windshield. 

Adam references Chalese going to an appointment.  It was a necessary 

doctor’s appointment and, as admitted by Adam, Chalese agreed to Adam picking 

up the children. Again, Adam is using a non-issue to try to obtain sole custody of 

the children. His actions are offensive. 
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Finally, Adam constantly interferes with Chalese’s phone calls with the 

children. Most of the time, these calls are under a minute long and she gets hung 

up on by Adam or Jessica. If Chalese does get to talk to the children, they are 

often being “bribed” to get off the phone, either with playdates, being at the park, 

swimming, watching a moving, or getting a treat. Adam continues to assert his 

power in this relationship to make sure Chalese is replaced by Jessica as the 

children’s other parent. 

This is the second time Adam has illegally and without court permission 

withheld the children from Chalese. If Adam is not admonished by the court, his 

behavior will continue. “Social distancing measures” have been a moving target 

for the last three weeks and Chalese has abided by all recommendations. Adam’s 

motion should be denied, and Chalese should be awarded make-up time with the 

children as well as her attorney’s fees.  

B. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

1. There Is No Basis to Award Adam Sole Physical Custody of the Minor 
Children. 

 
Adam’s modus operandi in this case as been as follows: Adam has a private 

investigator stalk Chalese and sit outside of her house. He then takes the 

information that private investigator sends him – which, based on the deposition 

Chalese’s counsel did of said private investigator, may not always be the most 

accurate information – and makes broad inferences. 
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Chalese did not have a “party” on March 27th. A friend of Josh’s came in to 

fix Chalese’s stove so it did not result in a gas leak. A family also came over to 

pick up food and diapers for their baby, which they could not afford to buy. 

On March 27th, Nevada was still under the Declaration of Emergency 

Directive 007 issued by Governor Sisolak on March 24, 2020. This directive 

stated the “general public shall not gather in groups of ten or more[.]”2 At no time 

did Chalese have ten people in her home. She has not brought the children to 

gatherings of more than ten people. She has abided by the Governor’s directive. 

As for the ice cream truck – or, as Adam calls it, a “veritable plague 

wagon”3 – The Governor’s Declaration of Emergency Directive 003 allows the 

general public to utilize food establishments serving prepared meals.4 An ice 

cream truck does not have “onsite dining,” allows for social distancing, and uses a 

very limited number of employees (in most cases, one), limiting the number of 

individuals coming into contact with the food. In fact, an ice cream truck would 

 
2  See http://gov.nv.gov/News/Emergency_Orders/2020/2020-03-24_-_COVID-
19_Declaration_of_Emergency_Directive_007/. 

3  There has been a noticeable trend in this case of Adam claiming Chalese and Josh’s 
home, hygiene, etc. are “dirty,” which Chalese believes is really Adam claiming he is a “better” 
parent than Chalese or Josh because he has more money and a more extravagant lifestyle than 
Chalese. The Court should take note of this. There is little difference between getting ice cream 
from an ice cream truck and getting it delivered, except for the cost associated with each. 

4  See http://gov.nv.gov/News/Emergency_Orders/2020/2020-03-20_-_COVID-
19_Declaration_of_Emergency_Directive_003/. 
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likely have less individuals coming into contact with food than the average 

restaurant, and most of the offerings are pre-packaged. 

The Governor has also clarified that people are allowed to shop for 

groceries. Not everyone can afford to have them delivered like Adam, presumably, 

can and must still go to the store to purchase food. Chalese and Josh have been 

abiding by the guidelines and nothing in those guidelines prohibit getting 

groceries. 

NRS 125C.0045 states the court may modify a child custody order if it is in 

the children’s best interests. Adam has presented zero evidence that a change in 

custody is in the children’s best interests. The children have been kept safe, 

healthy, and well-cared-for in Chalese’s custody. 

Chalese has never been found to have committed “child neglect.” Adam has 

claimed the children to be in “imminent danger” from Chalese for the last year 

and yet – lo and behold – the children have not been injured, they have not 

suffered any major medical issues, there have been no CPS investigations.  

Adam cannot continue to be allowed to make unilateral decisions about 

when Chalese can and cannot see her children. Chalese never “risked the lives” of 

the children. Adam believes that Chalese “responding” to Adam and “working 

with” Adam means Chalese doing and saying what Adam wants her to do and say. 

He has zero basis for any change in custody and his motion must be denied. 

. . . 
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2. Adam Already Has a Copy of Marie’s Birth Certificate. 
 

When the parties separated and Chalese packed up Adam’s things, she 

included in the items given to Adam his social security card and a copy of both 

children’s birth certificates. Further, Adam represented to the court that he had the 

insurance issue taken care of and also has not paid for this month.  

Chalese believes Adam wants Marie’s original birth certificate to further 

exercise control over Chalese and show that he is the children’s “parent” and 

Chalese is “lesser than.” Regardless, if Adam needed this, he could easily have 

asked Chalese a month ago, or ordered an official copy for himself. If Adam 

provides proof he needs Marie’s original birth certificate to enroll her in 

insurance, Chalese will arrange to have it delivered to him.  

3. Adam Is Not Entitled to Fees. 
 

As stated, Chalese has in no way violated the Governor’s directives over the 

last few weeks. Adam has been wrongfully withholding the children from her – 

which is not the first time he has done so – for no reason other than to posture for 

the court. Adam is not entitled to fees. 

II. COUNTERMOTION 

A. ADAM SHOULD BE ORDERED TO SHOW CAUSE. 
 

NRS 22.010(3) defines contempt as “[d]isobedience or resistance to a 

lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.” 
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EDCR 5.509 sets out the procedure for a motion seeking an order to show cause 

and states the movant must file a detailed affidavit in compliance with NRS 

22.030(2) and that the motion identify the specific provisions, pages, and lines of 

the order that was violated. NRS 22.100 provides that the court may impose a fine 

of not more than $500.00 and/or imprisonment of not more than 25 days on 

anyone found guilty of contempt, as well as order that person to pay the other 

party’s attorney’s fees. 

The Order after Hearing of June 17, 2019, filed August 21, 2019, at page 5, 

lines 1-4, states as follows: 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mother shall have visitation with 
the children on an alternating schedule; Wednesdays at 6:00 p.m. until 
Friday at 6:00 p.m. and the alternating week Fridays at 6:00 p.m. until 
Sundays at 6:00 p.m. 
 

 Adam violated this order on April 1st, April 2nd, and, it is anticipated, April 

3rd as well. On April 1st, Adam refused to allow Chalese to see the children. She 

believes he thought he was justified in doing this because he was granted an OST 

on his motion. Any allegations of an “emergency” by Adam should fall flat, as he 

claims Chalese “endangering” the children began on March 19th, but he did not 

file a motion until March 31st and did not deny Chalese’s time again until April 1st. 

As he has done since being granted primary physical custody, Adam continues to 

act as though Chalese has no parental rights whatsoever and that her parenting 
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time is at his discretion. It is not and Adam must be held accountable for his 

repeated violations of Chalese’s equal rights as a parent to these children. 

B. CHALESE SHOULD BE AWARDED MAKE-UP TIME WITH THE 
CHILDREN. 

 
Adam has illegally and without court permission withheld the children from 

Chalese. Chalese should have had the children beginning April 1, 2020 but was 

denied her time with the children on April 1st, April 2nd, and she anticipates she 

will be denied the children on April 3rd as well. 

NRS 125C.020 allows the court to order additional visits to compensate for 

visits of which a parent was wrongfully deprived. The additional visit must be of 

the same type and duration of the wrongfully denied time, taken within one year 

after the wrongfully denied time, and taken at a time chosen by the parent 

deprived of time. 

Chalese has been wrongfully deprived of a total of at least two days of 

parenting time.  She should be awarded compensatory time with her children, to 

be taken at a time chosen by Chalese, for each and every day she has been denied 

time with her children by the time of the hearing. 

C. CHALESE SHOULD BE AWARDED HER ATTORNEY’S FEES. 
 
Adam has filed many motions in this case, three of which have been filed 

since the court ordered there would be a child custody evaluation done. The court 

ordered a child custody evaluation so it could have an expert viewpoint of this 
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case, as opposed ot Adam’s one-sided accusations. Instead of allowing the custody 

evaluator to do their job, Adam keeps filing motions to take Chalese’s limited 

parenting time away, hold her in contempt, etc. 

Chalese has spent and had to borrow tens of thousands of dollars to defend 

herself from Adam’s constant accusations. His behavior has to stop. The instant 

motion was totally unnecessary and is a further example of Adam trying to exert 

control and flex his financial muscle, making sure Chalese knows he has more 

resources available than she does to spend on attorneys. Chalese should be 

awarded fees per NRS 18.010, EDCR 7.60, NRS 125.040, NRS 125C.250, and 

NRS 22.100. 

Awards of attorney’s fees are within the sound discretion of the district 

court. Fletcher v. Fletcher, 89 Nev. 540, 516 P.2d 103 (1973); Levy v. Levy, 96 

Nev. 902, 620 P.2d 860 (1980); Hybarger v. Hybarger, 103 Nev. 255, 737 P.2d 

889 (1987).   

When an attorney in a family law case requests fees, the Court must 

consider several factors in determining the reasonable value of the services 

provided. Brunzell v. Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 455 P.2d 31 

(1969).  Those factors, referred to as the Brunzell factors, are: (1) The Qualities of 

the Advocate: to include ability, training, education, experience, professional 

standing and skill; (2) The Character of the Work to Be Done: to include the 

difficulty importance, time and skill required, the responsibility imposed and the 

prominence and character of the parties where they affect the importance of the 
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litigation; (3) The Work Actually Performed by the Lawyer: to include the actual 

skill, time and attention given to the work; and (4) The Result Obtained: whether 

the attorney was successful and what benefits were derived. Id. The court should 

give equal weight to each of the Brunzell factors. Miller v. Wilfong, 121 Nev. 119 

(2005).  

 Further, the Nevada Supreme Court has held that fees and costs may include 

non-attorney staff time. LVMPD v. Yeghiazarian, 129 Nev. 760, 312 P.3d 503 

(2013).  

1. With regard to the Qualities of the Advocate: 

a. Jack W. Fleeman, Esq.: Mr. fleeman is well-qualified and a member 

in good standing with the State Bar of Nevada. He has been practicing law 

for more than 12 years and primarily in the field of family law. Over this 

span of time, Mr. Fleeman has drafted thousands of papers and pleadings, 

has participated in hundreds of hearings, and has appeared as lead counsel 

in over 30 trials. Mr. Fleeman is a Nevada certified family law specialized 

and has briefed and argued several family law cases before the Nevada 

Supreme Court, including the recently published caes of Nguyen v. Boynes, 

133 Nev. Adv. Op. 32, 396 P.3d 774 (2017) and Miller v. Miller, 134 Nev. 

Adv. Op. 16 (Mar. 15, 2018). 

b. Alicia S. Exley, Esq.: Ms. Exley is well-qualified and a member in 

good standing of the State Bar of Nevada. Ms. Exley worked for a family 

law attorney for four years prior to graduating from law school, passing the 
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Bar Exam, and being admitted as a Nevada attorney. Ms. Exley has been 

practicing primarily in the field of family law for the last three years. She 

serves on the Community Service Committee of the Clark County Bar 

Association, earning her Committee Circle of Support Awards for 2018 and 

2019. She was also named a “Best Up & Coming Attorney” by Nevada 

Business Magazine in 2018. Ms. Exley has spoken about QDROs as part of 

the Downtown Cultural Series and had an article on economic abuse in 

divorce litigation published in the Nevada Lawyer in 2019. 

c. Angela Romero: Ms. Romero has been working in the private sector 

as a family law paralegal since 2002, and currently holds a Bachelor of 

Science in Business Administration. Ms. Romero joined Pecos Law Group 

in 2017, and with more than 18 years of family law experience, she 

contributed knowledgeable and competent service on this case. 

2. With regard to the Character of the Work to Be Done, this case involved 

highly contested issues that took skill particular to family law and ethics. 

3. With regard to the Work Actually Performed by the Attorney, Chalese’s 

attorneys were well-prepared for the case. Through the course of this litigation, 

Counsel prepared procedurally proper pleadings and prepared for the hearing with 

skill, time, and attention. 

4. With regard to the Results Obtained, through application of law to the facts 

as set forth in her pleadings and will be introduced at the time of the hearing, 

Chalese believes she will prevail on all issues.   
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Counsel will submit applicable billings for the Court’s assessment of its 

attorney’s fees award as the Court directs. 

III. CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE, based on the foregoing, Defendant Chalese Marie 

Solinger and respectfully requests that this court enter orders granting her the 

following relief: 

1. Denying Plaintiff’s Motion for a Change of Custody Based on 

Defendant’s Endangerment of the Minor Children; for Marie’s Birth Certificate; 

for Attorney’s Fees and Costs and Related Relief;  

2. Ordering Plaintiff to show cause why he should not be held in 

contempt for unilaterally withholding the minor children; 

3. Awarding Defendant compensatory visitation time with the children; 

4. Awarding Defendant her Attorney’s Fees; and 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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5. Awarding Defendant such other and further relief as this court deems 

just and proper in the premises. 

DATED this 2nd day of April, 2020. 

       PECOS LAW GROUP 
 
       /s/ Alicia Exley    
        Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. 

Nevada Bar No. 10584 
Alicia S. Exley, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 14192 
8925 South Pecos Road, Suite 14A 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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DECLARATION OF CHALESE SOLINGER 

 CHALESE SOLINGER, under penalties of perjury, deposes and says: 

1. I am the Defendant in the above-entitled action, am over the age of 

18, and am competent to testify to the matters contained herein. 

2. I make this declaration in support of the foregoing OPPOSITION TO 

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON DEFENDANT’S 

ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; FOR 

ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF AND COUNTERMOTION FOR AN 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE, COMPENSATORY VISITATION TIME, AND ATTORNEY’S 

FEES. I have read the foregoing Opposition and Countermotion and hereby certify 

that the facts set forth in the Points and Authorities attached thereto are true of my 

own knowledge, except for those matters therein contained stated upon 

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

3. The Order after Hearing of June 17, 2019, filed August 21, 2019, at 

page 5, lines 1-4, states as follows: 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mother shall have visitation with 
the children on an alternating schedule; Wednesdays at 6:00 p.m. until 
Friday at 6:00 p.m. and the alternating week Fridays at 6:00 p.m. until 
Sundays at 6:00 p.m. 
 
4. Adam wrongfully withheld the children on my scheduled custodial 

time on April 1st and April 2nd. I anticipate he will withhold the children on April 

3rd as well. 
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5. Adam did not obtain my permission or the court’s permission to 

withhold the children during my custodial time on April 1st, April 2nd, or April 3rd.  

6. I am requesting an order that Adam show cause as to why he should 

not be held in contempt for this violation of the court’s order. 

7. I am also requesting compensatory time with my children for each 

day of custodial time I have been denied.  

8. Finally, I am requesting I be awarded my attorney’s fees. 

9. I make this declaration under penalty of perjury so that it has the 

same force and effect as a sworn affidaivit pursuant to NRS 53.045. I declare 

under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

EXECUTED on April ___, 2020 

 

            
      Chalese Marie Solinger 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

GROUP, and that on this 2nd day of April, 2020, I served a copy of “OPPOSITION TO 

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON DEFENDANT’S 

ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; FOR 

ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF AND COUNTERMOTION FOR AN 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE, COMPENSATORY VISITATION TIME, AND ATTORNEY’S 

FEES” as follows: 

 Pursuant to NEFCR 9, by mandatory electronic service through the 
Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic filing system:  

To the individual(s) listed below:  

Vincent Mayo VMGroup@TheAbramsLawFirm.com 

admin email email@pecoslawgroup.com 

Alicia Exley alicia@pecoslawgroup.com 

Jack Fleeman jack@pecoslawgroup.com 

Angela Romero angela@pecoslawgroup.com 

 

 

     /s/ Angela Romero     
     ANGELA ROMERO, 

An employee of PECOS LAW GROUP 
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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         

Adam Michael Solinger,

Chalese Marie Solinger,

D-19-582245-D

I

X

X

X

X

X

Defendant 04-02-2020

/s/ Angela Romero
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ROPP 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
Date of Hearing: April 6, 2020 
Time of Hearing: 9:30 a.m. 

 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF 

CUSTODY BASED ON DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF 
THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S BIRTH 

CERTIFICATE; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND 
RELATED RELIEF AND OPPOSITION TO COUNTERMOTION 

FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE, COMPENSATORY 
VISITATION TIME, AND ATTORNEY’S FEES 

 
NOW INTO COURT comes Plaintiff, ADAM MICHAEL 

SOLINGER, by and through his attorney, Vincent Mayo, Esq., of The 

Abrams & Mayo Law Firm, and hereby submits his REPLY IN SUPPORT 

OF MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON 

DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/3/2020 2:37 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND 

RELATED RELIEF AND OPPOSITION TO COUNTERMOTION FOR AN 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE, COMPENSATORY VISITATION TIME, 

AND ATTORNEY’S FEES. 

This Reply and Opposition is made and based upon the attached 

Points and Authorities, the Declaration of Plaintiff attached hereto, all 

papers and pleadings on file herein, and any oral argument adduced at 

the hearing of this matter. 

Dated Friday, April 03, 2020. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._______ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. REPLY 

 As is Chalese’s MO, her Opposition is nothing more than an 

attempt to deflect from her own terrible judgement and neglect of the 

children’s safety and welfare. Chalese starts by stating that she is 

“aware” of the guidelines in regard to social distancing, but it is clear this 

is a lie and just because she has new counsel claiming she knows, does 
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not make it true. Instead of admitting to her failure to do so, she doubles 

down with even more lies.  

 For example, Chalese claims the event on Friday was not a party 

but instead consisted of a friend of Josh coming over to help him fix an 

issue with a stove. However, this story has a number of holes. First, if the 

stove was malfunctioning to the point where it was actively spewing gas, 

then they needed to call the fire department, Southwest Gas, or leave the 

house, not have some friend come assist. Second, Chalese conveniently 

does not mention the second man that was present. Third, it makes no 

sense for this friend to bring over his wife and baby when Chalese could 

have simply given the friend (male) the food and diapers. Fourth, there 

were two men, a woman, a baby, Chalese, Josh, Jesse, Arielle, Michael 

and Marie in the home. That makes 10 people – an amount that violates 

the order that gatherings of 10 people or more be prohibited. It is telling 

that Chalese does not even know the Governor’s order in effect as of 

March 24th was against gatherings of 10 people or more, not 

more than 10 people.1  Additionally, it appears Chalese is conceding that 

yet another person was over at the house because the way her opposition 

is written makes it clear that a friend was over to replace the stove and 

 
1 http://gov.nv.gov/News/Emergency_Orders/2020/2020-03-24_-_COVID-19_Declaration_of_Emergency_Directive_007/ 
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that another friend and his wife came over for supplies. So, who knows 

how many people have been into that house during this quarantine 

period.  

Worse, and in an effort to rationalize her behavior, Chalese tries to 

justify this violation by stating she has known the people who came over 

for over a year. Chalese should know that there is not exception to social 

distancing based on how well a person knows other people, i.e., the kids 

going to Josh’s parents house. 

 As for the incident during which Chalese took the children to 

Josh’s parents’ home, this too is another lie in how Chalese describes 

these events. Michael was the one who approached Adam and told him 

he was scared. When Adam asked why, it was Michael who recited what 

occurred at Chalese and Josh’s home, including a lady dropping papers 

off, how angry Josh became, how they went to Josh's parents’ house to 

“get away,” and that Michael was crying at Josh’s parent’s home because 

he was scared for his father. Adam believes this is because Josh 

threatened to hurt Adam in front of the children. Further, Chalese’s 

trailer story, on the heels of Michael stating what occurred regarding 

Josh, is not credible.  

 Co-parenting is key between separated parents and more so in 

light of this pandemic. However, Chalese is evasive and all over the place 
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when Adam requests information as to what she has been doing to 

protect the children. Chalese either refuses to answer, gives some 

generic, unconvincing answer that “she is being careful” or states it is 

not Adam’s business. When Adam asks for a quick video walkthrough of 

the Chalese’s house–which he is entitled to–she refuses or ignores the 

request.2 The fact Chalese has admitted in AppClose messages that she 

does not bathe the children every day makes Adam’s request even more 

necessary. Hence, Adam cannot confirm the sanitary condition of 

Chalese’s home.  

 Chalese claims everyone in her home is quarantined but this is not 

true. Josh works an “essential job” (construction/home improvement), 

as does Josh’s father, and is constantly around numerous people and 

interacting with the public. Further, Josh taking young children to a full 

grocery store and an ice cream truck is also not sticking to protective 

protocols.  

The Court will note that in contrast, Adam has no issue giving 

Chalese specifics in regard to what he does. The fact she did not ask just 

shows Chalese knows Adam is careful or that she does not care enough 

about the issue to ask. Chalese is upset that Adam questions the 

cleanliness of her home but what is Adam left to believe when the 
 

2 Not to mention, how does anything stay sanitary when someone just acquired 
livestock (chickens) in the middle of a pandemic? 
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Court’s order authorizes Adam to verify this for good cause, but Chalese 

refuses? 

Chalese tries to bolster her claim that she is careful by stating she 

had Adam hold on to the children for an extra day when Josh found out 

that Jesse was sick with a “viral infection in his glands.” When asked for 

more information given that Jesse was diagnosed with an unknown viral 

infection, Chalese provided Adam a prescription for steroids, to help 

fight the virus. Steroids do not stop a virus from being transmitted. 

Chalese harks on Adam for wanting proof of what Jesse had but with her 

history of terrible judgment and neglect of the children’s welfare, Adam 

cannot be blamed for being extra-careful and not just taking Chalese at 

her word. 

 Chalese next attempts to deflect by making unfounded allegations 

against Adam. For example, Adam did not ask Chalese to drop the 

children off inside Jessica’s work office but rather a sparse parking lot (a 

parking lot is not a workplace). Jessica was only at the office to grab 

some necessary files to continue to work from home. Almost the entirety 

of her floor was already working from home. Adam offered this out of 

convenience given that Jessica’s workplace is very close to Chalese’s 

house, rather than the children going to yet another house where the 

COVID-19 protocols are unknown, and Josh’s dad works in construction  
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which is still going strong.  

 Adam did not take the children to the park. Rather, they were on a 

walk through in their neighborhood that has a big grassy area. It is not 

public and no one else was there at the time Adam and the children 

walked through, otherwise Adam would have left. 

 Chalese next tries to change the narrative by claiming Adam 

promised not to have a PI on Chalese anymore. Adam never said that. 

What he did state is that he has limited funds. If Adam’s father is willing 

to help out in regard to payment of a PI to ensure that his grandchildren 

are safe from harm that is preventable, that is his prerogative.  Further, 

Adam has constantly stated he would have no issue with being followed 

by a PI as he has nothing to hide. It is Chalese who still does.3 It is also 

not stalking or harassing. Paid, trained, and licensed professionals 

maintaining a discrete distance to make sure the individuals being 

observed are not harassed.  

 Chalese next moves on to the issue of phone calls and makes a 

number of lies. Adam’s counsel has already directly explained this to 

Chalese’s counsel4 but is willing to set the record straight herein. First of 

all, Jessica does not and has not interfered with phone calls. The 

 
3 As for Carmen, she has an insight into Josh. Adam has asked her if she's heard 
certain things or to verify details with her just the same as any parent would.  
4 See the March 27th and 30th emails between counsel, attached as Exhibit 2. 
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children have a short attention span and they don't want to sit in one 

place and speak for more than a minute or so. The children will say that 

they are done talking to Chalese after they have spoken with her a little 

bit. They do the same exact thing to Adam when they are with Chalese 

and Adam is talking to them on Facetime. Hence, there is no insidious 

scheme. When the children are done talking, they say, "I love you. Bye" 

or “I’m done.” Adam will then hang up the call.5 Additionally, Adam has 

always offered for Chalese to speak to the children in the morning if she 

cannot FaceTime with them at night and he’s offered extra FaceTime 

opportunities to her during this period of time where she would 

normally have them, but for her actions. She has never taken Adam up 

on this because she doesn’t actually care about FaceTime, she only cares 

about herself and trying to prove some arbitrary point.  

 As for Marie’s birth certificate, it has come in the mail since. 

However, it came too late to take Marie off the private insurance and 

enroll her in Adam’s new insurance. Because of this, Adam had to pay 

over $1,200 for another month of insurance because Chalese wanted to 

play games. It is of note that if Chalese had given the birth certificate 

 
5 In addition, these past two days, Chalese has refused to not talk to the children 
about what is going on and why the children are not with her right now. They have 
not asked, and they have no idea that the schedule technically calls for them to be 
with her right now. Because of this, Adam has asked Chalese not to tell them and/or 
talk to them about it and her response is her usual, "I'm their mother and they 
deserve to know why they're not with me." 
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when Adam asked for it, there would have been no issue. Instead, she 

appears to have only done so after she re-retained her prior counsel, and 

her counsel has yet come up with another excuse on Chalese’s behalf. 

Chalese chose to withhold the birth certificate out of spite, it wasn’t until 

she talked to her attorney and was told she was wrong in her actions that 

excuses were made.  

III. OPPOSITION 

 Chalese references Adam withholding the children but he has 

never done so without substantial cause and only when he believed there 

was no alternative since Chalese refused to take immediate action. For 

example, the first time was when Chalese admitted to being unable to 

drive due to medication she was on, barring her from doing so, but her 

statement that she would be doing so anyway for a trip to northern 

Utah/Idaho. This Court in fact agreed with Adam’s action and found his 

decision was excused. This case involves the same scenario: Chalese’s 

refusal to follow the governor’s orders and social distancing guidelines 

threaten the children’s safety by unreasonably increasing the risk of 

being exposed to COVID-19, a virus that affects, thousands every day, 

old and young alike. What’s sad is that these are measures Chalese 

concedes per her own motion are necessary. Adam did so only after 

Chalese refused to co-parent by being willing to assure Adam of the steps 
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she took to protect them. Adam’s actions were therefore in the children’s 

best interests and warranted temporarily. 

 This is in contrast to the times Chalese has deprived Adam of his 

time with the children. Chalese picked up the children from school early, 

deprived Adam of after school time with them, just because picking the 

children up early was convenient for Chalese (there is literally a 

contempt hearing on this issue set for November 7th), Chalese withheld 

Marie from Adam after Marie’s surgery, again for no reason. In February 

of 2019, Chalese withheld the children from Adam unless he agreed 

never to withhold the children no matter what.  

 Chalese should not be entitled to make-up visitation. This is a 

trend for Chalese: Endanger the parties’ young children, resulting in 

Adam being forced to take steps to protect them, to only complain about 

Adam doing so and Chalese losing time, when in fact, this is the cause of 

her own careless and reckless actions.  

 Finally, Chalese is not entitled to attorney’s fees. Chalese is the one 

who placed the children in harm’s way, and it was Adam who–once 

again–was forced to take action to protect them. Further, Chalese re-

retaining Pecos Law Group is very concerning and appears to have been 

done in a scheme to try and obtain additional fees. Pecos Law Group was 

awarded $10,000 in attorney’s fees. Vegas West, which is essentially a 
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subsidiary of Pecos Law Group, substitutes in the case and asks for 

additional fees. When this Court denied their request, Pecos Law Group 

suspiciously substitutes back into the case. Unfortunately, counsel for 

Chalese appear to be more concerned about fees than they do actually 

exercising client control. By now, they must know there is no exercising 

control over Chalese as her actions continue to threaten the children. In 

addition, how can Pecos law group substitute back in when it was 

necessary to withdraw due to a conflict of interest? Conflicts do not 

suddenly disappear. A conflict is a conflict is a conflict. The ethical 

impropriety of what is taking place mandates a closer look because it 

appears that defense counsels have colluded in an effort to perpetuate a 

fraud on this court to obtain additional, unwarranted, legal fees.  

III. CONCLUSION 

Based upon the foregoing, Adam respectfully requests that this 

Honorable Court grant the relief requested in this Motion in its entirety, 

as well as any further relief the Court deems proper and just. 

Dated Friday, April 03, 2020. 

      Respectfully Submitted: 
      THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.________ 
      Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
      Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
      6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
      Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
      Attorney for Plaintiff 
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DECLARATION OF ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER 

I, ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, provide this Declaration 

pursuant to NRS 53.045 and states the following:   

1. I am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled action, and I am 

above the age of majority and am competent to testify to the facts 

contained in this affidavit. 

2. I make this affidavit in support of the foregoing REPLY IN 

SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON 

DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR 

MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE; ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND 

RELATED RELIEF AND OPPOSITION TO COUNTERMOTION FOR AN 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE, COMPENSATORY VISITATION TIME, 

AND ATTORNEY’S FEES 

3. I have read said Reply and Opposition and hereby certify 

that the facts set forth in the Points and Authorities attached thereto are 

true of my own knowledge, except for those matters therein contained 

stated upon information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe 

them to be true.   

/// 

/// 

/// 
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4. I declare under the penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of 

the State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.   

Dated this 3rd day of April 2020.  
 
 

__/s/ Adam M. Solinger_______ 
ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that the foregoing REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 

MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON DEFENDANT’S 

ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S 

BIRTH CERTIFICATE; ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND 

RELATED RELIEF AND OPPOSITION TO COUNTERMOTION FOR AN 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE, COMPENSATORY VISITATION TIME, 

AND ATTORNEY’S FEES was filed electronically with the Eighth 

Judicial District Court in the above-entitled matter, on Friday, April 03, 

2020.  Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be made in 

accordance with the Master Service List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as 

follows: 

  Jack Fleeman, Esq. 
  Attorney for Defendant 
  
     

/s/ Chantel Wade______________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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EXH 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
Date of Hearing: March 5, 2019 
Time of Hearing: 3:30 p.m. 
 

 
APPENDIX OF SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBITS TO PLAINTIFF’S 

MOTION FOR A CHANGE OF CUSTODY BASED ON 
DEFENDANT’S ENDANGERMENT OF THE MINOR 

CHILDREN; FOR MARIE’S BIRTH CERTIFICATE AND 
RELATED RELIEF  

 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
///  

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/9/2020 11:29 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Exhibit Description 

2 
Declaration of Emergency Directive 010 Stay 

at Home Order 

3 Photo of Chalese’s April 7th camp out 

4 April 8, 2020 Elite Investigations Report 

5 
Extended Order for Protection Against 

Stalking Aggravated Stalking or Harassment  

6 
Video of Michael talking about babysitting 

Marie while Chalese goes into the gas station 
(Dropbox Link sent via e-mail) 

 
Dated Thursday, April 09, 2020. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 
 
 
/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._________ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq.  
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Appendix of Supplemental 

Exhibits to Plaintiff’s Motion for a Change of Custody Based on 

Defendant’s Endangerment of the Minor Children; For Marie’s Birth 

Certificate; for Attorney’s Fees and Costs and Related Relief was filed 

electronically with the Eighth Judicial District Court in the above-

entitled matter, on Thursday, April 09, 2020.  Electronic service of the 

foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service  

List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows: 

  Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. 
  Attorney for Defendant 
 
 
   

/s/ Chantel Wade___________________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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EXHIBIT 3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 3 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 3 
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EXHIBIT 4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 4 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 4 
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ORDR 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
Date of Hearing: April 6, 2020 
Time of Hearing: 9:30 a.m. 
 

 
 

ORDER AFTER HEARING OF APRIL 6, 2020 

This matter coming on for hearing on the on the 6th day of April 

2020, before the Honorable Cheryl B. Moss, upon Plaintiff’s Motion for 

Change of Custody Based on Defendant’s Endangerment of the Minor 

Children, for Marie’s Birth Certificate, for Attorney’s Fees and Costs 

and Related Relief and Defendant’s Opposition and Countermotion for 

an Order to Show Cause, Compensatory Visitation Time and Attorney’s 

Fees and Plaintiff’s Reply in Support and Opposition to Countermotion 

with Plaintiff, ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER (hereinafter referred to as 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/22/2020 12:01 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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“Adam”), having appeared by and through his attorney of record, 

VINCENT MAYO, ESQ., of THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM, and 

Defendant, CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER (hereinafter referred to as 

“Chalese”), having appeared by and through her attorney of record, 

JACK FLEEMAN, ESQ., of PECOS LAW GROUP. Court having listened 

to the representations and arguments of counsel, and good cause 

appearing: 

THIS COURT HEREBY NOTES that all Parties appeared by 

video. 

THIS COURT FURTHER NOTES that discussion regarding 

whether Defendant's counsel having a conflict of interest to represent 

Defendant. Upon Court's inquiry, Defendant has confirmed she has 

rehired the Pecos Law Group. 

THIS COURT FURTHER NOTES that the department of 

Family Services closed their investigation.  

THIS COURT FURTHER NOTES that there are monitoring 

problems and credibility issues to be addressed at the return hearing. 

THIS COURT HEREBY FINDS that based on the 

representations of Defendant and her counsel, there is no conflict of 

interest related to Defendant rehiring The Pecos Law Group.  

/// 
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Therefore, and for good cause showing, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that based on Plaintiff’s allegations, 

the current COVID-19 crisis, and an abundance of caution, Plaintiff has 

temporary sole legal and sole physical custody of the children until April 

13, 2020 at 9:45 a.m. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant's request for 

compensatory visitation is deferred. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Department I shall send both 

Counsel a copy of the CPS records. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any videos Plaintiff intended 

to show today shall be produced immediately to opposing counsel and 

the Court. Any other documentation related to this issue shall be 

disclosed to Defendant and this Court no later than 12:00 p.m. on 

Thursday, April 9, 2020. The Court shall review same prior to the return 

hearing issue is deferred until the return hearing, currently set for 

Monday, April 13, 2020.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that hearing set for April 7, 2020 

at 9:30 a.m. is vacated and reset to April 13, 2020 at 9:45 a.m. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this matter shall be continued 

to the hearing set for April 13, 2020, at 9:45 a.m. 

/// 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Attorney Mayo shall draft the 

Order and Attorney Fleeman shall sign off.  

Dated this ___ day of _______, 2020. 

      _________________________ 
      DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
 

 

Approved as to form and content:        Approved as to form and content: 

THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW 
FIRM  
 
/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.____ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. (8564) 
6252 S. Rainbow Blvd.,  
Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118  
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

PECOS LAW GROUP 
 
 
_______________________ 
Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. (10584) 
8925 South Pecos Road,  
Suite 14A 
Henderson, Nevada 89074  
Tel: (702) 388-1851 
Attorney for Defendant 
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NEOJ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 

 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER AFTER HEARING OF  

APRIL 6, 2020 

 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Order After Hearing of April 6, 

2020 was duly entered in the above-referenced matter.  A true and correct 

copy of said 

/// 

/// 

/// 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/22/2020 3:06 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Order is attached hereto.  

DATED Wednesday, April 22, 2020. 

     Respectfully Submitted, 
 
     THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 
 
     /s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.______ 
     Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
     Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
     6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
     Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
     Attorney for Plaintiff  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Notice of Entry of Order After 

Hearing of April 6, 2019 was filed electronically with the Eighth Judicial 

District Court in the above-entitled matter, on Wednesday, April 22, 

2020. Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be made in 

accordance with the Master Service List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows: 

 Jack W. Fleeman, Esq.  
 

     
/s/ Chantel Wade_________________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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ORDR 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM  
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
Date of Hearing: April 6, 2020 
Time of Hearing: 9:30 a.m. 
 

 
 

ORDER AFTER HEARING OF APRIL 6, 2020 

This matter coming on for hearing on the on the 6th day of April 

2020, before the Honorable Cheryl B. Moss, upon Plaintiff’s Motion for 

Change of Custody Based on Defendant’s Endangerment of the Minor 

Children, for Marie’s Birth Certificate, for Attorney’s Fees and Costs 

and Related Relief and Defendant’s Opposition and Countermotion for 

an Order to Show Cause, Compensatory Visitation Time and Attorney’s 

Fees and Plaintiff’s Reply in Support and Opposition to Countermotion 

with Plaintiff, ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER (hereinafter referred to as 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/22/2020 12:01 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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“Adam”), having appeared by and through his attorney of record, 

VINCENT MAYO, ESQ., of THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM, and 

Defendant, CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER (hereinafter referred to as 

“Chalese”), having appeared by and through her attorney of record, 

JACK FLEEMAN, ESQ., of PECOS LAW GROUP. Court having listened 

to the representations and arguments of counsel, and good cause 

appearing: 

THIS COURT HEREBY NOTES that all Parties appeared by 

video. 

THIS COURT FURTHER NOTES that discussion regarding 

whether Defendant's counsel having a conflict of interest to represent 

Defendant. Upon Court's inquiry, Defendant has confirmed she has 

rehired the Pecos Law Group. 

THIS COURT FURTHER NOTES that the department of 

Family Services closed their investigation.  

THIS COURT FURTHER NOTES that there are monitoring 

problems and credibility issues to be addressed at the return hearing. 

THIS COURT HEREBY FINDS that based on the 

representations of Defendant and her counsel, there is no conflict of 

interest related to Defendant rehiring The Pecos Law Group.  

/// 
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Therefore, and for good cause showing, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that based on Plaintiff’s allegations, 

the current COVID-19 crisis, and an abundance of caution, Plaintiff has 

temporary sole legal and sole physical custody of the children until April 

13, 2020 at 9:45 a.m. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant's request for 

compensatory visitation is deferred. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Department I shall send both 

Counsel a copy of the CPS records. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any videos Plaintiff intended 

to show today shall be produced immediately to opposing counsel and 

the Court. Any other documentation related to this issue shall be 

disclosed to Defendant and this Court no later than 12:00 p.m. on 

Thursday, April 9, 2020. The Court shall review same prior to the return 

hearing issue is deferred until the return hearing, currently set for 

Monday, April 13, 2020.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that hearing set for April 7, 2020 

at 9:30 a.m. is vacated and reset to April 13, 2020 at 9:45 a.m. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this matter shall be continued 

to the hearing set for April 13, 2020, at 9:45 a.m. 

/// 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Attorney Mayo shall draft the 

Order and Attorney Fleeman shall sign off.  

Dated this ___ day of _______, 2020. 

      _________________________ 
      DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
 

 

Approved as to form and content:        Approved as to form and content: 

THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW 
FIRM  
 
/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.____ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. (8564) 
6252 S. Rainbow Blvd.,  
Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118  
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

PECOS LAW GROUP 
 
 
_______________________ 
Jack W. Fleeman, Esq. (10584) 
8925 South Pecos Road,  
Suite 14A 
Henderson, Nevada 89074  
Tel: (702) 388-1851 
Attorney for Defendant 
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MOT 
Vincent Mayo, Esq.  
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com  
Attorney for Plaintiff                

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
 
 
Oral Argument is Requested 
 

NOTICE: YOU ARE REQUIRED TO FILE A WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THIS MOTION WITH 
THE CLERK OF THE COURT AND TO PROVIDE THE UNDERSIGNED WITH A COPY OF 
YOUR RESPONSE WITHIN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS OF YOUR RECEIPT OF THIS MOTION. 
FAILURE TO FILE A WRITTEN RESPONSE WITH THE CLERK OF THE COURT WITHIN 
FOURTEEN (14) DAYS OF YOUR RECEIPT OF THIS MOTION MAY RESULT IN THE 
REQUESTED RELIEF BEING GRANTED BY THE COURT WITHOUT A HEARING PRIOR 
TO THE SCHEDULED HEARING DATE. 
 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO PERMIT PLAINTIFF TO RETAIN 

THE SICK MINOR CHILDREN PURSUANT TO THEIR 
PEDIATRICIAN’S DIRECTIVE; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND 

COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF 
 

NOW INTO COURT comes Plaintiff, ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 

by and through his attorney, Vincent Mayo, Esq., of The Abrams & Mayo 

Law Firm, and hereby submits his MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO 

PERMIT PLAINTIFF TO RETAIN THE SICK MINOR CHILDREN 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/26/2020 8:42 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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PURSUANT TO THEIR PEDIATRICIAN’S DIRECTIVE; FOR 

ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF. 

This Motion is made and based upon the attached Points and 

Authorities, the Affidavit attached hereto, all papers and pleadings on file 

herein, and any oral argument adduced at the hearing of this matter. 

Dated Sunday, April 26, 2020. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._________ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

Plaintiff, ADAM SOLINGER (“Adam”) and Defendant, CHALESE  

SOLINGER, were married on May 12, 2012 in Las Vegas, Nevada. There 

are two (2) minor children of the marriage, to wit: Michael Adam Solinger 

(“Michael”), born June 16, 2015 (4 years of age); and Marie Leona 

Solinger (“Marie”), born August 28, 2017 (2 years of age). Adam is 31 years 

old and Chalese is 29 years old. 

 On April 22nd, Adam had Michael and Marie for his custodial time. 

Before dinner, Adam had Marie go clean her room. While she did, Adam 
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went to help with dinner. Adam came back just five minutes later to check 

on Marie and found her asleep. Adam tried to put her down to bed but she 

woke up and said she wanted something to eat. At dinner, Marie was 

warm and acting very tired and lethargic. Adam became concerned and 

took her temperature. Marie’s temperature was at 104 degrees. Adam 

gave Marie some Motrin and laid her down. He thereafter recorded 

Marie’s temperature, which was at 102.8 degrees.1 Then, and out of an 

abundance of caution, Adam called the COVID-19 hotline. They in turn 

advised that Adam call Marie’s doctor. 

Adam called the after-hours number for the pediatrician’s office and 

left a message. Dr. Tresa Chakkalakal (Dr. Tresa) returned Adam’s call.2 

When Adam explained the fever and his concerns, Dr. Tresa advised 

Adam to treat Marie at home like Adam would for any other fever and to 

monitor her symptoms. Dr. Tresa said that given the uncertainty of 

Marie’s condition and in light of the COVID-19 pandemic, Adam needed 

to follow the CDC guidelines regarding quarantining Marie, with the 

guidelines stating Marie would need to be quarantined: 

• At least 3 days (72 hours) have passed since recovery defined as 
resolution of fever without the use of fever-reducing medications  

• Improvement in respiratory symptoms (e.g., cough, shortness of 
breath); and 

 
1 See the photo of same, attached as Exhibit 1. 
2 See the photos of call logs, attached as Exhibit 2. 
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• At least 7 days have passed since symptoms first appeared. 

Adam did specifically ask Dr. Tresa about whether Marie could go 

to Chalese’s house where another young boy, Jesse, lives. Dr. Tresa said 

no because the doctor did not know what Marie has and Marie is likely 

contagious. 

Dr. Tresa further stated that if Marie develops vomiting, earache, 

painful urination, or respiratory tract symptoms, that Adam would need 

to arrange to bring her in to be seen right away. When Adam asked about 

testing Marie for COVID-19, Dr. Tresa said that they only had 4 or 5 

COVID-19 testing kits left and that they are saving them for those with 

severe symptoms. 

Upon hanging up with Dr. Tresa, Adam relayed this information to 

Chalese and explained to her what the doctor said to do. Chalese’s only 

response was, “I’ll pick them up like normal on Friday.”  The next morning 

(April 23rd), Adam had his counsel reach out to Chalese’s to try, under the 

circumstances, to have them change Chalese’s mind.3 Attached to the 

letter were photos of the readings of the children’s fevers via the electronic 

thermometer.4 It was also recommended that Chalese reach out to the 

children’s pediatrician to confirm what Adam had been told. Further, 

 
3 See the April 23rd correspondence to Pecos Law Group, attached as Exhibit 3.  
4 Id. 
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Photos and videos of Adam taking Marie’s temperature (showing her 

fever) were emailed to Chalese’s counsel.5  Then, later that same day, 

Michael developed a fever.  

Mr. Mayo stated on the 23rd that Adam did not want to be in 

violation of the custodial schedule so if Chalese would not agree to Adam 

keeping the children during her weekend time, based on the pediatrician’s 

medical advice, he would need to file a motion. Ms. Exley stated Chalese 

was following up with the pediatrician, to which Mr. Mayo responded that 

he would hold off on filing his motion while Chalese did. Ms. Exley did not 

oppose this position. 

The next day, and despite the fact Dr. Tresa told Adam to 

keep Marie quarantined at his home,6 Chalese astonishingly 

and in the middle of a pandemic, wanted to negotiate 

regarding Adam keeping the children quarantined. Specifically, 

Chalese had Ms. Exley send a letter stating that Chalese would agree to 

Adam keeping the children quarantined only if Adam agreed to certain 

conditions: (1) Chalese getting confirmation from the pediatrician as to 

what was represented to Adam; (2) Chalese getting make-up time for 

every day she misses; (3) Adam sending videos of the children’s fevers 

 
5 See the email with the video attachment, attached as Exhibit 4. 
6 Advice that would apply to both children once Michael got a fever.  
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twice a day; and (4) Adam giving Chalese daily video time with the 

children. Ms. Exley did state that she heard from an assistant of Dr. Tresa 

that Adam had been advised to keep the children quarantined until the 

children’s fevers were gone7 and to bring them in if their fevers persisted 

longer than 7 days. 

 In response to Chalese’s “ultimatum,”8 Adam stated what he was 

told by Dr. Tresa was accurate but that he was not agreeable to not 

quarantining the children until Chalese had exact confirmation of same. 

Adam was also not in agreement with Chalese getting make up time. It 

was conveyed that make-up time is related to the Court finding a parent 

has been wrongly denied time with the children due to the other parent’s 

actions.9 That is not the case here as an illness is the reason for the 

quarantining. Regardless, Adam was fine with Chalese continuing to have 

daily video contact with the children (which Chalese had on both Friday 

and Saturday nights and by phone on Sunday night as Chalese 

represented her camera was not working). Finally, Adam stated he was 

 
7 What Adam does not know is what Chalese told the pediatrician’s office. If she told 
them she was practicing proper social distancing / quarantining, they may have stated 
that the quarantining for 7 days after the onset of fevers is not necessary. However, 
Adam and the Court know Chalese was not, meaning the 7 days of quarantining is 
necessary. 
8 See the April 24th letter to Chalese’s counsel, attached as Exhibit 5. 
9 Adam would note that Chalese has balked in the past about wanting make-up time 
but she continuously refuses to acknowledge the loss of time is due to Chalese mixing 
up the scheduled days, ignoring Adam’s notifications about vacation time or Chalese 
flat out forgetting her own days. 
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obviously fine with keeping Chalese updated as to their medical condition 

but saw no reason to send videos of the children’s fevers if they were 

normal.   

The next day, in response to Chalese asking for proof of the 

children’s current temperatures, Adam updated Chalese and told her that 

the children’s temperatures were back to normal.10 Adam then updated 

Chalese as to how the children did on Friday given that she did not bother 

to ask how the children were at all on Friday. Despite this, Chalese tried 

to accuse Adam of “neglecting the children’s care” by not taking them in 

to the ER. Chalese’s counsel also made this representation even though 

Chalese verified that the pediatrician’s office said for Adam not to seek 

medical treatment unless the fevers lasted for longer than 7 days and 

Adam got the children’s temperatures under control over a short period 

of time.  

 Mr. Mayo responded,11 making it clear that Adam was following the 

pediatrician’s instructions. It was also conveyed that there was no need to 

unnecessarily take the children out of quarantine and to an ER when their 

fevers were brought under control. Further, it was hypocritical of Chalese 

to call Adam negligent when it was very likely that the children became 

 
10 See the April 25th AppClose exchange between the parties, attached as Exhibit 6. 
11 See the April 25th emails between counsel, attached as Exhibit 7.  
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sick during her time: It was Chalese who this Court found has continually 

disregarded quarantine directives and it was Chalese who travelled out of 

state. No one other than the children in Adam’s house is sick or has any 

symptoms and Adam, Jessica and her daughter have been following social 

distancing and quarantining protocol.  

Despite all this, Chalese’s counsel stated Adam was violating the 

Court’s order and that she would be filing a motion. This motion follows. 

II. LAW AND ARGUMENT 

A. Adam Should Continue Quarantining the Minor 
Children in Accordance with the Pediatrician’s 
Medical Directives  

 
NRS 125C.0045 states in relevant part: 
 

[M]odification or termination of orders. 
1.  In any action for determining the custody of a minor child, 

the court may, except as otherwise provided in this section and NRS 
125C.0601 to 125C.0693, inclusive, and chapter 130 of NRS: 

(a) During the pendency of the action, at the final hearing or 
at any time thereafter during the minority of the child, make such 
an order for the custody, care, education, maintenance and support 
of the minor child as appears in his or her best interest;… 

 
After becoming sick, and in light of the pandemic, the children’s 

pediatrician directed Adam to quarantine the children pursuant to CDC 

guidelines. That is what Adam has done. He has also taken reasonable 

efforts to keep Chalese informed by updating her as to the children’s 

fevers and what he is doing to treat same. Adam has also been providing 

Chalese daily video contact with the children. Therefore, as the children’s 
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best interests are the Court’s utmost concern under Rivero v. Rivero, 216 

P.3d 213 (2009), the custodial schedule should be temporarily deviated 

from to allow for the pediatrician’s directives to remain in place, especially 

in light of the CDC’s COVID-19 protocol.  

Instead of being supportive, Chalese is again displaying her poor 

judgment by attempting to manipulate the situation. Chalese demands 

that Adam do certain things or otherwise she will not agree to the 

pediatrician’s directives. The children’s best interests are not something 

to be bartered or compromised. The fact Chalese does not understand her 

actions are harmful to the children is very telling.  

The same applies to Chalese’s attempt to falsely claim Adam was 

“neglectful” in not taking the children to the ER when they only had the 

fevers for a short time, the pediatrician stated not to take them in unless 

the fevers persisted for more than seven days or if the fevers could not be 

controlled. The fevers disappeared by Saturday morning, although 

Michael had a slight fever upon waking on Sunday morning which is since 

under control. It is clear that Chalese is only fabricating her allegation in 

retaliation for Adam having exposed Chalese’s long list of decisions and 

behavior that have been harmful to the children. 

This Court should deviate the custody schedule to allow the children 

to follow their pediatrician’s quarantine advice and stay with Adam until  
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Chalese’s next normal custody time share, which is May 8th at 6 p.m.  

In the event that between now and then Chalese or any member of 

her household continues to not follow social distancing measures, this 

Court should award sole custody to Adam until the COVID-19 social 

distancing and quarantine protocols are lifted. The parties do not know 

what the children are sick with given the scarcity of COVID-19 tests 

available and the fact that the children, fortunately, appear asymptomatic. 

However, this serves as a very potent reminder of what can happen when 

proper social distancing measures are not followed. Chalese was already 

given a chance to follow the right measures and yet the children still got 

sick. The children cannot be risked yet again given the circumstances. 

Their best interest is in staying safely with Adam who the parties know is 

practicing strict social distancing protocols.  

B. Adam Should be Awarded Attorney’s Fees and Costs 
 
Chalese is the one who continuously and intentionally violates this 

Court’s orders, thereby jeopardizing the safety of the children in the 

process and preventing her and Adam from co-parenting together. It is 

Chalese’s conduct that has driven Adam to file this motion and seek the 

help of the Court. Adam should therefore be made whole and not be forced 

to go out of pocket in order to protect his children’s welfare. Adam shall 

submit a Memorandum of Fees and Costs addressing the Brunzell factors 
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upon direction from the Court. 

III. CONCLUSION 

Based upon the foregoing, Adam respectfully requests that this 

Honorable Court grant the relief requested in this Motion, as well as any 

further relief the Court deems proper and just. 

Dated Sunday, April 26, 2020. 
      Respectfully Submitted: 

      THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM
   

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._________ 
      Vincent Mayo, Esq. 
      Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
      6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
      Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
      Attorney for Plaintiff 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
 
/// 
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DECLARATION OF ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER 

I, ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, provide this Declaration pursuant 

to NRS 53.045 and states the following:   

1. I am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled action, and I am above

the age of majority and am competent to testify to the facts contained in 

this affidavit. 

2. I make this affidavit in support of the foregoing MOTION FOR

AN ORDER TO PERMIT PLAINTIFF TO RETAIN THE SICK MINOR 

CHILDREN PURSUANT TO THEIR PEDIATRICIAN’S DIRECTIVE; 

FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF. 

3. I have read said Motion and hereby certify that the facts set

forth in the Points and Authorities attached thereto are true of my own 

knowledge, except for those matters therein contained stated upon 

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

4. I declare under the penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of

the State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.  

Dated this ___ day of April, 2020.  

_________________________ 
ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER 

26th
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that the foregoing MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO 

PERMIT PLAINTIFF TO RETAIN THE SICK MINOR CHILDREN 

PURSUANT TO THEIR PEDIATRICIAN’S DIRECTIVE; FOR 

ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF was filed 

electronically with the Eighth Judicial District Court in the above-entitled 

matter, on Sunday, April 26, 2020.  Electronic service of the foregoing 

document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service List, 

pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows: 

Jack Fleeman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

/s/ David J. Schoen, IV, ACP_____________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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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         

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER

CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER

D-19-582245-D

I

✔

✔

✔

✔

Plaintiff/Petitioner 04/26/2020

   

002099



 

 

1 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

 

EXH 
Vincent Mayo, Esq.  
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 222-4021 
Fax: (702) 248-9750 
Email: vmgroup@theabramslawfirm.com    
Attorney for Plaintiff  

Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 

Clark County, Nevada 

ADAM MICHAEL SOLINGER, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
CHALESE MARIE SOLINGER, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:     D-19-582245-D  
 
Department: I  
 
 
 

 
 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR AN 
ORDER TO PERMIT PLAINTIFF TO RETAIN 

THE SICK MINOR CHILDREN PURSUANT TO THEIR 
PEDIATRICIAN’S DIRECTIVE; FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND 

COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF 
 

Exhibit Description 

1 Photo showing Marie’s temperatures 

2 April 22nd call logs to the pediatrician 

3 April 23rd correspondence to Pecos Law Group 

4 
E-mail with video attachment of Marie’s 
temperature 

5 April 24th correspondence to Pecos Law Group 

Case Number: D-19-582245-D

Electronically Filed
4/27/2020 11:55 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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6 April 25th AppClose exchanges between the parties  

7 April 25th emails between counsel 

 
Dated Monday, April 27, 2020. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM 

 
/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq._______ 
Vincent Mayo, Esq. (8564) 
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that the foregoing APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN 

SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR AN 

ORDER TO PERMIT PLAINTIFF TO RETAIN THE SICK MINOR 

CHILDREN PURSUANT TO THEIR PEDIATRICIAN’S DIRECTIVE; 

FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS AND RELATED RELIEF was 

filed electronically with the Eighth Judicial District Court in the above-

entitled matter, on Monday, April 27, 2020. Electronic service of the 

foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service 

List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows: 

  Jack Fleeman, Esq. 
 
 

/s/ Chantel Wade___________________ 
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm 
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