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APPENDIX 

Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
Motion to Modify Custody July 27, 2020 I ROA000001 

-
ROA000035 

Ex Parte Application for an 
Order Shortening Time 

July 27, 2020 I ROA000036 
– 

ROA000044 
Order Shortening Time July 28, 2020 I ROA000045 

– 
ROA000046 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Shortening Time 

July 29, 2020 I ROA000047 
– 

ROA000060 
Second Ex Parte Application for 
an Order Shortening Time 

August 5, 2020 I ROA000061 
– 

ROA000069 
Defendant’s Opposition and 
Countermotion 

August 20, 2020 I ROA000070 
– 

ROA000104 
Referral Order for Outsourced 
Evaluation Services   

August 27, 2020 I ROA000105 

Reply in Support of Plaintiff’s 
Motion and in Opposition to 
Defendant’s Countermotion 

August 27, 2020 I ROA000106 
– 

ROA000134 
Order After the August 27, 2020 
Hearing 

September 28, 2020 I ROA000135 
– 

ROA000142 
Notice of Entry of Order from 
the August 17, 2020 Hearing 

September 30, 2020 I ROA000143 
– 

ROA000153 
Defendant’s Emergency Motion 
for Interim Sole Physical 
Custody, for Hunter to be 
interviewed, and for Attorney’s 
Fees 

March 17, 2021 I ROA000154 
– 

ROA000164 

Defendant’s Ex Parte 
Application for and Declaration 
in Support of Request an Order 

March 17, 2021 I ROA000165 
– 

ROA000167 



Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
Shortening Time on Motion for 
Emergency Interim Sole 
Physical Custody for Hunter to 
be Interviewed, and for 
Attorney’s Fees 
Order Shortening Time March 18, 2021 I ROA000168 

– 
ROA000170 

Plaintiff’s Opposition to 
Defendant’s Emergency Motion; 
and Countermotion Renewing 
Motion to Modify. Declaration 
of Maggie Cox 

March 22, 2021 I ROA000171 
– 

ROA000197  

Order Appointing Guardian Ad 
Litem 

March 22, 2021 I ROA000198 
– 

ROA000203 
Case and Evidentiary 
Hearing/Non-Jury Trial 
Management Order 

March 31, 2021 I ROA000204 
– 

ROA000218 
Notice of Motion and Motion for 
Appointment with Reunification 
Expert, for Supplement to Brief 
from Zelensky, for an Award of 
Attorney Fees and Costs and 
Related Relief; Declaration of 
Plaintiff 

April 14, 2021 I ROA000219 
– 

ROA000239 

Ex Parte Application for an 
Order Shortening Time 

April 14, 2021 II ROA000240 
- 

ROA000246 
Order Shortening Time April 21, 2021 II ROA000247 

- 
ROA000249 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Shortening Time 

April 21, 2021 II ROA000250 
- 

ROA000255 
Defendant’s Opposition to 
Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Appointment with Reunification 

May 3, 2021 II ROA000256 
- 

ROA000270 



Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
Expert, for Supplement to Brief 
from Zelensky, for an Award of 
Attorney’s Fees and 
Countermotion to Remove the 
Therapist for Hunter and for 
Attorney’s Fees 
Reply In Support Of Plaintiff s 
Motion For Appointment With 
Reunification Expert, For 
Supplement To Brief From 
Zelensky, For An Award Of 
Attorney Fees And Costs, And 
Related Relief; And In 
Opposition To Defendant s 
Countermotion To Remove 
Therapist And For Attorney s 
Fees 

May 10, 2021 II ROA000271 
- 

ROA000288 

Defendant's Supplement to 
Opposition to Motion for 
Appointment with Reunification 
Expert, for Supplement to Brief 
From Zelensky, for an Award of 
Attorney s Fees and Costs, and 
Countermotion to Remove the 
Therapist for Hunter, and for 
Attorney s Fees 

May 13, 2021 II ROA000289 
- 

ROA000291 

Order from March 22, 2021 
Hearing 

May 20, 2021 II ROA000292 
- 

ROA000301 
Notice of Entry of Order May 21, 2021 II ROA000302 

- 
ROA000314 

Stipulation and Order Resolving 
2021-2022 School Enrollment 
for Minor Child 

May 28, 2021 II ROA000315 
- 

ROA000318 
Order for Appointment of 
Special Master/Parenting 
Coordinator 

June 3, 2021 II ROA000319 
- 

ROA000335 



Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation 
and Order Resolving 2021-2022 
School Enrollment for Minor 
Child 

June 8, 2021 II ROA000336 
- 

ROA000342 

Notice of Entry of Order June 9, 2021 II ROA000343 
- 

ROA000362 
Notice of Motion and Motion to 
Reset Child Support and Correct 
Tax Exemption Issue; 
Declaration Plaintiff 

June 29, 2021 II ROA000363 
- 

ROA000373 

Minute Order – No Hearing 
Held 

July 30, 2021 II ROA000374 
- 

ROA000377 
Defendant's Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Motion to Modify 
Child Support, to Correct Tax 
Exemption Issue and 
Countermotion for 
Reimbursement of Overpayment 
of Child Support and for 
Attorney's Fees 

July 30, 2021 II ROA000378 
- 

ROA000391 

Defendant's Objection to the 
Parenting Coordinator's 
Suggestions 

August 9, 2021 II ROA000392 
- 

ROA000401 
Order after May 13, 2021 
Hearing 

August 10, 2021 II ROA000402 
- 

ROA000411 
Notice of Entry of Order After 
Hearing 

August 11, 2021 II ROA000412 
- 

ROA000424 
Plaintiff's Opposition to 
Defendant's Objection to the 
Parenting Coordinator's 
Recommendation and 
Countermotion for Attorney's 
Fees and Costs 

August 30, 2021 II ROA000425 
- 

ROA000437 



Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
Defendant's Reply to Opposition 
to Objection to the Parenting 
Coordinator's Recommendations 
and Opposition to 
Countermotion for Attorney's 
Fees and Costs 

September 22, 2021 II ROA000438 
- 

ROA000446 

Order from February 25, 2021 
Hearing  

September 28, 2021 II ROA000447 
- 

ROA000455 
Notice of Entry of Order September 28, 2021 II ROA000456 

– 
ROA000467 

Case and Evidentiary 
Hearing/Non-Jury Trial 
Management Order 

September 28, 2021 III ROA000468 
- 

ROA000484 
Order from September 27, 2021 
Hearing  

November 16, 2021 III ROA000485 
- 

ROA000494 
Notice of Entry of Order from 
September 27, 2021 Hearing 

November 16, 2021 III ROA000495 
- 

ROA000507 
Plaintiff s Motion To Amend 
The Order From September 27, 
2021 Hearing To Conform With 
The Minutes And For Attorney s 
Fees And Costs 

December 7,2021 III ROA000508 
- 

ROA000516 

Motion to Disqualify Judge 
Dawn Thorne 

January 5, 2022 III ROA000517 
- 

ROA000538 
Minute Order – No Hearing 
Held 

January 10, 2022 III ROA000539 
- 

ROA000540 
Defendant's Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Motion to Disqualify 
Judge Throne and 
Countermotion for Attorney's 
Fees and Costs 

January 10, 2022 III ROA000541 
- 

ROA000560 



Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
Defendant's Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Motion to Amend the 
Order from September 2021 
Hearing to Conform With the 
Minutes and for Attorney's Fees 
and Costs and Countermotion for 
Child Support Arrears, to Reset 
Child Support to the Original 
Amount, for Defendant to be 
Confirmed as Permanent 
Primary Physical Custodian, 
Attorney's Fees and Costs 

January 10, 2022 III ROA000561 
- 

ROA000581 

Decision and Order January 20, 2022 III ROA000582 
- 

ROA000588 
Defendant's Pre-Trial 
Memorandum 

February 21, 2022 III ROA000589 
- 

ROA000617 
Plaintiff’s Pre-Trial 
Memorandum 

February 22, 2022 III ROA000618 
- 

ROA000639 
Transcripts RE: Pre-Trial 
Conference - Tuesday, February 
22, 2022 

February 22, 2022 III ROA000640 
- 

ROA000651 
Transcripts RE: Evidentiary 
Hearing - Tuesday, March 10, 
2022 (Sealed) 

March 10, 2022 IV ROA000652 
- 

ROA000901 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “2” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000902 
- 

ROA000904 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “14” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000905 
- 

ROA000924 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “15” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000925 
- 

ROA000934 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “16” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000935 
– 



Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
ROA000938 

Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “17” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000939 
- 

ROA000944 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “22” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000945 
- 

ROA000956 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “23” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000957 
- 

ROA000698 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “B” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000969 
- 

ROA000986 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “C” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000987 
- 

ROA000990 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “G” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000991 
- 

ROA000993 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “L” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000994 
- 

ROA000996 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “M” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA000997 
- 

ROA001000 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “N” 

March 10, 2022 V ROA001001 
- 

ROA001002 
Transcripts RE: Evidentiary 
Hearing Tuesday, March 11, 
2022 (Sealed) (Part 1) 

March 11, 2022 V ROA001003 
– 

ROA001137 
Transcripts RE: Evidentiary 
Hearing Tuesday, March 11, 
2022 (Sealed) (Part 2) 

March 11, 2022 VI ROA001138 
- 

ROA001328 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “8”  

March 11, 2022 VI ROA001329 
- 

ROA001331 



Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “E” 

March 11, 2022 VI ROA001332 
- 

ROA001336 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “H” 

March 11, 2022 VI ROA001337 
- 

ROA001340 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “I” 

March 11, 2022 VII ROA001341 
- 

ROA001389 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “R” 

March 11, 2022 VII ROA001390 
- 

ROA001572 
Transcripts RE: Evidentiary 
Hearing Tuesday, March 31, 
2022 (Sealed) 

March 31, 2022 VII ROA001573 
- 

ROA001816 
Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “7”  

March 31, 2022 IX ROA001817 

Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “10” 

March 31, 2022 IX ROA001839 

Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “11” 

March 31, 2022 IX ROA001840 

Admitted Trial Exhibits –  
Exhibit “12” 

March 31, 2022 IX ROA001841 

Order from March 11, 2022 April 7, 2022 IX ROA001842 
- 

ROA001848 
Defendant’s Brunzell 
Memorandum of Fees and Costs 

April 11, 2022 IX ROA001849 
- 

ROA001889 
Notice of Entry of Order from 
March 11, 2022 

April 11, 2022 IX ROA001890 
- 

ROA001899 
Minute Order – No Hearing 
Held 

April 28, 2022 IX ROA001900 
- 

ROA001903 
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 
Law and Judgement 

May 18, 2022 IX ROA001904 
- 

ROA001934 



Document Description Date Vol. Page Nos. 
Notice of Entry of Findings of 
Fact, Conclusions of Law and 
Order from the Evidentiary 
Hearings on March 10, 11, and 
31 

May 18, 2022 IX ROA001935 
- 

ROA001969 

Notice of Appeal June 9, 2022 IX ROA001970 
- 

ROA001972 
Writ of Execution June 9, 2022 IX ROA001973 

- 
ROA001979 

Plaintiff’s Case Appeal 
Statement 

July 6, 2022 IX ROA001980 
- 

ROA001985 
 



PLTF0376



PLTF0377



PLTF0378



PLTF0379



PLTF0380



PLTF0381



PLTF0382



PLTF0383



PLTF0384



PLTF0385



PLTF0386



PLTF0387



PLTF0388



PLTF0389



PLTF0390



PLTF0391



PLTF0392



PLTF0393



PLTF0394



PLTF0395



PLTF0396



PLTF0397



Trial Exhibit 10 

Video taken March 16, 2021 



Trial Exhibit 11 

Video taken March 17, 2021 



Trial Exhibit 12 

Video taken March 17, 2021 
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ORDR 
FRED PAGE, ESQ. 
NEVADA BAR NO. 6080 
PAGE LAW FIRM 
6930 SOUTH CIMARRON ROAD, SUITE 140 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89113 
(702) 823-2888 office 
(702) 628-9884 fax 
Email: fpage@pagelawoffices.com 
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant 
 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

COUNTY OF CLARK 

STATE OF NEVADA 

 

MAGGIE J. ROE nka MAGGIE COX, 
 Plaintiff/Counterclaimant, 
 vs. 
JASON J. ROE, 
 Defendant/Counterdefendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
Case No.: D-11-450074-D 
 
Dept. U 
 
Hearing Date:  March 11, 2021 
 
 
Hearing Time:  9:00 a.m. 
 
 

 

ORDER FROM MARCH 11, 2021, HEARING 
 

The evidentiary hearing regarding custody came on for hearing in front of 

the Hon. Dawn Thorne on the above referenced date and time.  

Defendant/Counterclaimant, JASON ROE, was present and was represented by 

and through his counsel, Fred Page, Esq.  Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, MAGGIE 

ROE nka MAGGIE COX, was present and was represented by through her 

counsel, Melvin Grimes, Esq.  The Court having reviewed the papers and 

pleadings on file, and having entertained oral argument hereby makes the 

following findings and enters the following orders.   

 

Electronically Filed
04/07/2022 3:58 PM

Case Number: D-11-450074-D

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
4/7/2022 3:59 PM
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THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS that Plaintiff’s no contact order with 

the minor child is lifted.  Plaintiff may send the minor child mail correspondence 

(cards, notes, gifts, and etc.)  Plaintiff may have positive phone contact/text 

messages with the minor child.     

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Corrine Price, Esq. is released from 

being the parenting coordinator.   

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Jessica Burton, LCSW shall be 

provided Maureen Zelensky’s M.S., MFT report and the reports of Sunshine 

Collins, Psy.D.  

IT FURTHER ORDERED that Sandy Miller, MA, MFT shall be contacted 

as to continuing sessions for the minor child.   

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Counsel Grimes may submit proposed 

Fidings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Orders.   

CHILD CUSTODY NOTICES 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parties are subject to the provisions 

of NRS 125C.065(1) and NRS 200.359, which provide: “If custody has been 

established and the custodial parent or a parent having joint custody intends to 

move his residence to a place outside of this state and to take the child with him, he 

must, as soon as possible and before the planned move, attempt to obtain the 

written consent of the other parent to move the child from the state.  If the 
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noncustodial parent or other parent having joint custody refuses to give that 

consent, the parent planning the move shall, before he leaves the state with the 

child, petition the court for permission to move the child. The failure of a parent to 

comply with the provisions of this section may be considered as a factor if a 

change of custody is requested by the noncustodial parent or other parent having 

joint custody;” as well as NRS 125C.045(6) which provides: 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION, 
CONCEALMENT OR DETENTION OF A CHILD IN VIOLATION 
OF THIS ORDER IS PUNISHABLE, AS A CATEGORY D 
FELONY, BY UP TO 6 YEARS IN PRISON AS PROVIDED IN 
NRS 193.130. NRS 200.359 provides that every person having a 
limited right of custody to a child or any parent having no right of 
custody to the child who willfully detains, conceals or removes the 
child from the parent, guardian or other person having lawful custody 
or a right of visitation of the child in violation of an order of this 
court, or removes the child from the jurisdiction of the court without 
the consent of either the court or all persons who have the right to 
custody or visitation is subject to being punished by imprisonment in 
the state prison for not less than 1 year nor more than 6 years, or by a 
fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, or by both fine and 
imprisonment. 
 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125C.045, the terms 

of the Hague Convention of October 25, 1980, adopted by the 14th Session of the 

Hague Conference on Private International Law are applicable to the parties.  

Nevada is hereby declared the State, and the United States of America is hereby 

declared the country, of habitual residence of the child for the purposes of applying 

the terms of the Hague Convention as set forth above. 
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that under the terms of the Parental 

Kidnapping Prevention Act, 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1738A, and the Uniform Child 

Custody Jurisdiction Act, NRS 125A.010 et seq., the courts of Nevada have 

exclusive modification jurisdiction of the custody visitation and child support 

terms relating to the child at issue in this case so long as either of the parties, or the 

child, continues to reside in this jurisdiction. 

CHILD SUPPORT NOTICES 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parties are put on notice of NAC 

425.170, which states as follows:  

Modification or adjustment of child support obligation must be based 
on change in circumstances.  (NAC 425.620)  
 

1. Except as otherwise authorized by law or this chapter, 
after a court has established a child support obligation, any subsequent 
modification or adjustment of the child support obligation must be 
based upon a change in circumstances. 

 
2.  The receipt of public assistance by a child or an obligee 

constitutes a change in circumstances that will allow the review and, if 
appropriate, modification of the child support obligation in accordance 
with the child support guidelines in effect at the time of the review  

 
3. The adoption of or any revision to this chapter must not, 

in and of itself, be considered a change in circumstances sufficient to 
justify the modification of any existing order or money judgment.   
 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that parents are obligated to support the 

minor child and payments shall continue until such time as the minor child reaches 

the age of 18 years of age or, if the child is still in high school, when the child 
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graduates from high school or reaches 19 years of age, whichever comes first 

(NAC 425.160 (1)).   

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN to both parties that the parent having the 

child support obligation is subject to NRS 125.450 and NRS 31A.020 through.  

31A.230, inclusive, regarding the immediate withholding or assignment of wages- 

commissions or bonuses for payment of child support, whether current or 

delinquent.   

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125B.145, either 

party may request that the Court review the child support obligation every three 

years or upon changed circumstances.  

 
 
       ___________________________ 
        
 
 
Respectfully submitted:    Approved as to form and content: 
PAGE LAW FIRM  ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY  

LAW GROUP 
 
 
________________________   ____________________________ 
FRED PAGE, ESQ.    MELVIN GRIMES, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6080    Nevada Bar No. 12972 
6930 South Cimarron Road, Suite 140  4411 South Pecos Road  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113   Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
(702) 823-2888     (702) 474-7007 
Attorney for      Attorney for  
Defendant/Counterclaimant    Plaintiff/Counterdefendant 
 

signature not obtained
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CSERV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-11-450074-DMaggie Cox, Plaintiff

vs.

Jason J Roe, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department U

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 4/7/2022

"Fred Page, Esq." . fpage@pagelawoffices.com

Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group . efile@lvfamilylaw.com

Corinne Price Corinne@FCPfamilylaw.com

Val Stashuk Accounting@FCPfamilylaw.com

File Clerk fileclerk@fcpfamilylaw.com

Maggie Cox maggiejcoxedu@gmail.com

Peggy O'Malley peggyomalley@portolainn.com

Kim Servis LegalAssistant@FCPfamilylaw.com

Bryanna Fox Reception@fcpfamilylaw.com

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com

Melvin Grimes efile@lvfamilylaw.com
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If indicated below, a copy of the above mentioned filings were also served by mail 
via United States Postal Service, postage prepaid, to the parties listed below at their last 
known addresses on 4/8/2022

Claudia Schwarts 1820 E Warm Springs RD STE 125
Las Vegas, NV, 89119

Fred Page 6930 South  Cimmaron Road Suite 140
Las Vegas, NV, 89113



Case Number: D-11-450074-D

Electronically Filed
4/11/2022 12:10 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT



















































































Case Number: D-11-450074-D
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Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT





















D-11-450074-D 

 

PRINT DATE: 04/28/2022 Page 1 of 4 Minutes Date: April 28, 2022 

 

Notice:  Journal entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court. 

DISTRICT COURT 

  CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES April 28, 2022 

 
D-11-450074-D Maggie Cox, Plaintiff 

vs. 
Jason J Roe, Defendant. 

 
April 28, 2022 8:00 AM Minute Order  
 
HEARD BY: Throne, Dawn R.  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Jefferyann Rouse 
 
PARTIES:   
Claudia Schwarts, Special Master/Parenting 
Coordinator, not present 

 

Corinne Price, Special Master/Parenting 
Coordinator, not present 

 

Hunter Roe, Subject Minor, not present  
Jason Roe, Defendant, Counter Claimant, not 
present 

Fred Page, Attorney, not present 

Keisha Weiford, Special Master/Parenting 
Coordinator, not present 

 

Maggie Cox, Plaintiff, Counter Defendant, not 
present 

Melvin Grimes, Attorney, not present 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
 
- MINUTE ORDER 
Cox v. Roe D-11-450074-D 
 
 
 
NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 state that the procedures in district court shall be administered to secure 
efficient, just, and inexpensive determinations in every action and proceeding. 
 



D-11-450074-D 

 

PRINT DATE: 04/28/2022 Page 2 of 4 Minutes Date: April 28, 2022 

 

Notice:  Journal entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court. 

This matter came on for an Evidentiary Hearing on March 10, March 11 and March 31, 2022 on both 
parties  requests for primary physical custody. At the Evidentiary Hearing, the Court awarded 
Defendant primary physical custody of the parties  minor child. The Court found that Defendant is 
entitled to an award of attorney s fees and costs from Plaintiff pursuant to NRS 18.010 and NRS 
125C.250.  
 
The Court ordered Defendant to file a memorandum of fees and costs by April 11, 2022 and ordered 
Plaintiff to file any opposition, if any, to Defendant s memorandum of fees by April 22, 2022. 
Defendant filed a Brunzell Affidavit and Memorandum of Fees and Costs on April 11, 2022 and 
Plaintiff did not file an opposition. Plaintiff filed a general Financial Disclosure Form (FDF) on March 
8, 2022 and Defendant filed an FDF on March 9, 2022. At the Evidentiary Hearing, the Court found 
that Plaintiff s Gross Monthly Income (GMI) is $5,768.50 and Defendant s GMI is $2,515.33.  
 
The Court FINDS that when awarding attorney s fees in a family law case, the Court must first 
determine that an applicable rule or statute authorizes the award of attorney s fees and costs. In this 
case, the award of attorney s fees and costs to Defendant is warranted pursuant to NRS 18.010 and 
NRS 125C.250. Defendant was the prevailing party at the Evidentiary Hearing because the Court 
awarded him primary physical custody and Plaintiff should be responsible for a reasonable amount 
of his attorney s fees. At the Evidentiary Hearing, the Court informed both parties that it would only 
consider attorney s fees incurred since Defendant filed his Emergency Motion on March 17, 2021 
because Judge Henderson did not previously award any attorney s fees for the original 2020 motion 
and countermotion.  
 
Next, when awarding fees, the Court must consider the Brunzell factors AND must consider the 
disparity in the parties  income pursuant to Wright v. Osburn, 114 Nev. 1367, 970 P.3d 1071 (1998).   
See also, Miller v. Wilfong, 121 Nev. 619, 622, 119 P.3d 727, 729 (2005). 
 
 
With regard to the Brunzell factors, the Court FINDS as follows: 
 
 
1.  Qualities of the Advocate: Counsel is very experienced in domestic relations litigation and is a 
certified Family Law Specialist. The rate counsel charged Defendant in this case is significantly below 
the rates charged by family law attorneys in Clark County, Nevada with his level of experience and 
expertise.   
 
2.  Character of the Work to Be Done: In this case, the work to be done involved custody of the parties  
minor child.  This is a very high conflict case that has been litigated by the parties for years. 
 
3.  Work Actually Performed by the Attorney:  The work completed by counsel in this case included 
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filing a number of Motions for Defendant, preparing multiple FDFs, representing Defendant at 
hearings and preparing the Orders after hearings, conducting written discovery, preparing 
Defendant s pre-trial memorandum, preparing for and representing Defendant at the March 10, 
March 11 and March 31, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing, preparing a memorandum of fees and costs and 
preparing the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order.   
 
4. Result obtained:  Counsel was able to successfully assist Defendant in being awarded primary 
physical custody of the parties  minor child.  
 
With regard to the disparity in the income of the parties and how it impacts the award of attorney s 
fees and costs to Defendant, Plaintiff earns more than twice Defendant s earnings, but Defendant also 
has a spouse who works and brings an income into the household.  Therefore, the Court considers the 
parties  household incomes to be relatively equal.  Additionally, Plaintiff is required to pay 
Defendant child support for their son and has another minor child to support jointly with her other 
ex-husband.  Most importantly, the parties  minor child needs to attend reunification counseling with 
Plaintiff in order to restore them to a healthy parent-child relationship.  Plaintiff s payment of child 
support to Defendant and payment for the reunification counseling are more important financial 
obligations than reimbursing Defendant for the attorney s fees and costs he has incurred in this case.  
As such, the Court is awarding Defendant less than what his reasonable attorney s fees and costs are 
and more than what Plaintiff will ever believe she should be obligated to pay Plaintiff. 
 
BASED UPON THE ABOVE FINDINGS, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiff, Maggie Cox, is 
ordered to pay Defendant, Jason Roe, the amount of $11,365.71 for attorney s fees and costs. Said 
award is reduced to judgement against Plaintiff and shall accrue interest at the legal interest rate from 
April 27, 2022, until paid in full.  Said judgment shall be collectible by all lawful means. 
 
A copy of this minute order shall be provided to both parties. Counsel for Defendant is ordered to 
prepare the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order (FFCL) and incorporate the findings and 
orders from this Minute Order into the FFCL.  
 
SO ORDERED. 
 
 
 
INTERIM CONDITIONS:   

 
 
FUTURE HEARINGS:  
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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

COUNTY OF CLARK 

STATE OF NEVADA 

 

MAGGIE J. ROE nka MAGGIE COX, 
 Plaintiff/Counterclaimant, 
 vs. 
JASON J. ROE, 
 Defendant/Counterdefendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
Case No.: D-11-450074-D 
 
Dept. U 
 
Hearing Dates:  March 10, 11, and 31, 

          2022 

Hearing Time:  9:00 a.m.  

 
  

 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND ORDER  

 

The evidentiary hearing on Defendant, JASON ROE’s, Countermotion to 

Change Custody and Plaintiff, MAGGIE COX’s, Motion to Change Custody came 

on for hearing on the above referenced dates and times in front of the Hon. Dawn 

Throne.  The Court having entertained testimony and having reviewed the Exhibits 

admitted into evidence, hereby makes the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions 

of Law, and enters the following orders.  

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. This case involves a long, tortured history of high conflict and 

extensive custody litigation between these parents since 2011.  The Court 

incorporates by reference only the lengthy procedural history of this case from 

commencement in July 2011 through the end of July 2020.  For many years, the 

Electronically Filed
05/18/2022 4:40 PM

Statistically closed: USJR-FAM-Judgment Reached (Bench Trial) (Close Case) (UJR)
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parents shared joint physical custody of their son, Hunter Roe, born November 9, 

2009 (now age 12). 

2. The current round of litigation between the parents started with 

Plaintiff filing a new Motion to Modify Custody, etc on July 27, 2020.  The main 

issue raised in her motion was that Hunter was becoming more disrespectful to her 

and acting out against her and his younger sister.  She claimed that Defendant was 

responsible for Hunter’s behavior towards her and requested relief such as 

counseling for Hunter and a Brief Focused Assessment, in addition to her having 

primary physical custody of Hunter.  Defendant responded with a Countermotion 

to change custody, for a review of child support since his income had decreased 

since the last child support order and related relief. 

3. A hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion and Defendant’s Countermotion 

occurred on August 27, 2020.  The prior Judge granted part of the relief requested 

by Plaintiff, specifically ordering that Hunter would attend counseling with a 

counselor mutually selected by the parents and that the parties would participate in 

a Brief Focused Assessment (“BFA”) with Maureen Zelensky, MFT.  A Mutual 

Behavior Order was put in place.  The Court additionally opened discovery and 

ordered the parties to exchange tax returns so that child support could be reviewed. 

. . . 
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4. By the time the BFA was complete, the case had been reassigned to a 

new judge as a result of the addition of new Family Division judges.  A return 

hearing regarding the BFA was conducted on February 25, 2021.  The BFA noted 

concerns with both parents – specifically, issues with Plaintiff’s mental health and 

behavior that needed to be addressed by her with professional services and actions 

by Defendant that were not supportive of the relationship between Plaintiff and 

Hunter.  The Court noted many concerns regarding the long-term parental conflict, 

the effects of that long-term conflict on Hunter and the serious lack of ability of 

both parents to effectively communicate and co-parent for the benefit of their son.  

The Court was sad to learn that the parties’ 11 year old son was forced to have two 

different cell phones, one in each parent’s home, due to the lack of ability of the 

parties to co-parent.  At that point, the Court did not see that either parent had 

made a prima facie case to proceed with an evidentiary hearing on their respective 

requests to change custody1.  The Court adopted the recommendations of Ms. 

Zelensky as orders and set a status check in 60 days to check on the progress the 

parties had made on those recommendations. 

. . .   

                                                                 

1 The Court did set an evidentiary hearing regarding the disputed issue of where Hunter would attend middle school 

at that hearing, but the parties resolved that issue by stipulation. 
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5.  Unfortunately, events occurred between Plaintiff and Hunter in 

March 2021 that required immediate intervention and that rendered it unsafe for 

Hunter to continue to reside every other week with Plaintiff until some 

professional help could be accessed.  The Court found it dangerous to all residents 

of Plaintiff’s household to have the police called to the home twice in a span of 8 

days due to physical altercations between Plaintiff and Hunter that resulted in 

Hunter being taken out of Plaintiff’s home and to juvenile detention twice at 11 

years old.  When the Court granted Defendant temporary custody of Hunter and 

ordered professional services to help Plaintiff and Hunter improve their 

relationship that the order would be just that – temporary.  The Court authorized 

Plaintiff to engage the services of a reunification counselor but did not specify a 

provider in the hope that she would be able to find someone covered by her 

insurance to keep the cost of the services low.  The Court also appointed a 

Guardian ad Litem for Hunter and a Parenting Coordinator to help the parents with 

their various co-parenting issues.  The Court held several hearings before coming 

to the realization that the reunification counseling between Hunter and Plaintiff 

was going to take a lot longer than anticipated and that Defendant was entitled to 

have the Court conduct an evidentiary hearing on his request to make the change of 

custody permanent, not just temporary.  The Court had hoped that reunification 
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therapy would have worked and that this evidentiary hearing would not have been 

necessary.  

6. The Court has personal jurisdiction over the parties.   

7. Nevada remains the home state of the minor child as the minor child 

as both parties and the minor child have continuously resided in the State of 

Nevada for greater than six months prior to the filing of the Complaint in this 

action.  This Court has continuing exclusive jurisdiction over the minor child 

pursuant to the UCCJEA as adopted in the Nevada Revised Statues. This Court has 

continuing exclusive jurisdiction over all matters relating to Hunter’s custody, care 

and support.  

8. Defendant (“Jason”) has two children by a prior marriage, Taylor 

John Roe, born April 9, 2002, (age 19) and Tori Ann Roe, born March 27, 2005 

(age 17).  Maggie has one child born from a subsequent marriage, Danika Cox.  

9. The Complaint for Divorce was filed by Maggie on July 28, 2011.  

After years of litigation, the Decree of Divorce was finally filed on February 6, 

2013. 

10. In the Decree of Divorce, the parties were awarded joint physical and 

joint legal custody.  

. . .  
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11. The most recent custodial Order is the Order from November 21, 

2017, in which the parties agreed to joint legal and joint physical custody with a 

week on/week off schedule. 

12. Both parents have made requests for primary physical custody. Under 

Romano v. Romano, 138 Nev Adv. Op. 1 (Jan. 13, 2022), a court may modify a 

joint or primary physical custody arrangement only if (1) there has been a 

substantial change in circumstances affecting the welfare of the child and (2) the 

modification serves the best interest of the child.  

13. The parties have shown the following material changes since 

November 2017:  

a. A severe deterioration in Hunter and Maggie’s relationship; and 

b. Hunter’s age and wishes.  

14. With regard to Hunter’s best interest, the Court applies NRS 

125C.0035(4)(a)-(k) as follows: 

a. The wishes of the child if the child is of sufficient age and capacity 

to form an intelligent preference as to his or her physical custody 

 
Both the Guardian ad Litem, Shelly Booth Cooley (“GAL”), and Dr. Collins 

testified that Hunter is of a sufficient age and maturity that his wishes should be 

given weight.  Hunter has stated a very strong preference to reside primarily with 

Jason. Unfortunately, Hunter’s relationship with Maggie has deteriorated to the 
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point that they cannot even have a one-on-one afternoon visit without a serious 

problem.   Maggie needs to do substantial personal work with her own counselor 

and substantial work with Dr. Collins in order for her relationship with Hunter to 

improve.  Hunter is of a sufficient age and capacity to form an intelligent 

preference as to his custody.  This factor favors Jason.  

b. Any nomination of a guardian for the child by a parent 

Not applicable. 

c. Which parent is more likely to allow frequent associations and a 

continuing relationship with the noncustodial parent 

 

Given the total history of this case, it is hard to tell who has been supportive 

of the other parent and who can be supportive of the other parent in the future.  

Since November 2017, neither parent has shown that they believe that the other 

parent has something worthwhile to offer Hunter.  Both parents have done and said 

things over the years that are detrimental to the other parent’s relationship with 

Hunter.  Based upon Ms. Zelensky’s BFA, this factor slightly favors Maggie.   

Jason has done things that have not been supportive of Hunter’s relationship 

with Maggie.  However, as Dr. Collins testified and Hunter’s statements to his 

GAL show, the claims of parental alienation/pathogenic parenting by Jason is not 

the main reason for the problems in Maggie’s relationship with Hunter.  Hunter 
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still says positive things about Maggie, about his childhood and what kind of 

mother she is and can be.   

Hunter is upset about things that have happened, but deep down he still 

wants to have a relationship with Maggie.  Hunter is hurt, but so is Maggie, and 

Maggie has hurt herself by how long this has gone on. Dr. Collins will be able to 

address anything that Jason might say or do that is not supportive of Hunter’s 

relationship with Maggie, once Maggie gets ready for productive co-joint sessions 

with Hunter.  This Court can also issue Orders to Enforce for Jason if necessary.    

d. The level of conflict between the parents 

This factor does not favor either party.  The case has been a very high 

conflict case for a very long time.  There is a high level of distrust between the 

parents.  Both parents automatically assume a negative intent in everything the 

other parent does or says. Jason made the situation worse sometimes with his 

failure to timely and directly communicate urgent issues with Maggie, such as 

when Hunter has been seriously injured in his custody.   Instead of communicating 

these urgent matters directly with her, he chose to send messages through Our 

Family Wizard (“OFW”).  He knows she refuses to regularly check the messages 

on OFW.  Maggie also makes the level of conflict worse by her histrionic 

behaviors, often in the presence of Hunter, and by things such as her inability to 
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give Hunter one of his sincere wishes – to be able to have all of the people he 

loves2 peacefully attend events for him such as soccer.  It is stressful and sad to 

Hunter that his mother and his step-mother cannot both be present for his important 

life events without drama and the primary person responsible for that drama is 

Maggie.   

e. The ability of the parents to cooperate to meet the needs of the 

child 

 

This factor does not favor either parent.  There is zero ability of these parties 

to work together to meet the needs of their son.  Maggie wishes that Jason would 

not communicate with her and sometimes Jason wishes he would not have to 

communicate with Maggie.  

Jason understands that he could respond better. Jason does not provide as 

much detail as he could.  Maggie is not good at communicating with Jason either.  

The parties can be required to share information, but the Court cannot compel them 

to cooperate. Maggie accuses Jason of “abusing her” when he does communicate 

with her through OFW, but this is what the Court has ordered both parents to do.  

So Jason is damned by Maggie if he does communicate with her in the manner 

ordered by the Court and he is damned by Maggie if he does not.  He cannot win. 

                                                                 

2   Which, for him, includes his step-mother, who has been a part of his life since he was very young, and his older 

siblings who have also had issues with Maggie.. 
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f. The mental and physical health of the parents 

Jason is physically and mentally healthy.  Maggie appears physically 

healthy.  Both parties have no physical problems that inhibit their ability to parent 

Hunter.  The Court has serious concerns about Maggie’s emotional and mental 

stability.  Maggie’s behavior in this case; her behavior with Hunter is not 

appropriate.  Maggie has testified that she has been in counseling for many years, 

but the counseling has not helped Maggie with her dysfunctional interactions with 

Jason and Hunter.   

The behavior of Maggie at Ms. Zelensky’s office, the behavior of Maggie in 

her last meeting with Dr. Collins, and Maggie’s behavior in court during this trial, 

all indicate that she is still highly emotionally dysregulated, even though she has 

been in counseling with her current counselor for over a year now.  There is no 

improvement in Maggie’s insight as to her contributions to the problems in her 

relationship with Hunter.  This factor favors Jason.   

g. The physical, developmental and emotional needs of the children 

The Court partially thinks factor is neutral between the parents.  The Court 

also partially thinks this factor favors Jason.  Hunter needs stability and a healthy 

relationship with both parents.  One of the things that Hunter wants is for his 

parents, including his step-mother, to get along well enough that they could all 
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attend soccer games and cheer him on.  It is unfortunate that Maggie has not yet 

done the things she needs to do in order to improve her relationship with Hunter.  

Maggie needs to listen to Hunter and to the professionals involved. Maggie and 

Hunter’s relationship is so bad right now that it is not safe for them to be together 

without professional help.   

h. The nature of the relationship of the child with each parent 

At this point, Jason has a better relationship with Hunter.  Maggie’s 

relationship with Hunter should have progressed by now, but Maggie has not been 

willing to do the work to get there.  Maggie was given reduction in her child 

support in order to allow her to afford to attend reunification therapy with Hunter.  

Maggie has failed to follow the recommendation from Dr. Collins that she 

participates in weekly therapy.  Had Maggie followed the Court’s orders for 

weekly sessions, by November-December, Maggie should have been starting joint 

sessions with Hunter.  Maggie fights with everybody instead of listening to things 

she could improve upon.  Hunter has done some work, including continued 

counselling with Ms. Miller, anger classes required at Harbor, and sessions with 

Dr. Collins. This factor favors Jason.  

. . . 

. . . 
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i. Ability of the child to maintain a relationship with any sibling 

 

This factor is neutral.  Hunter has siblings in both homes with whom he 

should be able to have a relationship.  The Court cannot force Hunter to have a 

relationship with Danika with the level of distrust between the parties.  The Court 

is concerned about Maggie’s statements that Hunter is angry at Danika or is 

jealous of Danika and whether it is safe for Danika as well.     

j. Any history of parental abuse or neglect of the child or a sibling of 

the child 

 

This factor is also neutral.  There is no evidence that any of the allegations 

rise to the level of abuse or neglect of Hunter.  There is a dysfunctional 

relationship between Maggie and Hunter, but it does not rise to the legal level of 

abuse or neglect.  

k. Whether either parent has engaged in an act of domestic violence 

against the child, a parent of the child or any other person 

residing with the child 

 
This factor is also neutral.  There is nothing that has occurred from 

November 2017 to the present that rises to the level of domestic violence by either 

parent by clear and convincing evidence.  

l. Whether either parent or any other person seeking physical 

custody has committed any act of abduction against the child or 

any other child 

 

The factor does not apply in this case.   
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15. Based on the best interest factors above, the parties should have joint 

legal custody.  The Court has concerns about the power struggles between the 

parties over the past 10 years. Neither party should be in a position of power and 

control over the other.  There are also concerns about their ability to cooperate and 

co-parent.  Maggie should have her own Infinite Campus account to be able to 

monitor Hunter’s schooling.  The parties should discuss and agree on what school 

Hunter is going to attend when the time comes for him to attend high school. 

16. Jason should have primary physical custody.  Maggie’s visitation shall 

continue as what was set out in the March 11, 2022 Order.   

17. Maggie should continue being responsible for the costs of 

reunification counseling with Dr. Collins.  To do anything different as it relates to 

visitation would be setting Maggie and Hunter up for failure and would possibly be 

a danger to Maggie and Hunter, and possibly innocent third parties.  The Court 

hopes that Maggie will listen to Dr. Collins, make therapy a priority, and have 

weekly sessions so that we can get Maggie and Hunter back to a healthy 

relationship and regular visitation as soon as possible.  

18. Once regular visitation is resumed, Department R’s holiday visitation 

schedule will apply.   
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19. The parties will continue using Our Family Wizard. The Parenting 

Coordinator and GAL shall be relieved of their duties with the deepest thanks of 

the Court.  

20. Maggie can send cards, gifts, and texts to Hunter, but she must be 

careful not to further damage her relationship with him and to consider Dr. Collins 

advice on how to best proceed.  

21. Maggie owes Jason child support arrears in the amount of $1,358 

from October 1, 2021, through March 31, 2022.   

22. As to ongoing child support, Maggie’s gross monthly income is 

$5,768.50. The Court finds that Jason’s gross monthly income is $2,515.33. 

Maggie’s base child support obligation per NAC 425.140 is $923 per month.  

23. In regards to adjustment factors as set out in NAC 425.150, Maggie is 

providing health insurance through her employer and Alexandra is providing 

health insurance through her employer so Hunter is double covered and the Court 

is not going to make any adjustments to child support based upon that double 

coverage.  

24. In regards to other adjustment factors as set out in NAC 425.150, 

Maggie has to support another child.  Even though Maggie is receiving child 

support for that child, there should be a downward adjustment of $100 per month. 
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25. Based upon Maggie’s testimony regarding the costs of Dr. Collins 

services and given that Hunter needs that reunification counseling to get back to a 

healthy relationship with Maggie and based upon Hunter’s needs there should be a 

downward adjustment so long as Maggie is doing the reunification therapy with 

Dr. Collins of $400 per month.  If Maggie is not attending sessions with Dr. 

Collins at least twice per month, this adjustment should be eliminated.  

26. Based upon the downward adjustments, the total monthly child 

support from Maggie to Jason should be $423 per month commencing April 1, 

2022.  The payments toward the arrears shall be $27 per month, making the total 

monthly child support payment $450 per month. 

27. Jason requested that the Court require Maggie to reimburse him for 

one-half of the amount he has paid for Hunter’s extra-curricular expenses and 

school related expenses.  However, the Court finds that this was not ordered by the 

Court and it is not appropriate for Maggie to share in these expenses that she did 

not agree to prior to the expenses being incurred and based on her being obligated 

to pay Jason child support based upon him having primary custody of Hunter.  

Maggie does owe Jason $486.17 for one-half of unreimbursed medical expenses as 

set forth in Exhibit N. Jason owes Maggie for one-half of the counseling co-pays 

for Hunter with Sandy Miller, but it will only be for the receipts she has posted on 
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Our Family Wizard as of 11:59 p.m. March 31, 2022.  There will be an offset of 

one against the other.  The total of the therapy sessions with Sandy Miller for 

Hunter posted to Our Family Wizard as of 11:59 p.m. March 31, 2022, was 

$487.50.  One-half of that amount is $243.75. The difference is $242.42, which 

Maggie owes Jason and which will be reduced to judgment and will accrue interest 

at the legal rate.   

28. Jason is entitled to an award of attorney’s fees and costs pursuant to 

NRS 18.010, and NRS 125C.250.  The Court will only consider fees related to the 

March 2021 emergency motion through to the present. The Court will need a 

Brunzell Memorandum from Jason by April 11, 2022.  Any response to the 

Brunzell Memorandum from Jason may be filed by Maggie by April 22, 2022.   

29. Defendant filed a Brunzell Affidavit and Memorandum of Fees and 

Costs on April 11, 2022 and Plaintiff did not file an opposition. Plaintiff filed a 

general Financial Disclosure Form (FDF) on March 8, 2022 and Defendant filed an 

FDF on March 9, 2022. At the Evidentiary Hearing, the Court found that Plaintiff’s 

Gross Monthly Income (GMI) is $5,768.50 and Defendant’s GMI is $2,515.33. 

30. When awarding attorney’s fees in a family law case, the Court must 

first determine that an applicable rule or statute authorizes the award of attorney’s 

fees and costs. In this case, the award of attorney’s fees and costs to Defendant is 
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warranted pursuant to NRS 18.010 and NRS 125C.250. Defendant was the 

prevailing party at the Evidentiary Hearing because the Court awarded him 

primary physical custody and Plaintiff should be responsible for a reasonable 

amount of his attorney’s fees. At the Evidentiary Hearing, the Court informed both 

parties that it would only consider attorney’s fees incurred since Defendant filed 

his Emergency Motion on March 17, 2021 because Judge Henderson did not 

previously award any attorney’s fees for the original 2020 motion and 

countermotion.  

31. Next, when awarding fees, the Court must consider the Brunzell 

factors AND must consider the disparity in the parties’ income pursuant to Wright 

v. Osburn, 114 Nev. 1367, 970 P.3d 1071 (1998).   See also, Miller v. Wilfong, 121 

Nev. 619, 622, 119 P.3d 727, 729 (2005). 

32. With regard to the Brunzell factors, the Court FINDS as follows: 

a. Qualities of the Advocate: Counsel is very experienced in domestic 
relations litigation and is a certified Family Law Specialist. The rate 
counsel charged Defendant in this case is significantly below the rates 
charged by family law attorneys in Clark County, Nevada with his 
level of experience and expertise.   

b. Character of the Work to Be Done: In this case, the work to be done 
involved custody of the parties’ minor child.  This is a very high 
conflict case that has been litigated by the parties for years. 

c. Work Actually Performed by the Attorney:  The work completed by 
counsel in this case included filing a number of Motions for 
Defendant, preparing multiple FDFs, representing Defendant at 
hearings and preparing the Orders after hearings, conducting written 
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discovery, preparing Defendant’s pre-trial memorandum, preparing 
for and representing Defendant at the March 10, March 11 and March 
31, 2022 Evidentiary Hearing, preparing a memorandum of fees and 
costs and preparing the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and 
Order.   

d. Result obtained:  Counsel was able to successfully assist Defendant in 
being awarded primary physical custody of the parties’ minor child. 
  

33. With regard to the disparity in the income of the parties and how it 

impacts the award of attorney’s fees and costs to Defendant, Plaintiff earns more 

than twice Defendant’s earnings, but Defendant also has a spouse who works and 

brings an income into the household.  Therefore, the Court considers the parties’ 

household incomes to be relatively equal.  Additionally, Plaintiff is required to pay 

Defendant child support for their son and has another minor child to support jointly 

with her other ex-husband.  Most importantly, the parties’ minor child needs to 

attend reunification counseling with Plaintiff in order to restore them to a healthy 

parent-child relationship.  Plaintiff’s payment of child support to Defendant and 

payment for the reunification counseling are more important financial obligations 

than reimbursing Defendant for the attorney’s fees and costs he has incurred in this 

case.  As such, the Court is awarding Defendant less than what his reasonable 

attorney’s fees and costs are and more than what Plaintiff will ever believe she 

should be obligated to pay Plaintiff. 

. . . 
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34. Jason should receive the tax dependency exemption for Hunter each 

year commencing the 2022 tax year.  

35. Any unreimbursed medical expenses for Hunter should be equally 

divided pursuant to the 30/30 Rule.  The parties should continue to use OFW to 

post their requests for reimbursement for unreimbursed medical expenses for 

Hunter. 

36. Should any of these Findings of Fact be more properly construed as 

Conclusions of Law, they should be construed as such. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. Under NRS 125C.0035(3)(a), if a court does not enter an order 

awarding joint custody of a child after either parent has applied for joint custody, 

the court shall state in its decision the reason for its denial of the parent's 

application. 

2. Under Romano v. Romano, 138 Nev Adv. Op. 1 (Jan. 13, 2022), a 

court may modify a joint or primary physical custody arrangement only if (1) there 

has been a substantial change in circumstances affecting the welfare of the child 

and (2) the modification serves the best interest of the child. 

. . . 

. . . 
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3. NRS 125C.0035 states in pertinent part,  

The court shall award custody in the following order of preference 
unless in a particular case the best interest of the child requires 
otherwise: 
 

(a) . . . If the court does not enter an order awarding joint custody 
of a child after either parent has applied for joint custody, the 
court shall state in its decision the reason for its denial of the 
parent’s application. 

 
4. If the Court does not enter an order for joint physical custody, then the 

Court must find that one of the factors in NRS 125C.0035(4) is applicable.  Those 

factors are:  

a. The wishes of the child if the child is of sufficient age and capacity to 
form an intelligent preference as to his or her physical custody 
 

b. Any nomination of a guardian for the child by a parent 
 
c. Which parent is more likely to allow frequent associations and a 

continuing relationship with the noncustodial parent 
 
d. The level of conflict between the parents 
 
e. The ability of the parents to cooperate to meet the needs of the child 
 
f. The mental and physical health of the parents 
 
g. The physical, developmental and emotional needs of the children 
 
h. The nature of the relationship of the child with each parent 

 
i. The ability of the child to maintain a relationship with any sibling 
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j. Any history of parental abuse or neglect of the child or a sibling of the 

child 
 

k. Whether either parent has engaged in an act of domestic violence 
against the child, a parent of the child or any other person residing 
with the child 

 
l. Whether either parent or any other person seeking physical custody 

has committed any act of abduction against the child or any other 
child 

 

5. Child support should be ordered pursuant to NAC 425.  

6. Any health insurance premiums should be equally divided pursuant to 

NRS 125B.145. 

7. The Court has the authority to award fees under Brunzell v. Golden 

Gate National Bank 85 Nev. 345, 455 P.2d 31 (1969) as well as NRS 18.010 

(prevailing party), and EDCR 7.60 (vexatiously increasing the costs of litigation).   

8. Should any of these Conclusions of Law be more properly construed 

as Findings of Fact, they should be construed as such. 

ORDERS 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant, Jason Roe, is hereby awarded 

primary physical custody of the parties’ minor child, Hunter Roe. Plaintiff, Maggie 

Cox’s visitation shall continue as what was set out in the March 11, 2022, Order.  

It is the intent of the Court that Maggie’s visitation with Hunter be expanded as 
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soon as Dr. Collins determines that Hunter and Maggie are ready to do so.  Dr. 

Collins has provided in her reports to the Court a general outline of how 

reunification services with her proceed from one step to the next.  Maggie and 

Jason are hereby ordered to comply with Dr. Collins’ recommendations for how 

reunification services between Maggie and Hunter shall proceed.  Jason shall make 

Hunter available for all sessions Dr. Collins requests with him and shall encourage 

Hunter to work on his relationship with his mother in good faith.   

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the parties shall continue sharing joint 

legal custody of Hunter.  The parties shall continue utilizing the definition of joint 

legal custody set out in their Decree of Divorce. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that as Maggie’s gross monthly income is 

$5,768.50.  That puts Maggie’s base child support per NAC 425.140 at $923 per 

month.  Maggie shall receive a downward deviation under NAC 425.150(1)(b), the 

legal responsibility for the support of others of $100 per month.  Maggie shall also 

receive a downward deviation pursuant to NAC 425.150(g) for any other necessary 

expenses for the benefit of the child in the amount of $400 per month so long as 

Maggie participating in the reunification therapy with Dr. Collins.   Based upon the 

downward adjustments, Maggie shall pay child support of $423 per month 

commencing April 1, 2022.  The payments toward the arrears shall be $27 per 
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month, making the total monthly child support payment $450 per month 

commencing April 1, 2022. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the net constructive child support 

arrears are $4,157 as of April 1, 2022.  The constructive child support arrears shall 

accrue interest at the legal rate. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Maggie shall continue reunification 

therapy with Dr. Sunshine Collins and shall continue being solely responsible for 

the costs of reunification counseling. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if Maggie is not attending sessions with 

Dr. Collins at least twice per month, the downward adjustment she has received 

from her child support obligation for Hunter shall be terminated. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that once a regular visitation is resumed, 

Department R’s standard holiday schedule will apply.   

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the parties will continue using Our 

Family Wizard. All communication is to be polite, respectful, business-like 

regarding child issues only, without swearing, criticizing, disparaging the other 

parent, or telling the other parent how to parent. If an emergency arises regarding 

the minor children, Parties may contact the other Parent directly.  

. . . 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the terms of the Mutual Behavior Order 

contained in the Order entered on September 28, 2020 shall remain in effect and is 

incorporated herein by reference. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the parenting coordinator and guardian 

ad litem are hereby relieved of their duties with the gratitude of the Court. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that both parties shall continue to provide 

health insurance for Hunter so long as it is available at a reasonable cost through 

their own employer or the employer of a spouse.   

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any unreimbursed medical, dental, 

optical, orthodontic or other health related expense incurred for the benefit of the 

minor child is to be divided equally between the parties. Either party incurring an 

out-of-pocket medical expense for the child shall provide a copy of the paid 

invoice/receipt to the other party within thirty days of incurring such expense, if 

not tendered within the thirty-day period, the Court may consider it as a waiver of 

reimbursement. The other party will then have thirty days from receipt within 

which to dispute the expense in writing or reimburse the incurring party for one-

half of the out-of-pocket expense, if not disputed or paid within the thirty-day 

period, the party may be subject to a finding of contempt and appropriate 

sanctions. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant shall receive the tax 

dependency exemption for Hunter commencing with the 2022 tax year and each 

year thereafter.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Maggie owes Jason $486.17 for one-

half of unreimbursed medical expenses as set forth in Exhibit N. Jason owes 

Maggie for one-half of the counseling for Hunter with Sandy Miller, but it will 

only be for the receipts she has posted on Our Family Wizard as of 11:59 p.m. 

March 31, 2022.  There will be an offset of one against the other.  The total of the 

therapy sessions with Sandy Miller for Hunter posted to Our Family Wizard as of 

11:59 p.m. March 31, 2022, was $487.50.  One-half of that amount is $243.75.  

The difference is $242.42, which Maggie owes Jason and which will be reduced to 

judgment and will accrue interest at the legal rate and shall be made collectible by 

any and all legal means.    

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant’s request for attorney’s fees is 

granted.  Plaintiff, Maggie Cox, is ordered to pay attorney’s fees and costs in the 

amount of $11,365.71.  Said award is reduced to judgment against Plaintiff and 

shall accrue interest at the legal interest rate from April 27, 2022, until paid in full.  

Said judgment shall be collectible by all lawful means. 

. . . 
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CHILD SUPPORT NOTICES 

 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parties are put on notice of NAC 

425.170, which states as follows:  

Modification or adjustment of child support obligation must be based on 

change in circumstances.  (NRS 425.620). 

1. Except as otherwise authorized by law or this chapter, after a court 

has established a child support obligation, any subsequent modification or 

adjustment of the child support obligation must be based upon a change in 

circumstances. 

2.  The receipt of public assistance by a child or an obligee constitutes a 

change in circumstances that will allow the review and, if appropriate, 

modification of the child support obligation in accordance with the child support 

guidelines in effect at the time of the review  

3. The adoption of or any revision to this chapter must not, in and of 

itself, be considered a change in circumstances sufficient to justify the 

modification of any existing order or money judgment.   

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that parents are obligated to support the 

minor child and payments shall continue until such time as the minor child reaches 

the age of 18 years of age or, if the child is still in high school, when the child 
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graduates from high school or reaches 19 years of age, whichever comes first 

(NAC 425.160 (1)).   

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN to both parties that the parent having the 

child support obligation is subject to NRS 125.450 and NRS 31A.020 through.  

31A.230, inclusive, regarding the immediate withholding or assignment of wages- 

commissions or bonuses for payment of child support, whether current or 

delinquent.   

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125B.145, either 

party may request that the Court review the child support obligation every three 

years or upon changed circumstances.  

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125B.140 if an 

installment of an obligation to pay support for a child becomes delinquent, the 

Court shall determine interest upon the arrearages at a rate established pursuant 

NRS 99.040, from the time each amount became due.  Interest shall continue 

accrue on the amount ordered until it is paid, and additional attorney's fees must be 

allowed if required for collection. 

CHILD CUSTODY NOTICES 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parties are subject to the provisions 

of NRS 125C.065 (1) and NRS 200.359, which provide: “If custody has been 
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established and the custodial parent or a parent having joint custody intends to 

move his residence to a place outside of this state and to take the child with him, he 

must, as soon as possible and before the planned move, attempt to obtain the 

written consent of the other parent to move the child from the state. If the 

noncustodial parent or other parent having joint custody refuses to give that 

consent, the parent planning the move shall, before he leaves the state with the 

child, petition the court for permission to move the child. The failure of a parent to 

comply with the provisions of this section may be considered as a factor if a 

change of custody is requested by the noncustodial parent or other parent having 

joint custody;” as well as NRS 125C.045(6) which provides: 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION, 
CONCEALMENT OR DETENTION OF A CHILD IN VIOLATION 
OF THIS ORDER IS PUNISHABLE, AS A CATEGORY D 
FELONY, BY UP TO 6 YEARS IN PRISON AS PROVIDED IN 
NRS 193.130. NRS 200.359 provides that every person having a 
limited right of custody to a child or any parent having no right of 
custody to the child who willfully detains, conceals or removes the 
child from the parent, guardian or other person having lawful custody 
or a right of visitation of the child in violation of an order of this 
court, or removes the child. .from the jurisdiction of the court without 
the consent of either the court or all persons who have the right to 
custody or visitation is subject to being punished by imprisonment in 
the state prison for not less than 1 year nor more than 6 years, or by a 
fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, or by both fine and 
imprisonment. 
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125C.045, the terms 

of the Hague Convention of October 25, 1980, adopted by the 14th Session of the 

Hague Conference on Private International Law are applicable to the parties. 

Nevada is hereby declared the State, and the United States of America is hereby 

declared the country, of habitual residence of the child for the purposes of applying 

the terms of the Hague Convention as set forth above. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that under the terms of the Parental 

Kidnapping Prevention Act, 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1738A, and the Uniform Child 

Custody Jurisdiction Act, NRS 125A.010 et seq., the courts of Nevada have 

exclusive modification jurisdiction of the custody visitation and child support 

terms relating to the child at issue in this case so long as either of the parties, or the  

children, continues to reside in this jurisdiction. 

 

 

       ____________________________ 
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-11-450074-DMaggie Cox, Plaintiff

vs.

Jason J Roe, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department U

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 5/18/2022

"Fred Page, Esq." . fpage@pagelawoffices.com

Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group . efile@lvfamilylaw.com

Admin Admin Admin@pagelawoffices.com

Melvin Grimes efile@lvfamilylaw.com

Maggie Cox maggiejcoxedu@gmail.com

Peggy O'Malley peggyomalley@portolainn.com

If indicated below, a copy of the above mentioned filings were also served by mail 
via United States Postal Service, postage prepaid, to the parties listed below at their last 
known addresses on 5/19/2022

Claudia Schwarts 1820 E Warm Springs RD STE 125
Las Vegas, NV, 89119
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

13 
MAGGIE ROE nka MAGGIE COX, 

14 Plaintiff, 

15 V.

16 JASON ROE, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO.: D-11-450074-D 
DEPTNO.:U 

17

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

COMES NOW, Plaintiff Maggie Roe ("Plaintiff'), by and through her 

counsel of record, Melvin R. Grimes Esq. of Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group, 

23 
and hereby appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada Notice of Entry of the Order 

24 from March 11, 2022 entered in this matter on April 11, 2022, and all other 

25 
Ill 

26 

27 I I I 

28 
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WRIT

(Name and Bar Number (if any))

(Address)

(City, State, Zip Code)

(Telephone and Facsimile Number)

(E-mail Address)

Attorney for (Name):    
Plaintiff, Counterclaimant, or Third-Party Plaintiff, In Proper Person 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

, Case No.:

Plaintiff(s), Dept. No.:

vs.
WRIT OF EXECUTION

EARNINGS
BANK ACCOUNT
OTHER PROPERTY

,

Defendant(s).

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA:

To the Sheriff of Clark County or the Constable for the Township of .

Greetings:

To Financial Institutions:  This judgment is for the recover of money for the support of a person. 

On , a judgment was entered by the above-entitled court in the

above-entitled action in favor of , as Judgment

creditor and against    , as Judgment Debtor, for:

Principal,

Pre-Judgment Interest,

Attorney's Fees, and

Costs, making a total amount of

The judgment as entered, and

$242.42

$0.00

$11,608.13

Jason John Roe

5521 Eagle Claw Ave

Las Vegas, NV 89130

702-343-5688

roedeoduo@gmail.com

Jason John Roe

D-11-450074-D

U

Henderson

5/18/2022

Jason John Roe

Maggie Joyce Cox

$0.00

$11,365.71

Maggie Joyce Cox

Case Number: D-11-450074-D

Electronically Issued
6/9/2022 1:47 PM
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WHEREAS, according to an affidavit or a memorandum of costs after judgment, or both, filed 

herein, it appears that further sums have accrued since the entry of judgment, to wit: 

Accrued Interest, and

Accrued Costs, together with

Fee, for the issuance of this writ, making a total of

As accrued costs, accrued interest and fees.

Credit must be given for payments and partial satisfactions in the amount of 

which is to be first credited against the total accrued costs and accrued interest, with any excess credited

against the judgment as entered, leaving a net balance of

actually due on the date of the issuance of this writ, of which

bears interest at  percent per annum, in the amount of per day, from the date

of judgment to the date of levy, to which must be added the commissions and costs of the officer executing

this writ.

NOW, THEREFORE, CONSTABLE/SHERIFF, you are hereby commanded to satisfy this judgment with 
interest and costs as provided by law, out of the personal property of the judgment debtor, except that for any 
workweek, 82 percent of the disposable earnings of the debtor during that week if the gross weekly salary or wage 
of the debtor on the date the most recent writ of garnishment was issued was $770 or less, 75 percent of the 
disposable earnings of the debtor during that week if the gross weekly salary or wage of the debtor on the date the 
most recent writ of garnishment was issued exceeded $770, or 50 times the minimum hourly wage prescribed by 
section 206(a)(1) of the federal Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, 29 U.S.C. §§ 201 et. seq., and in effect at the time 
the earnings are payable, whichever is greater, is exempt from any levy of execution pursuant to this writ, and if 
sufficient personal property cannot be found, then out of the real property belonging to the debtor in the aforesaid 
county, and make return to this writ within not less than 10 days or more than 60 days endorsed thereon with what 
you have done.

$11,657.27

$0.00

$49.14

$10.00

Please retain from: wages, tips, commissions, benefits and tokes of _______________________________________

at his or her place of employment at ________________________________________________________________

located at _____________________________________________________________________________________
in satisfaction of the judgment against him or her.

Maggie Joyce Cox
Pinecrest Academy Sloan Canyon

655 E. Dale Avenue Henderson, NV 89044

__________________________________________________________________________________________

$0.00

$39.14

$11,608.13

3.25 $1.03
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You are required to return this Writ from date of issuance not less than 10 days or more than 60 

days with the results of your levy endorsed thereon. 

STEVEN D. GRIERSON
CLERK OF COURT

By: __________________________________________ 
Deputy Clerk   Date

Issued at the direction of:

(Signature)

Attorney for (Name):
Plaintiff, Counterclaimant, or Third-Party Plaintiff, In Proper Person

SHERIFF OR CONSTABLE INFORMATION

AMOUNTS TO BE COLLECTED BY LEVY: RETURN: 

NET BALANCE: _____ Not satisfied $______________
_____ Satisfied in sum of $______________

Garnishment Fee: _____ Costs retained $______________
Mileage: _____ Commission retained $______________
Levy Fee: _____ Costs incurred $______________
Postage: _____ Commission incurred $______________
Other: _____ Costs received $______________
Sub-Total:
Commission:

REMITTED TO JUDGMENT CREDITOR:

$_____________________________________ 

I hereby certify that I have this date returned the foregoing Writ of Execution with the results of the levy 
endorsed thereon.

SHERIFF OF CLARK COUNTY or
CONSTABLE  FOR THE TOWNSHIP OF

By: ______________________________ _________________________ 
Title Date

Name:
Address:
City, State, Zip:   
Phone:
E-mail:

Jason John Roe
5521 Eagle Claw Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89130
702-343-5688
roedeoduo@gmail.com

$11,657.27

/s/ Jason John Roe

$5.00

6/10/2022
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NNOOTTIICCEE OOFF EEXXEECCUUTTIIOONN AAFFTTEERR JJUUDDGGMMEENNTT
((PPeerr NNRRSS 2211..007755))

YOUR PROPERTY IS BEING ATTACHED OR YOUR WAGES ARE BEING GARNISHED
A court has determined that you owe money to the person or company (the "judgment creditor") listed on the Writ 

of Execution included with this Notice of Execution.  The judgment creditor has begun the procedure to collect that 
money by garnishing your wages, bank account and other personal property held by third persons or by taking money or 
other property in your possession.

Certain benefits and property owned by you may be exempt from execution and may not be taken from you.  The 
following is a partial list of exemptions:

1. Payments received pursuant to the federal Social Security Act, including, without limitation, retirement and survivors' 
benefits, supplemental security income benefits and disability insurance benefits.

2. Payments for benefits or the return of contributions under the Public Employees' Retirement System.
3. Payments for public assistance granted through the Division of Welfare and Supportive Services of the Department of 

Health and Human Services or a local governmental entity.
4. Proceeds from a policy of life insurance.
5. Payments of benefits under a program of industrial insurance.
6. Payments received as disability, illness or unemployment benefits.
7. Payments received as unemployment compensation.
8. Veteran's benefits.
9. A homestead in a dwelling or a mobile home, not to exceed $605,000 unless:

(a)  The judgment is for a medical bill, in which case all of the primary dwelling, including a mobile or manufactured 
home, may be exempt.

(b)  Allodial title has been established and not relinquished for the dwelling or mobile home, in which case all of the 
dwelling or mobile home and its appurtenances are exempt, including the land on which they are located, unless a valid waiver
executed pursuant to NRS 115.010 is applicable to the judgment.

10. All money reasonably deposited with a landlord by you to secure an agreement to rent or lease a dwelling that is used 
by you as your primary residence, except that such money is not exempt with respect to a landlord or landlord's successor in interest 
who seeks to enforce the terms of the agreement to rent or lease the dwelling.

11. A vehicle, if your equity in the vehicle is less than $15,000.
12. At least eighty-two percent of the take-home pay for any workweek if your gross weekly salary or wage was $770 or 

less on the date the most recent writ of garnishment was issued; or seventy-five percent of the take-home pay for any workweek if 
your gross weekly salary or wage exceeded $770 on the date the most recent writ of garnishment was issued; or if the weekly take-
home pay is less than 50 times the federal minimum hourly wage, the entire amount may be exempt.

13. Money, not to exceed $1,000,000 in present value, held in:
(a) An individual retirement arrangement which conforms with or is maintained pursuant to the applicable limitations 

and requirements of section 408 or 408A of the Internal Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. §§ 408 and 408A, including, without limitation, an 
inherited individual retirement arrangement;

READ THIS NOTICE CAREFULLY
It provides information on how the law may allow you to
protect your property or money from being attached to

pay the judgment against you.
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(b) A written simplified employee pension plan which conforms with or is maintained pursuant to the applicable 
limitations and requirements of section 408 of the Internal Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. § 408, including, without limitation, an inherited 
simplified employee pension plan;

(c) A cash or deferred arrangement plan which is qualified and maintained pursuant to the Internal Revenue Code, 
including, without limitation, an inherited cash or deferred arrangement plan;

(d) A trust forming part of a stock bonus, pension or profit-sharing plan which is qualified and maintained pursuant to 
sections 401 et seq. of the Internal Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. §§ 401 et seq.; and

(e) A trust forming part of a qualified tuition program pursuant to chapter 353B of NRS, any applicable regulations 
adopted pursuant to chapter 353B of NRS and section 529 of the Internal Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. § 259, unless the money is 
deposited after the entry of a judgment against the purchaser or account owner or the money will not be used by any beneficiary to 
attend a college or university.

14. All money and other benefits paid pursuant to the order of a court of competent jurisdiction for the support, education 
and maintenance of a child, whether collected by the judgment debtor or the State.

15. All money and other benefits paid pursuant to the order of a court of competent jurisdiction for the support and 
maintenance of a former spouse, including the amount of any arrearages in the payment of such support and maintenance to which the 
former spouse may be entitled.

16. Regardless of whether a trust contains a spendthrift provision:
(a)  A present or future interest in the income or principal of a trust that is a contingent interest, if the contingency has 

not been satisfied or removed;
(b)  A present or future interest in the income or principal of a trust for which discretionary power is held by a trustee to 

determine whether to make a distribution from the trust, if the interest has not been distributed from the trust;
(c)  The power to direct dispositions of property in the trust, other than such a power held by a trustee to distribute 

property to a beneficiary of the trust;
(d)  Certain powers held by a trust protector or certain other persons; and
(e) Any power held by the person who created the trust.

17. If a trust contains a spendthrift provision:
(a)  A present or future interest in the income or principal of a trust that is a mandatory interest in which the trustee does 

not have discretion concerning whether to make the distribution from the trust, if the interest has not been distributed from the trust;
and

(b)  A present or future interest in the income or principal of a trust that is a support interest in which the standard for 
distribution may be interpreted by the trustee or a court, if the interest has not been distributed from the trust.

18. A vehicle for use by you or your dependent which is specially equipped or modified to provide mobility for a person 
with a permanent disability.

19. A prosthesis or any equipment prescribed by a physician or dentist for you our your dependent.
20. Payments, in an amount not to exceed $16,150, received as compensation for personal injury, not including 

compensation for pain and suffering or actual pecuniary loss, by the judgment debtor or by a person upon whom the judgment debtor 
is dependent at the time the payment is received.

21. Payments received as compensation for the wrongful death of a person upon whom the judgment debtor was dependent 
at the time of the wrongful death, to the extent reasonably necessary for the support of the judgment debtor and any dependent of the 
judgment debtor.

22. Payments received as compensation for the loss of future earnings of the judgment debtor or of a person upon whom the 
judgment debtor is dependent at the time the payment is received, to the extent reasonably necessary for the support of the judgment 
debtor and any dependent of the judgment debtor.

23. Payments received as restitution for a criminal act.
24. Personal property, not to exceed $10,000 in total value, if the property is not otherwise exempt from execution.
25. A tax refund received from the earned income credit provided by federal law or a similar state law.
26. Stock of a corporation described in subsection 2 of NRS 78.746 except as set forth in that section.
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These exemptions may not apply in certain cases such as a proceeding to enforce a judgment for support of a 
person or a judgment of foreclosure of a mechanic's lien.  You should consult an attorney immediately to assist you in 
determining whether your property or money is exempt from execution.  If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be 
eligible for assistance through:

Legal Aid Center of Southern 
Nevada
725 E. Charleston Blvd.
Las Vegas, NV  89104
(702) 386-1070
www.lacsn.org

Senior Law Project (60 years or older only)
530 Las Vegas Blvd. S. #310
Las Vegas, NV 89101
(702) 229-6596
www.snslp.org

Nevada Legal Services
530 S. 6th Street
Las Vegas, NV  89101
(702) 386-0404
www.nlslaw.net

If you do not wish to consult an attorney or receive legal services from an organization that provides assistance to 
persons who qualify, you may obtain the form to be used to claim an exemption free of charge at the Civil Law Self-Help 
Center, 200 Lewis Avenue, on the first floor of the Regional Justice Center, downtown Las Vegas, Nevada, or on the 
Civil Law Self-Help Center's website at www.civillawselfhelpcenter.org.

PROCEDURE FOR CLAIMING EXEMPT PROPERTY
If you believe that the money or property taken from you is exempt, you must complete and file with the clerk of 

the court an executed claim of exemption.  A copy of the claim of exemption must be served upon the sheriff, the 
garnishee and the judgment creditor within 10 days after the notice of execution or garnishment is served on you by mail 
pursuant to NRS 21.076 which identifies the specific property that is being levied on.  The property must be released by 
the garnishee or the sheriff within 9 judicial days after you serve the claim of exemption upon the sheriff, garnishee and 
judgment creditor, unless the sheriff or garnishee receives a copy of an objection to the claim of exemption and a notice 
for a hearing to determine the issue of exemption.  If this happens, a hearing will be held to determine whether the 
property or money is exempt.  

The objection to the claim of exemption and notice for the hearing to determine the issue of exemption must be 
filed by the judgment creditor within 8 judicial days after the claim of exemption is served on the judgment creditor by 
mail or in person and served on the judgment debtor, the sheriff and any garnishee not less than 5 judicial days before the 
date set for the hearing.  The hearing to determine whether the property or money is exempt must be held within 7 judicial 
days after the objection to the claim of exemption and notice for the hearing is filed.  

You may be able to have your property released more quickly if you mail to the judgment creditor or the attorney 
of the judgment creditor written proof that the property is exempt.  Such proof may include, without limitation, a letter 
from the government, an annual statement from a pension fund, receipts for payments, copies of checks, records from
financial institutions or any other document which demonstrates that the money in your account is exempt.

IF YOU DO NOT FILE THE EXECUTED CLAIM OF EXEMPTION 
WITHIN THE TIME SPECIFIED, YOUR PROPERTY MAY BE SOLD 
AND THE MONEY GIVEN TO THE JUDGMENT CREDITOR, EVEN IF 
THE PROPERTY OR MONEY IS EXEMPT.
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CHECKLIST FOR FILING A "CLAIM OF EXEMPTION"

⁫  1. Read the list of exemptions in this notice to determine whether any of your property or money is 
exempt from execution (in other words, protected from being taken to pay the judgment against you).

⁫  2.  Obtain a "Claim of Exemption" form from the clerk at the court where the judgment against you was 
issued or from the Civil Law Self-Help Center, which is located at the Regional Justice Center in 
downtown Las Vegas, or on its website, www.civillawselfhelpcenter.org.

⁫  3. Fill out the Claim of Exemption form.  If you have documentation that proves the exemptions you are 
claiming, attach the documentation to the Claim of Exemption form (but be sure to black out any 
personal information, such as Social Security numbers, bank account numbers, etc.).

⁫  4. Take the completed Claim of Exemption form to the court where the judgment against you was 
issued, and file the Claim of Exemption with the court clerk.

NOTE:  You must file your Claim of Exemption with the court within ten days after 
the Sheriff or Constable serves the Writ of Execution or Writ of Garnishment on you 
by mail, identifying the specific property that is subject to execution or garnishment, or 
within ten days after your wages are withheld if you are being garnished.

⁫  5. After your Claim of Exemption has been filed with the court, mail a copy of your file-stamped Claim 
of Exemption to the following three parties:
⁫  The Constable or Sheriff who mailed you the Writ of Execution or served your bank or employer;
⁫  The judgment creditor's attorney (or the judgment creditor directly if no attorney is involved);
⁫  Any garnishee (likely your employer, if your wages are being garnished; your bank, if your bank 

account has been attached; or some other third-party, if money or assets in the third-party's 
possession have been executed against).

⁫  6. Watch your mail.  After receiving your Claim of Exemption, the judgment creditor has eight days to 
file an objection.  If an objection is filed, a hearing will be set.  You will receive a copy of the 
objection and a notice of the hearing in the mail.

⁫  7. Attend the court hearing if one is set.  Before the hearing, collect whatever documentation you need 
to show that you are entitled to the exemptions you have claimed.  Take your documentation to the 
hearing, along with a proposed order for the judge to sign.  (You can obtain a form order from the 
clerk of the court or on the Civil Law Self-Help Center's website, www.civillawselfhelpcenter.org.)
At the hearing, it will be your responsibility to prove to the judge that your claimed exemptions are 
appropriate.
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