IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

JESUS AREVALO, S.C. No. 86607-COA
D.C. No. D-11-448514-D
Petitioner,

V.

THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK
AND THE HONORABLE JUDGE
HOSKIN,

Respondents.
And
CATHERINE DELAO,

Real Party in Interest.

N’ N’ N N N e N N N N e N et e N’

PETITIONER’S WRIT REPLY EXHIBIT APPENDIX

Petitioner provides the following Exhibit Appendix in support of his Writ:

Exhibit Title Bates No.
1 Respondent’s motion filed 1/28/20 073-182
2 Order After Hearing filed 3/23/21 183-191
3 Petitioner’s Opposition filed 10/11/21 192-247
4 Initial QDRO, filed 8/25/20 248-254
5 Order filed 11/23/21, from 11/3/21 hearing 255-261
6 Three (3) “Email Submission Accepted Notice” only 262-264

Dated on ~om € ,2023. @/ {
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JUN 29 208 ; JESUS AREVALO
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DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA | :
JESUS LUIS AREVALO, - CASENO:  D-11-448514-D
DEPT.NO: E ‘
Plaintiff,
vs. ‘
CATHERINE AREVALO | DATE OF HEARING:
n/k/a CATHERINE DELAO, TIME OF HEARING:
Defendant.

~ Electronically Filed
1/28/2020 11:35 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLER(S OF THE COUR],
OPPS Cﬁ&«—/‘ﬂ‘““—' ‘

WILLICK LAW GROUP
MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 2515 )

3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200

Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101

Phone 502) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311

Attorney for Defendant

DEFENDANT’S OPPOSITION TO -
“MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO ALLOW THE CHILDTO |
ATTEND CHARTER SCHOOL PURSUANT TO ARCELLA; REVIEW
OF CHILD SUPPORT PURSUANT TO NRS 125B.070; TO
CORRECT/AMEND ORDER FILED NOVEMBER 12, 2019; FOR
AWARD OF FEES AND COSTS; AND RELATED RELIEF”; “EX
PARTE MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE PARENTING CLASS”
' AND &
COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE, ENTRY OF A
QUALIFIED DOMESTIC RELATIONS ORDER, TO REDUCE
ARREARS TO JUDGMENT, AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND
| COSTS AND SANCTIONS :

Case Number: D:11-448514-D 07 3
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I. INTRODUCTION

This is a case where the litigation has been lengthy, convoluted and

complicated due to Jesus’ insistence on violating court orders and creating conflict

for years. Catherine has had to incur significant legal fees to respond to Jesus’ claim

and to enforce the court’s orders, which should be fully borne by Jesus pursuant to |

clear legal authority regarding contempt.

Catherine respectfully requests the Court deny Jesus’ request to substitute his

parenting class, as this order was entered by a different district court judge and has

been requested woefully late- approxnnately seven years since it was ordered, and
since reaffirmed at least three times.

~ Catherine also requests the Court deny Jesus’ request to allow the child to
attend a charter school, as it would be both inconvenient and o‘bpressi?e for her
family, and would not provide any additional benefits for the pa‘rti‘es’ son, Luis. -

In addition, Catherine requests the Court deny Jesus’ request to alter the

“unambiguous and stipulated orders that were made and memorialized by way of the

hearing and memorialized in the Order entered on November 12, 2019.

Finally, Catherine seeks entry of multiple orders to show cause as to why Jesus

should not be held in contempt, and for corresponding contempt sanctions, an order

requiring Jesus’ compliance with the Decree of Divorce as set forth herein, and for.

- an award of her actual attorney’s fees and costs,

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
II.  STATEMENT OF FACTS

A.  Facts Prior to Jesus Filing Bankruptcy and Dlschargmg Certam' T

Obligations
The parties have one minor child, Luis Jesus Arevalo, born August 28, 2009,
and were divorced by entry of the Order from Divorce Trial of May 18, 2012, and

Decree of Divorce from Decision of May 22, 2012 and Subsequent Hearing on |

2.
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October 30, 2012, (“Decree of Divorce™), on February 26,2013. The divorce granted
Catherine the following in relevant part:

L.

Spousal support in the amount of $1,500 per month for a penod__ :
of three months commencing in June, 2012; thereafter, spousal _‘
support of $500 per month for a period of nine months.! |
$5,000, which represented Catherine’s half of the proceeds of the
sale of a Chevrolet Impala, to be paid at $50‘Ofvper month after the
term of spousal support ends, or commencing July, 2013.2
Various personal property;’

Catherine’s marital share of Jesus’ PERS, divided pursuant to th‘e‘ -
time rule, with the parties equally sharing the cost of the QDRO*

$2,833, representing one-half of Jesus’ unpaid vacation and ‘sick

leave, to be paid once the term of spousal support expires and'the |

Chevrolet Impala debt is paid off, at $500 per month.’
$10,500 for Catherine’s share of attorney’s fees, to be paid by

Jesus at §1 00 per month following the final monthly payment for .

the monthly payments listed in the above subsections.®

The Decree of Divorce granted the parties the following custodial orders in

relevant part:

' See page 11-12 of the Decree of Divorce filed February 26, 2013,

2ld at 12.

3 1d. at 12-13,

*ld at 14.
SId at14.

% Jd at 16.
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1. Joint legal and physical custody of Luis, with Jesus ha\’iiﬁg
Wednesday at 8:00 a.m. to Saturday at 2:00 p.m., and Catherine

having Saturday at 2:00 p.m. to Wednesday at 8: a. m.,, and
alternating holidays.’ o |
2. Child support of $650 per month, paid in two monthly |
installments on the first and fifteenth of each month.? '
3. Alternating claiming Luis for tax purposes every othér,year‘, with |
Catherine having the odd-numbered tax years.?
Jesus did not make the spousal support payments as ordered in the D,jejgree_:of ‘
Divorce, so on June 13, 2013, Catherine filed a Motion for a Change in Custody; to
Enforce the Decree of Divorce; to Hold Plaintiff in Contempt; and for Attorney's’ :
Fees and Costs. She filed a Schedule of Arrears the following day 1nd1catmg that‘
Jesus owed  total amount of $6,388.89 as of the date of ﬁlmg |

On September 18, 2013, the Court held a hearing on Catherine’s Motion, and |

ordered, in relevant part, that:' |
1. Both parties are to attend the UNLV Cooperative Parenting Class,

with Jesus being ordered to attend the “next available Tuesday |

7IHd at 5.

$1d.at 10.

*Id. at 15-16. | |

' See Order Affer Hearing from September 18, 2013 filed on October vi»é;‘ZQI 3.
4

Q?L.f
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On October 21, 2013, the parties attended the Order to Show Cause hearmg,f‘

session,” which the Court noted began in October 1, 20]3 and o

Catherine to attend the “next available Saturday session.”

Arrears, which mcluded interest as of the date of the. hearmg, 3

included part of the Chevrolet Impala payments (a total of $2 OOO '

in Impala payments had accrued by the date of the hearing — June,

July; August, and September)

The remaining Impala payments were still due and owmg ($3 000 '(

remaining, to be paid at $500 per month startmg October, 2013

per the Decree of Divorce).

Attorney’s. fees were deferred to the OPder to Shaw Cause o

hearing, to be held on October 21, 2013 "

aftex which the Court ordered in relevant part:'2

I.

Catherme began taking the UNLYV course in 2013 to eomply with the: court s

Jesus was sanctioned $1,800, which was reduced to )udgment in.

Catherine’s favor.

Catherine ‘was awarded $750 in attomey s fees related to the _

contempt issues.'

September 2013 orders. At the time, she also was struggling fi nanmally, and was | R

planmng her wedding to her current husband, Steven Delao, Catherme ended upﬁ

i

12 See Order from the October 21, 2013 hearing, filed January 22, 2014,

13 Id

077 |
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.Coun: ordered, in relevant pan

-usmg some of her weddmg money to pay for the class, and pand gas money to get to

class, and even missed some work to attend.
On January 7, 2014, there was a court hearmg on a Morzon ﬁled by Jesus

(Motion to Madzﬁ) Child Support), and atthat hearmg, the Court ordered.in relevant {
part: ' |
1. Jesus’ Moéion was denied.
2. Catherine was awarded $500 in attorney s fees, wluch was |

reduced to judgment.'s

bankruptcy case, which mcorporated an amended page which mcluded Catherme s‘) |
attorney’s fees and contempt award from the Notice of Entry of Order After Hearing .
filed on October 21, 2013.

f led on November 15, 2013. At that hearing, the |
16 he r‘)\\w(»\d‘ﬁ. ‘»‘);»”M:)' g WPIVI._S.
LY

»\.)'v\ '}“\/

2. Jesus was again ordered to signh up and complete the UNLV
cooperative Parenting Course.
3. All outstanding judgments related to attorney’s fees, child Support

arrears, and prior sanctions shall be paid by Jesus to \Cathjerin‘e,at_ |

" See Order Jrom Hearing from the January 7, 2014 hearing, filed January 16, 2014.
i3, Id
'* See' Order from the February 26, 2014 hearing entered March 24, 2014.

6
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the rate of $150 per month payabie by the 20“‘ day of each month
and continuing until all the judgments have been pald in full 7
- On. March 22,2014, Catherine missed the last day of her UNLV course because

it was on her wedding day, but she spoke to the instructor, Margaret Pickard, and
worked out an agreement to make up the missed class. Ms. Pickard also invited
Catherine’s new husband, Steven, to attend the next session of the missed class, and
after he attended, he was so impressed with her teachings, he enrolled himself in the
following session."® Therefore, Steven also attended and completed the class without
even being ordered to do so.'

Jesus still did not make the payments as ordered, and on December 22, 2014

Catherine filed a Schedule of Arrears showing Jesus owed a total of $42 707 86 in|

- outstanding non-child support payments/arrears due, and a second Schedule vof

Arrears showing that Jesus owed a total of $3,575 in child support arrears. This was
filed pro per, so it is unclear whether it included any interest or penalties.
On March 24, 2014, Catherine filed her Notice of Seminar Completion EDCR |
5.07-Family, attachmg her completion of the UNLV Cooperative Parenting; Course
On March 18, 2015, the Court held an Order to Show Cause hearmg, and -

“ordered in relevant part:*

3. The Court did not make a finding of contempt on the issue of
Jesus’ fax!ure to take the UNLV Cooperative Parenting Class, as

the appropriate affidavit was not filed by Catherme However

7 d.

18 Sée Exhibit A, Proof of completion of the UNLV course By Steven Delao. = o

' See Id.

 See Order after Show Cause Hearing from March 18, 2015 filed on April 20,2015,

7
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B.  Facts Subsequent to Jesus stchargmg Certain Obligations due to',
Filing Bankruptcy as Recognized by t :

On June 26, 2015, after reviewing the schedule that J'esus provrded.outlmmg |

the order to attend the UNLV Cooperatwe Parentmg Class:

remamed in effect.

The Court found that Jesus was in contempt of the court’s orders |
pursuant to Catherine’s Schedules of Arrears, and ordered he'|

serve 20 days in jail, stayed pending future compliance with théz‘

order to pay $150 per month payments on his arrears due by the

25™ of each month until paid in full.

‘The Court noted that Jesus provxded a check in open. court of '

$250, that $150 should be applied towand his March, 2015

payment, and the remaining $100 toward his arrears.

The Court also ordered that Jesus provide a s‘_c;:_hedu‘lg; of

everything that was discharged in bankruptcy by March 30,20 15,

and the court would issue a judgment as to what amount was

owed by the Defendant.?'

e Court

everything that he discharged in bankruptey, the Court issued an order clarlfymg the

Judgments against Jesus, stating, in relevant part:

1.

The following debts ($9,760.97) should be reduced to judgment | |

in Catherine’s favor less a $375 paymem”madé"'(to'ta'l ’::Of 1

$9,385.97), payable at $150 per month until paid in full:
a.  $472.50 for Catherine’s one-half interest in the pames
2011 Federal Income Tax Refund.

3 See Id.

o0
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b.  $5,863.47 for alimony arrears.

7, 2014 hearing, _
d. $2,925 for child support arrears.”

amount was due.

On October 9, 2019 the parties attended court regarding Jesus’ Motion to

findings/orders:?

contempt.

the court,?

behavior, but prior to taking action, Jesus filed the instant Motion.

_ Facebook page the following query:

2 See Findings and Orders filed on Tune 26, 2015.
* See Order afier Hearing from October 9, 2019, filed November 12, 2019. -

H See Id

¢ $500insanctions for Jesus failing to appear at the January |
2. Catherineisentitled to interest at the legal rate from the date each |

Address Parenting Issues, et al, and the Court made the following relevant.

. Jesus failed to complete the UNLV Cooperative Parenting |

Course, and Catherine could file an Order to Show Cause for his .
2. Any request to change the child’s school was not-pfoperly before

On December 6, the Willick Law Group filed a Notice oj Appearance on behalf £l

of Catherine. We were hired to assist Catherine with correcting Jesus’ contemptuous |

‘Botz,” posted on the “WAR declared on Clark County Nevada F amlly Court System” 1

- On December 23, Jesus, who poses on Facebook under the name “mee__ o

QP
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What nefatwe information can eve?one give me on' Judge Hoskins and the
- Willick Law Group. What do I need to know? Thank you.”

On December 23,2019, Jesus filed an Ex Parte Motion to Substitute Par'én‘iing
Class, which is being opposed here. | |
On December 30, 2019, Jesus filed a Motion for Permission to Allow the Child o

To Attend Charter Schiool Pursuant to Arcella, Review of Child Support Pursuant to

NRS 125B.070; to Correct/Amend Order filed November 12, 2019 Jfor an Award of

- Fees and Costs, and Related Relief, which is being opposed here ‘Jesus never served

Catherme or her attorney’s of records with the Motion.

On January 2, 2020, Jesus filed an Amended Motion for Permission to Allow
the Child To Attend Charter School Pursuant to Arcélla, Review of Child Support
Pursuant to NRS 125B.070; to Correct/Amend Order filed November 12, 2019; Jor|

an Award of Fees and Costs; and Related Relief. On January 10, 2020, Jesus' ﬁled- | o

a certificate of maxlmg, but it was far after the required three days for maxhng after

the Motion was filed (pursuant to EDCR 5. 2066), so service was ineffective.

Jesus has failed to make the timely payments from the judgement 1SSUed.on -
June 26, 2015, as indicated by Exhibit ] to this Motion, and the Schedule of. Arrears

filed contemporaneously with Catherine’s instant Opposition and Countermotion.

| The Schedule of Arrears also indicates that as of the date of the hearing on thls'

matter, or February 6, 2020, Jesus owed Catherine a total of $7,451.64, with mterest
accruing at $.080 per day.

1. OPPOSITION TO MOTION

A.  The Ex Parte Motion to Substitute Parentmgs Class Should be |
Denied Because Judge Hoskm Cannot upersede Judge
Duckworth’s orders :

% See Exhibit B, Facebook message from Vinnie Botz, and the profile for Vinnie Botz
showing it is-Jesus Arevalo.

10
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Respectfully, even if this Court had some appetite torevisit prior orders, which

‘itexpressed it does riot, it cannot “undo” the order to attend the U'NLVfcou'rsej entered

by Judge Duckworth in this case because Judge Duckworth has already ordered
Jesus to attend the course — three times. That was a final order made by a different
district court judge and setting it aside would violate court rules, Nevada case law, |

and the Nevada Constitution.

In the Nevada Supreme Court held that an or:d:er

from one district judge is final and cannot be “réviewed” by_another;.étating “[tThe

district courts of this state have equal and coextensive Jjurisdiction; théi‘:efore,f:thé |

various district courts lack jurisdiction to review the acts of other district courts.”

J cited in Rohlfing, provides:

When any district judge shall have entered upon the trial or hearing of any
cause, proceeding or motion, or made any ruling, order or decision therein, no
other judge shall do any act or thing in or about such cause, procpe_din% or
motion, unless upon the written request of the judge who shall have first
entered upon the trial or hearing of such cause, proceeding or motion.

provides in relevant part:

These rules cover the practice and procedure in all actions in the district courts
of all districts where no local rule covering the same subject has been
approved by the supreme court: Local rules which are aﬁproved for a
particular judicial district shall- be applied in each instance whether theyarethe.
same as or inconsistent with these rules,

(b) When any district judge has begun a trial or hearing of any cause,

proceeding or'motion, or made any ruling, order or decision therein, no other

Judge may do any act or thing in or about such cause, proceeding or motion,

unless:upon the request of the judge who has begun the trial or hearing of such -
- cause, proceeding or motion.” ‘

2 Rohlfing v. District Court, 106 Nev. 902, 803 P.2d 659, 662 (1990) (citing Goicoechea v. -
District Court, 96 Nev. 287, 607 P.2d 1140 (1980)). See also Nev. Const. Art. 6,§ 6; NRS'3.220;
Wardernv. Owens, 93 Nev. 255, 563 P.2d 81 (1977).

; 11
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1 - Ifhe was actually unhappy with the-exed‘er_ Jesus could have attempted to set it

2y aside in the five and a half years prxor to the case being reassigned to’ Judge Hoskm

3 '(on or about January 2, 2018), but he did not, As aresult, Jesus chose to create the e

4| circumstance that

5

6

7

8 B.  The “Ex Parte Motion to Substitute Parenting Class” Should: be
Denied on Equitable Grounds _

: .13 As to the “merits,” the Court should deny Jesus’ request becagee it'we'i;l‘d'be =
1‘1, inequitable to grant him any “exceptions” or “leniency” given he has been i'n}'op"en |
s contempt of the order for seven years now, and because he has not-alleged any -
I colorable greunds to set aside or modify the multiple orders to attend the class.

e Both parties were ordered to attend the UNLV course back on October 14,
;4‘ 2013 ~ Catherine to take the Saturday morning class, and Jesus was ordered to take

15 the Tuesday evenmg class (atthe time, Catherine: did not have: Luison Satul days and -
e * Jesus did not have Luis on Tuesday evenings.) _ 1
Y At the time, Jesus had zero excuse for not taking the class — he ‘was on
8 administrative leave from the Metro Police Department for the controversial shooting |
2 | of Gulf War Veteran Stanley Glbson so he was receiving his full salary thhout“ 1 |
20 working. Jesus’ 16-year old daughter was living with her mother full-tlme sohehad |
'2.1 no children to take care of on Tuesday evenings, lived with his parents rent-free, and - |
22‘} was not paying ahmony or the court-ordered child support for his daughter ‘
23 Catherine was struggling financially at the time, but she found away to pay forﬁ -
& the elass, and even her husband took the class because he was so 1mpressed :by the_

, z: teachings he observed during a session he attended upon the‘v'instructbr’s invita‘tion.

27 _
28 | D 12
S
Las Vogen, M 891102101
Te2) 4304100

o:‘éq:_ |
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Jesus is fully aware he is court-ordered to attend the class — in the last seven

years, the Court reaffirmed its order for Jesus to take the UNLV course in court Sour

different times: September 18,2013, February 26,2014, March 24, 2014,and October |

9,2019. Despite this, Jesus never once moved to set aside or clarify the Court’s

order - he instead refused to comply. When Catherine reminded him of the orders,

Jesus made up excuses to her, saying, for example, “Oh, Judge Duckworth said:--l"‘-

didn’t have to.” Jesus’ statement in his Motion that he “desires to comply with this
court’s order” is clearly false.

Atthe last hearing on October 9, 2019, Judge Hoskin again admonished; Jesus |

 for failing to take the UNLV course, and invited Catherine to file an Order o Show. |

Cause.

On O‘ctob‘e“r’ 24,2019, it was publicized that Jesus went to Steve Sanson,.._,the
leader of Veterans in Politics, a group who has publicly declared “Wa,i‘”'On, fa,nﬁil?
court, to accﬁse the instructor of the UNLV course, .Margaret Pickard, of “forcing”
parents to take class with “no sliding scale.” Upon information and belief, Jesus”
complaints were solely in an effort to cancel the class and/or smear the instructor to
avoid having to take it.”” His efforts were unsuccessful. | | .
Now, Jesus asked the court to allow him to take an online course because itis |

“more convenient” for him, and complains of the child care /cost issues. Jesus does |-

not have child care issues — he uses hisl3-year old stepdaughter for vb‘aibysittfihg; S

almost exclusively. The $300 cost for the class is not oppressive, and although he

failed to submit a Financial Disclosure Form, § :
(that he is not sharing with Catherine in violation of the

Decree), income from his spouse who is a full-time nurse, and other income Jesus-

A A e ER }3'&,_!49 ifili % 'H"i Z Yo ”"YK/‘ % fhe

7 See Exhibit C, Veterans in Politics article from October 24, 2019 about Jests Arevalo’s
attempt to sabotage Margaret Pickard, the instructor of the UNLV course, '

See  Exlivh
AN 4{5 / { '
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2019 hearing and incor porated into the order.”

may earn on the side.® Jesus should be ordered to show cause for his contempt and

sanctloned accordingly, as more fully set forth below.

C. Oy posntlon to “Motion for Permission to Allow the Child to Attend
Charter School Pursuant to Arcella; Review of Child Sup Port
Pursuant to NRS 125B.070; to Corréct/Amend Order filed
,golvefl_t,l,ber 12,2019; For an Award of Fees and Costs~ and Related

elie

1. Modification to the Custody Schedule

Catherme ts unsure why Jesus is objecting to the medification of a custodial -

schedule that he stipulated to in open court on October 9, 2019. This is clear not |

only in'the court minutes, but also in the order from the hearing, filed NoVembér'fI‘?_,‘}" o
was at issue for the hearing; and that “Exhibit F” was attached to the November 12 1

The minutes from the hearing are identical to the or der Catherme submltted 1

and state in relevant part:*®

As for the request to MODIFY the CUSTODIAL SCHEDULE; there is a )
'ShTIPléLA} ION. Exhibit “F” of Mom’s Opposition shall be mcorporated into
the order -

Exhibit “F” attached to the order is the schedule the parties stipulated to in

open court; and it was the intent of the parties at the time, as reflected by the court’s .|

<hibit D, Las Vegas Review Journal article re: Jesus receiving $1,000,000 in tax
payer income despite being terminated from the Metro Police’ Dcpartmem : o

® See Exhibit E, the “Exhibit F” to Catherine’s prévious opposition that outlines .the { -

modification to the custodial schedule (also attached to the order filed November 12, 2019.)
® Seé Exhibit F, Minutes from the October 9, 2019 hearing.
. , ,

14

::':':Ogﬁ-fj}i,f -

2019. The clear agreement was to adopt “Exhibit F” to Catherine’s opposition that 1 :



1o

13l

g I

11

12

14

o 15

16

25
26

17
18

19

20

21

22

23
24

27

28

WILLICK LAW GROUP.
3501 Eost Bonarwe Roac

Suita 200

Las Vegas, NV B9110-2101

(P0R) 4384100

signed order and the minutes. Thérefore,- Jesus’s request to modify the schedule and
| alter the November 12, 2019 hearing should be denied.

2. Request to Change Luis’ School should be Denied |
Catherine objects to changing schools for Luis for a number of reasons, but
most primarily due to the transportation distance and the hardship_s it would cieate,
as well as the fact that Luis’ éurrent school system is just as good as the charter

school requested. Luis currently atterids Heckethorn Elementary School, and is zoned

to attend Seville Middle School. Jesus does not identify what charter school he j

requests Luis attend, if Luis could even be admitted, or what the statistics are for the

purported charter school.

Requests to change schools in Nevada are govefned by the Arcella® factors, |

which do not support Jesus’ request, as follows:

a.  The wishes of the child, to the extent that the child is of
sufficient age and capacity to form an intelligent
preference | '

This is not a significant factor because Luis is still in elementary school and is

only 10 years old, and does not have the maturity to understand the effégt_‘s and'
nuances of moving from the school he is zoned for to a charter school, Cathexjine‘ )
believes that if Luis is given a voice in the dispute, it would be solely groomed.by his

father, and it would force Luis to be in the middle of a court issue. _

b. The child’s educational needs and each ‘séhoo_ifs.\él‘)‘ili_;ty‘ |

to meet them, and the curriculum, method of teaching,
and quality of instruction at the school

- % dreellav. Arcella, 133 Nev. _, _P.3d _ (Adv. Opn. No. 104, Dec. 26,2017). .
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These factors are difficult to analyze because Jesus:did not suggest any specxﬁc'- B

charter school in his motion, so no specific statistics can be compared. However, |

*Catherine believes that both schools will provide the same education, and wnll have‘; 5

similar curriculums, methods of teachmg, and quality of instruction.

Jesus misrepresents in his motion that the average middle school class has 45

~students.’® According to the Pubhc School Review for the 19-20 school year, the

average size of the classes at Seville Middle School is 28:1.  Jesus submitted a |

message from Luis’ current fifth grade teacher, Mr. Estes, stating there were 38 |

students in the class, and although that is true, it is a temporary issue that has an

: explanatnon

At the beginning of the year Catherine spoke to Mr. Estes about the class size,

and he told her the class was going to be 29-31 studems but there was a possibility

- that number may rise during the school year due to all of the new. houses being built |

in the area. Another thing that contributed 1o the growth in class size was the nearby -

charter school, Somerset Academy Aliante.

After the Academy received a two-star rating, it sent a letter to the parents‘

- stating that if the parents wanted to pul thelr children out and place thém in a public

school, they were welcome to do so.** Although the letter did not mentlon

Heckethorn Elementary School directly, there was deﬁmtely an 1mpact Catherme |

spoke to the school, who stated they are re-zoning for the 20-21 school year due to . o

all of the new houses, and suggested that the bigger class sizes are temporary.

<. The child’s past scholastic ach:evements and predlcted
performance at each school ;

% See Motion, page §, line 8.
- ¥ See Exhibit G, letter from Somerset Academy re: their ratings,
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With the right level of parental mvolvement and ovelszght Luis will excel at .’ ‘

either. school so this factor is neutral. Catherine believes, however that oneof Jesus

motlves for requesting charter school is that he believes (whether true or not) thathe |
»Wl“. need to provide less oversi ght for Luis’ education at a charter school. Onépf’th'e_.
reasons for this belief is that Luis has expressed to Catherine that he prefers to do _‘
homework at Jesus” house because his father doesn’t make him read and he doesn’t

check his homework, and at Catherine’s home, she will go over his homework and j

have him correct any mistakes.
Luis is a smart young man. He does sometimes struggle to catch on, but once

he catches on, he “gets it.” This requires both parties to be mvo}ved inhis educatton

in any school he attends.

Catherine has previously discussed with Jesus the possibility that Luis suffers

from a mild form of dyslexia, and asked Jesus for v»per_miss:ibn' to have Luis tested.

Luis refused, stating that “his son™ does not have any learning disabilities. Luis has |
still ‘not been officially tested for dyslexia; however, if he does end up having any
leami'ng.disabilities, it is well known that public schools are much more equipped to | -

. provide services for any special needs children have, rather than private or charter

schools.

Jesus’ references in his Motion that Catherine herself “raised issues with Jesus

about concerns about the child’s reading.”** How this supports a complete change in

schools is questionable, but Jesus’ statements are not an accurate picture of what

actually occurred.

** See Motion, page 15-16.
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First, the communications relating to Catherine’s “concerns” took place on Our

Family Wizard, available to the court, the parties, and their counsel’® The

conversation began with Catherine: sending Jesus a copy of Luis’s progress report

Luisteceived A’s, B’s, C s,and one F. When Jesus asked Catherine if she was gomg

to punish Luis, she identified that she and Steven-dxscussed the issues, and identified

that Luis was doing his homework, but not turning it in, and that she. was gomg to |
work on makmg sure he was more responsible all around, and tmplement stricter'
punishment when he was not. Catherine then expressed frustration that Jesus has
refused to allow her to have Luis tested to see if he is struggling from.a learning |

disabili’ty.‘ Although this conversation could be interpreted as Catheri‘ne héving’

concerns about Luis’ reading, it does not justify a change in schools Notably, Jesus

- declined to respond or agree to having Luis tested.

d.  The child’s medical needs and each’ school’s ablllty toi‘ e

meet them
Luis is healthy and has no specific medical needs requmng any type of

mterventmn from his school.

e. The child’s extracurricular interests and each school’ :
ability to satisfy them

This factor is neutral because Luis attends activities outside of school, and |

Jesus only allows hini to attend activities Jesus chooses during his custodial days :

Luis’ extracurricular activities include Cub Scouts, which will transitionto Boy

Scouts by middle school, and jiu jitsu. Luis is amember of two jiu jitsugyms*édin’”s::'

Hall with Catherine and MMA Uprising with Jesus. Catherine and Steven have al

had Luis in other activities such as swimming, art, archery, and shootmg

3 See Exhibit:H, OFW messages between the parties on October 25, 2019. 5
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When Catherine was married to Jesus, she recalled how Jesus refused to allow |

his daughter, McKenzie, to attend any of her mother’s extracurricular activities onhis |

custodial days regardless of how much McKenzie wanted to gO. Cathéiine couldn’t

bear the thought of Luis going through that, so all activities done at the Delao h’Ou_sef- Co

are Str_ictly done on Catherine’s custodial days only. Ifthere was an activity'that was
happening on Jesus’ day, she would ask him, but the answer is usually “no,” so she
stopped askmg Therefore, the extracurricular activities 1ssue is probably a. moot
point.

f. Whether leavmg the child’s current school wouldf
disrupt the child’s academic progress :

This point is minimized by the fact that Luis is leaving his current elementary e

school and transitioning to middle school next year regardless

g The child’s ability to adapt to an unfamtliar Lo

environment

Luis is fairly good about adapting to unfamiliar environments, especi’ally wh’en

- there are people he already knows there. The only person he will know at any charter

~school is his step-sister, and it's unknown if he will go to the same school as her, and

if s0, they will not be in the same grade. If he continues attending public schoel in

his school zone, a majority of his classmates will be attending the same middle school

he is zoned for.

h. The lenFth of comniute to each school and 6tliei' .
logistical concerns

The length of the commute is a serious concern for Catherine, although it is |
minimal for Jesus because, upon information and belief, he is unemployed.
Currently, Luis’s school is one mile from Catherine’s home. The Delao’s neighbor -

has a son who is one of Luis’ best friends and currently goes to Seville Mi‘ddlé-
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Schiool, and the boys talk about how they can’t wait for Luis to go to Seville Middle
School too so they can walk/ride bikes together to/from school. There are a few of

Luis’ friends who also advised they will probably join in on the walk to éc,hool_.

~ The only inconvenience, Jesus would have if Luis attended Seville Middle -:

School is if he has to driveto two different schools, but he is doing that now, and has

been for two years. This inconvenience is further mitigated by the fact that Jesus

does not have full-time employment.

T he other concern Catherme has about Luis attending the chaner school isthe |

cost. When Jesus® older daughter, McKenzie, attended private school, she recalls he

refused to share in the costs of uniforms and school supplies, failed to pay- his half of L
I thetuition, and forced McKenzie’s mom to cover those costs and get Judgments from; S

| the court for the unpaid balances. Catherine doesn’t want to be in the position of

having tochase after reimbursements on uniforms and related expenses for charter

- school, especially given Jesus’ track record of not making the court-ordered

15| payments. There are no additional or hidden costs at public school.

i. Whether enrollm§ the child at a school lS hkely to
r _ :

ahenate the child from a parent .

Catherme does have a concern that moving Luis to charter school could create
alienation and/or conflict. In the past, Jesus showed upon to Hecke,thornElem_entary

to confront Catherine on her custodial days, which were days he had no reasonto be | .

any confrontations could be witnessed. If Luis moves to a charter school where any |-
of Jesus’ other children attend, he would be able to confront her and use the excuse |

that he is there for his other children.

20
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~ Catherine is also concetned that if Luis attended charter school, his lack of ‘:5:' .

sleep from having to get up each day with her could lead him to resent her, which

would create potential alienation.

routine and famlllar school zone and place himina charter school, and the Arcella 1 |
factors to not support Jesus’ request. Relocat’mg‘ Luis would create a hardship on

Luis that could eventually lead to increased conflict and resentment, so Jesus’ request

should be denied.

D. . Jesus’ request for Review of Child Support

Jesus 1equests a review of child support, but has not filed the requtred. e

Financial Disclosure Form (“FDF”), although he does acknowl edge needing to file

- one. Jesus’ request should be denied until and unless he. comphes w1th the

. requirements to file-an FDF pursuant to EDCR 5.506.

E. Fees and Costs
Given the requests in Jesus’ Motion should be denied, and due to his unclean

hands for not having complied with his court-ordered obhgatmns his requests for

'fees and costs should be denied.

Il. COUNTERMOTION
A.  Motion for Order to Show Cause for Contempt

It appears that Jesus has little respect for this Court’s authority, as he: h_as o

regularly thumbed his nose-at the court’s orders, and is in violation :o_"fmulf»ipleOrderfs_ L

as set forth below. It is time that Jesus’ actions are met with serious and real
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Duckworth has already outlined the criteria under which Jesus should beincarcerated, ',

and Jesus has violated fliat order.

consequences; otherwise, he will continue to ignore this Court’s rulings. Judge S

In addition to the contempt sanctions and jail time, Cat‘heriné:rquéstSf the o

Court order Jesus to Show Cause for a number of violations and contempt of court |
orders, including 1) the 2017 tax deduction for Luis; 2) unpaid atrears; 3) the failure

to complete the UNLV course; and 4) life insurance.

1. Legal Standard for Contem pt

This Court has the inherent power to make and enforce its own orders: that is-

what enables the Court to control rogue litigants and do its duty to adjudicate.’” -

Contempt is governed by Chapter 22 of the Nevada Revised Statutes, which

provides in: pertinent part in NRS 22.010:

The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: o

1. Disprdcr}(;(, contemptuous or insolent behavior toward the {_)’udge» while the
judge:is holding court, or engaged in judicial duties at chambers, or toward
masters or arbitrators while sitting on a reference or arbitration, ot .other
Judicial proceeding. |

2. A breach of the peace, boisterous conduct or violent disturbance in the
presence of the:court, or in its immediate vicinity, tending to interrupt the due
course of the trial.or other judicial proceeding.

3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued
by the court or judge at chambers. :

T In ve Water Rights of the Humboldr River, 118 Nev. 901, 59 P.3d 1 226, 1229 _(_2002')\';" ’

Halversonv. Hardcastle, 123 Nev. 245, 163 P.3d 428 (2007)(a trial court has the inherentauthority | =

to-construe its orders and judgments, and to ensure they are obeyed); Grenz v Grenz, 78 Nev. 394,

'274.P.2d 891 (1962) (a trial court has the inherent power 1o construe its judgrments and'dedrees);
Murphy v. Murphy, 64 Nev. 440, 183 P.2d 632 (1947); Lindsay v. Lindsay, 52 Nev. 26, 280 P. 95 _
(1929); Reedv. Reed, 88 Nev. 320, 497 P.2d 896 (1972) (court has irtherent power to enforce its -
ordersand judgments); Inre:Chartz, 29 Nev. 110, 85 P. 352 (1907) (“The powerof courts to punish 1
for contempt and to maintain decency and dignity in their proceedings is inherent, and is-as old as

courts are old™).
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Further, NRS 22.100 dictates the penalties for contempt, as follows:

- 1. Upon the answer and evidence taken, the court or Jjudge.or jury, as the case

may be, shall determine whether the person proceeded against.is guilty of the
contempt charged. .

- 2. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 22.110, if a person is found gu:ltyof
- contempt, a fine:may be imposed on him not excee ing $500 or he may be

imprisoned not exceeding 25 days, or both.

3. In addition to the penalties provided in subsection 2, if a person is found

- guilty of contempt pursuant to subsection 3 of NRS 22.010, the court may

require the person %ay to the party seeking ta enforce the writ, order, rule or
process the reasonable expenses, including, without limitation, attorneys fees,
mmcurred by the party as a result of the contemnpt. . S

Jesus has disobeyed a number of the court orders as outlined below. As such,

|| Jesus must be held in contempt and sanctioned accordingly.

2. Contempt Relating to the Tax Deduction for Luis

‘Catherine requests the Court order Jesus to show cause for violating the Decree

for the tax year 2017, which states in relevant part:

Plaintift shall have the benefit of claiming the iminor child Luis as a taxable
dependent and exemption for all tax purposes during ¢ven-numbered years
beginning with the tax year 2012, until the minor child can no longer be -

. -¢laimed as an exemption due to his age and/or status; Defendant shall have the -
~ 'benefit of claiming the minor child Luis-as a taxable dependent and exemption -

Jor all tux purposes during even-numbered years be inning with the tax year
2012, until the minor child can no longer be claimed as an exemption due to
his age and/or status. -

[Emphasis added].

Jesus claimed Luis on his taxes in 20 1 7.in violation of ith'ﬁ:io_zzd,_e_r'._':’:Spé:'c‘:i{ﬁ,'c_zétlvl_)’/ﬁ,f‘5 g

and the IRS reviewed his taxes and decided his income was too high to haye-reégivgq_ i
the credits. Due to the fact that Catherine claimed Luis as a de‘p‘endén‘t"p’ﬁ her taxes : '
for 20 1'7, as ordered, the IRS fined her the $1,420 for the credits Jesus. received, and :

23
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forced herto repay them $1,420 for Jesus actions, whlle Jesus kept the $I 420 tax»
credit.® | o . R

Claxmlng Luison Affordable Care Act insurance, and receiving a tax credit, xs“
4 violation of the Court’s order because only Catherine has the right to claim Luis for |

‘anythmg tax-related in the odd-numbered years. Jesus’ actions directly resulted in |

Catherine paying $1,420 to the IRS for cr edits Jesus received in violation of the

order.

Catherine requests the Court.award her the $I ,420, plus interest,as a sanction _

“to Jesus for his contempt.

3. Contempt Relating to the Unpaid Child Arrears
a. ~ The Court’s Original Order

Cathex ine requests the Court order Jesus to show cause for v1olatmg the

Findmgs and Orders filed on June 26, 2015, which states in relevant part:

(1)  The following debts should be reduced to Judgment

in Catherine’s favor less a $375 payment made (total | o

balance is $9,385.97), payable at $150 per month»; | L

until paid in full:

(a) $472.50 for Catherme s one-half interest in- SR

theparties’ 2011 Federal Income Tax,Refun_d‘
(b)  $5,863.47 for alimony arrears.

(c)  $500 in sanctions. for Jesus faxlmg to appear e

at the January 7, 2014 hearing.

% See Exhibitl, IRS noticesand proof that Steven Delao had to pay the $1,421 tax payment.
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(d)  $2,925 for child support arrears.

(2) Catherine isentitled to interest at the legal rate from ‘

- -the date each amount was due.

6, 2020
Given the fact that interest is due from the date each amount was dué,,_‘it is.
necessary to compile a schedule of historical arrears, which shows when each of the
payments was due, and when each was paid. This has been ac‘complished on the

Schedule of Arrears filed contemporaneously with this. Opposition and

Countermotion, and reveals that Jesus owes a total of $7.451 .64, if paid on February | :

6, 2020

The results of the MLAW calculation, which assesses interest on each portion

of the debts in the judgment as of the date each debt was owed (pursuant to Judge:
Duckworth’s orders from June 26, 2015 outlined above), we have the following:

(1)  $472.50 for Catherine’s one-half interest in the'.
parties’ 2011 Federal Income Tax Refund

This was owed to Catherine pursuant to the Decree of Divorce, page 4, line 23- |

24; page 4, lines 1-2, entered February 26, 2013, so that date is reﬂected in the: SR

calculauon

(2)  $5,863.47 for alimony arrears

This was owed to Catherine pursuant to her Schedule of Arrears she generated; I ,‘
on June 13, 2013, and filed on June 14, 2013, so the June 13 date is reﬂected m the 1

calcuiatmn

% See Findings and Orders filed on June 26, 2015.
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~June 26, 2015.%

the January 7, 2014 hearing

(3)  $500 in'-s'ah'ét’iOns_ for Jesus failing to appear at

This was owed to Catherine as of the January 7, 2014 hearing, so that amount

is reflected in the calculation.

These Wer._e owed in penodf‘c payments, which were outlined in the Schedule
of Arrears filed on December 22, 2014, so we input the data from that schedule, and
gave the appropriate offset of $650 as required by the Findings and Orders filed on

Therefore, the remaining arrears due are: $7,451.64, if pdid' on February 6,

2020, with a daily amount accruing of $0.80, as reflected on the MLAW calculation. |

c.  Jesus’ contempt due to late payments

- Jesus has failed to make the $150 per month payments on time as ordered. The

court was previously very clearthis would result in jail time and bail 6£$2,000 to be |-

18, 2015 dated April 20, 2015, where it states in relevant part:

“Plaintiff is hereby SENTENCED to two days of INCARCERATION for each .-
month the $150.00 was not paid, for ‘a total of twenty (20) days of
INCARCERATION. To be clear, serving jail sentence wou d not excuse the -
amount owed to Defendant. The 20 days of INCARCERATION is hereby
STAYED pending future compliance with the Order to pay $150.00. If the
Plaintiff fails to pay $150.00 to the Defendant by the due date in any given
month, then she may submit an Affidavit stating she has not received that
amountand a Warrant shall be issued for Plaintiff’s arrest. BAIL would'be'set
at two thousand dollars ($2,000.00) which is te be released to Defendant.

0 See Schedule of Arrears filed contemporaneously with this Oppasition and Countermotion. |
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Catherine dzd file the requlred Affidavits for some of the late payments, but for e

reasons unknown to her (she was representing herself) this did notresultina warrant':

or punishment to Jesus by the Court, as the Order indicated. "'

Jesus has continued to violate this order and make his payments late, and a

Declaration (satnsfymg the affidavit requlrement) is attached s:gned by Catherme: .

under penalty of per)ury Specifically out of the last four years,  Jesus has only made |
12 on-time payments * Accordingly, Catherine requests the Court honor the Apnl’

20,2015 order as it relates to Jesus’ ordered contempt and gasl—tnme along with ¢ any. |

other sanctions assessed against Jesus.

4. UNLYV Cooperative Parentmg Course

requiring him to attend the UNLV Cooperative Parenting Course. This is also
detaxled in the Declaration of Catherine Delao attached. Fees, costs, and sanctnons 1

should be assessed against Jesus.

5.  Contempt Relating to Life Insurance

Jesus was ordered to carry a life insurance policy on Catherine pursuant to the

‘Decree of Divorce, but to date has never provided proof of the life insurance policy. |

The Decree of Divorce states in relevant part:**

Plaintiff has agreed to obtain a life insurance policy with the Defendant as the:
beneficiary. Defendant shall have ownership of the Plaintiff's life i insurance

1 See Affidavits filed Septemben 28, 2015, December 1, 2015, Ianuary 6, 2016, March 28 :

2016 Apnl 27,2016, and May 27, 2016.
“f See Exhibit J, _s’chedule of payments-and the date the payments were made.
¥ See Decree of Divorce, page 14, lines [-11.

27
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policy with the Plaintift being responsible fo’r{hc annual, quarterly, or monthl‘z
premiums, whichever applies. The Coun:rctamsjunsdictxon over this issue,

To Catherine’s knowledge, Jesus has never obtained a life insurance policy,nor | =

has he paid on one, so Jesus isin contempt of the Decree relating to the life insurance |

policy, and should be ordered to show cause why he is not in scont'empf of thxs

B.  Jesus’ PERS Needs to be Divided

In the Decree of Diﬂvom'e_,v-Cétherine was awarded het time rule share ofJesus’ s = :
'PERS, and the parties were to divide the costs of a QDRO. This did not occur, and | -
Catherine has not received her share of Jesus’ PERS as contemplated by the Decree, {

‘which states in relevant part:*

the PERS benefits shall be divided pursuant to Gemma and Fondi. Mike Levy
~ shall grepare' the QDRO, with the parties equally sharing in the cost of the
QDRO and with each party to pay his/her one-half Share prior to the
_ g_r;eparat‘ion_of the QDRO as required by Mr. Levy. The trial date of May 18,
012, shall be used as the line of demarcation.*® B

Catherine requests the Court require Jesus to pay one-half of the costs fojj“ ‘tbjé" R

~ preparation of the QDRO, cooperate in having the QDRO entered with the Courtonce |

it has been pre-approved by PERS, and pay back any arrears to Catherine with regard-|. - :

to her:share of his pension that he has unlawfully retained since his retiremént inor -

around 2013.

C.  Jesus should be Assessed Attorney’s Fees and Sanctions

d-iid
# See Decree of Divoree, page 14, lines 3-9.
46 Id o '
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Catherine’s full attorney’s fees should be awarded under multiple theories, but

primarily due to Jesus’ contempt of the court’s order under NRS 22.100, wh‘i’_ch“v
 states | | | |

Further, NRS 22.100 dictates the penalties for-contem‘pt, as».f,ouows:-: '

1. Ugon the answer and evidence taken, the court or judge or jury, as the case
may be, shall determine whether the person proceeded against is guilty of the
contempt charged. _ v A

2. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 22.110, if a person is found guilty of
contempt, a fine may be imposed on him not exceeding $500 or he may be
umprisoned not exceeding 25 days, or both.

3. In addition to the penalties provided in subsection 2, if a person is found
guilty of contempt pursuant to subsection 3 of NRS 22.010, the court may
require the person %ay to the party seeking to enforce the writ; order, rule-or
process the reasonable.expenses, including, without limitation, attorneys fees,
incurred by the party as a result of the contempt.

NRS 22.100 also provides for a $500 fine for each incident of conte_mpt_; and

jail time not exceeding 25 days. J‘udg'e Duckworth has already- made his order

relating to jail time, which needs to be enforced, but further attorney’s fees and

sanctions should be assessed for Jesus’ contempt.

~ “well-known basic elements,” which in addition to hourly time schedules kept by the -

attorney, are to be considered in determining the reasonable value of an attorney's |

services qualities, commonly referred to as the Brunzell*’ factors:

I.  The Qualities of the Advocate: his ability, his training, education, | -

experience, professional standing and skill.

2. The Character of the Work to Be Done: its difficulty, itsintricacy, |

With specific reference to Family Law matters, the Cburt*bas*adop,t_edv:

itsimportance, time and skill required, the responsibility imposed and the prominence | -

and character of the parties where they affect the importance of the litigation,

‘T Brunzell v. Golden Gare National Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 ( 1969) R
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9.

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

4. . TheResult: whetherthe attorney was successful and what benefits | -

were derived.

Each of these factors should be given consideration, and no one element should

predominate or be given undue weight.*  Additional guidance is provxded by

reviewing the “attorney's fees” cases most often cited in Famlly Law
The Brunzell factors require counsel to rather immodestly make a

repr esentatxon as to the “qualities of the advocate,” the character and dnfﬁculty of the'- |

‘work per foxmed and the work actually performed by the attorney. B ]
F-ust respectfully, we suggest that the supervising counsel is A/V. rateda -

. peer-lewewed and certified (and re-certified) Fellow of the American Academy of

Mammomal Lawyers;and a Certified Specialist in Family Law: Lorien K. Cole, the.

- attor ney who drafted the Motion, is a Certified Specialist in Family Law that has.

practiced family law for over nine years.

As to the “character and quality of the work performed,” we ask the Court tos»
find our work.in this matter to have been adequate both factually and legally, we

‘have dxhgently reviewed the applicable law, explored the relevant facts and beheve :

that we have properly applied one to the other.

The fees charged by paralegal staff are reasonable, and compensable as: well

The tasks performed by staff in this case were precisely those that were “some of the

work that the attorney would have to do anyway [performed] at substantially les‘s qo's’_t 1o

*® Miller v. Wilfong, 121 Nev. 619, 119 P.3d 727 (2005).

. Dlsmetlonary Awards: Awards of fees are neither automatic nor compu!sory, but w:thm
the sound discretion of the Court, and evidence must support the request. Fletcher v. -
Fletcher, 89 Nev. 540, 516 P.2d 103 (1973); Levy v. Levy, 96 Nev. 902, 620 P: 2d 860
- (1980); Hybmge: v. Hybarger, 103 Nev. 255, 737 P.2d 889 (1987) ' '
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per hour.”™ As the Nevada Supreme Court';i'e‘asone'd “the use of paralegals and other |

nonattorney staff reduces htzgatxon costs, so long as they are bil led at a lower rate "

50 “reasonable attorney sfees...includes. charges for persons such as paralegals and 1

law clerks.”

The work actually performed will be provided to the Court upon request by-

way of a Memorandum of Fees and Costs (redacted as to conﬁdermal mformanon) |

consistent with the: requirements under Love.'

1V. - CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, Catherine respectfully requests th‘e-:COurt'is:s.:lxé the |

following orders:
1. Deny Jesus’ ExParte Motion to Substitute Parenting Class in its

entirety.

2. Deny Jesus’ Amended Motion for Permission to Allow the :C‘hild
To Attend Charter School Pursuant to Arcella, Review of"C'hild i
Support Pursuant to NRS 125B. 1070 ‘ to Cofrect/Am'ehd Order: : _

filed November 1 2, 2019; for an Award of Fees and Cost.s and : 2

Related Relief in its entirety.

3. QGrant Catherine’s Countermotzon as follows

a. Confirm the arrears amount due to Catherme is $7 451 64 |

if paid on February 6, 2020, with a daily amount acer umgf T

of $0.80.

0 LVMPD v. Yeghiazarian, 129 Nev. 760,312 P.3d 503(2013) cntmg to M:.s.sourt Vi Jenkms, .
- 491 U.S. 274 (1989). '

3 Love v. Love, 114 Nev. 572,959 P.2d 523 (1998).
31
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1 - | b.  OrderJesusto 20days of incarcerati'o‘ﬁ and a bail of $2,000 -
2 ” payable to Catherine pursuant to the Order After Show
3 - Cause Hearing From March 18, 2015 dated Aprll 20 """
4 2015, -
5 ' c.  Issuean Order to Show Caiise agai'nsf Jesus for:
6l ' (1)  The late $150 payments in violation of the Order
7 | After Show Cause Hearmg From March 18, 2015
8 dated April 20 2015. B o
st o (2)  Failing to car ry and pay for a life i msurance pollcy
10 | | pursuant to the Decree of Divorce. N
| 11 (3) Failing to take the UNLV Cooperatnve Parentmg
12 L . Course. : I -
i o “d. OrderJesusto cooperate to process and pay for 'SV(Y)%:‘o'f al :
v PERS QDRO, | R
15 ‘e, Estabhsh Jesus arrears relating to his non-payment of
o 1e . Catherine’s share of hxs PERS pension. - DI
17 : : £ Award Catherine her full attorney’s fees and costs as a .
18 punishment for contempt. , o
19 ' g Sanction Jesus $500 per incident of cOntéﬁpt, in ad‘d'iti‘on |
20 | to-any other sanctions the Court deerﬁs appropriate. .|
. , :
220
23 .
24
25
26 ||
- i
28 . 32 - B
mgpmr, L
Las Vegas, NV 831102101 B



1 4 Forsuclrother and further relief as this Court deems appropriate, |
2 | DATED this day of January, 2020 o

3 - Respectfully Submitted By:
| WILLICKLAW GROUP 7

L

' Nevada Bar No. 2515

't 3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200
' ‘ Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101"

8 ‘ - Attorneys for Defendant
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DECLARATION OF CATHERINE DELAO

I, Catherine Delao, declare that [am competent to testify to the facts contamed o
- in the preceding filing. B _%_ Cl
I have read the preceding ﬁlmg, and I have personal knowledge of the facts
contained therein, unless stated otherwise. Further, the factual averments

| contamed therem are true and correct to the best of my knowledge except -

them to be true.
The factual aver ments contamed inthe preceding filing are mcorporated herem
as if set forth in full.

Jesus and I have a minor child, Luis Jesus Arevalo, born August 28, 200‘9' an‘d‘j‘: o

were divorced by entry of the Order from Divorece Trial of May 18, 201 2, and :

Decree of Divorce from Decision of May 22, 2012 and SubsequentHearmg on | o

October 30, 2012, (“Decree of Divorce”), on Feb1 uary 26 2013. The d:vorce ‘

granted me the followmg in relevant part:

- -a. Spousal support in the amount of $1,500 per month for a penod of three

- months commencing in June, 2012; thereafter, spousal support of SSOO“

per month for-a penod of nine months:.

b. $5,000, which represented iy half of the preceeds of the sale of a |

Chevrolet Impala, to be paid at $500 per month after the term of spousal : e

support ends, or commencing July, 20 13.

Various personal property.

d. My marital share of Jesus’ PERS, dlvxdedpursuanttothe time rule thh

us equally sharlng the. cost of the QDRO. -

34




10
12
1

16 ||

- 20

9

11

15

L 17

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

- 26

27

28

WALLICK LAW GROUP
3591 Eay Bonorgas Road

Suke 20
LuVm NV 89110:2101

(]

4384100

in relevant part that: . S

to be paid once the term of spousal support expires and the Chevrolet |

Impala debt is paid off, at $500 per month.

month fol lowing the final monthly payment for the monthly payments

listed in the above subsections. The Decree of Dzvorce granted us the= _

following custodial orders in relevant part:

at 8:00 a.m. to Saturday at 2:00 p.m., and me having Satur day at2: 00_ v

p.m. to Wednesday at 8: a.m.,, and alternating hohdays

e $2,833, representing dne-half of Jesus’ unpaid vacation and Sii'ck“l‘e'éiéél

£ $10,500 for my share of attorney’s fees, to be paid by Jesus at $100 per |-

g Joint Iegal and physical custody of Luis, with Jesus having Wednesday' .

h. Child support of $650 per month, paid in two monthly installmentson |

the first and fifteenth of each month.

i, Alternating claiming Luis for tax purposes every other year, with me |

having the odd-numbered tax years.

Jesus did not make the spousal support payments as ordered i in the Decree of o

Divorce, so on June 13, 2013, I filed a Motion for a Change in Custody, to |

Enforce the Decree of Divorce; to Hold Plaintiff in Contempt; and for | -

Attorney's Fees and Costs, and on June 14, 2013, filed a Schedule of Arrears

13- 17455- mkn in the US Bankruptcy Couﬂ District of- Nevada ) I
On September 18, 2013, the Court held a hearing on my Motzon and ordered

.mdlcatmg that Jesus owed a total amount of $6,388.89 as of the date ofﬁlmg : | ) |
. . On August 29, 2013, Jesus filed a.chapter 7 bankruptcy case in case numbera )

a.  Both partiesare to attend the UNLV Cooperative Parentmg Class, thh;: . :; g

Jesus being ordered to attend the “next available Tuesday session,”

35
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whichthe Court noted began in October 1,2013, and Catherme to attend o

the “next available Saturday session.”

$7,983.41, and that amount was reduced to }udgment and included part'
of theChevroletImpala payments (a total of $2,000 in Impala paymentS' a
had accrued by the date of the hearing = June, Ju!y, August, and’;éﬁ.

September).

c.  The remaining Impala payments were still due and owing ($3, 000

. 1emammg, to be paid at $500 per month starting October 2013 per theg )

Decree of Divorce). _

d.  Attorney’s fees were deferred to the Order to Show Cause hearmg, to be
held on October 21, 2013.52

On October 21, 2013, we attended the Order to Show Cause hearmg, after‘

" which the Court ordered in relevant part:

a. Jesus was sanctioned $1,800, which was reduced to judgment in. my
favor. T
b.  Iwasawarded $750 in attorney’s fees related to the contempt issues.

I'began taking the UNLYV course in 2013 to comply with the court’s Septerﬁb,er-

2013 orders. Atthe time, I also was struggling financially, and waSE»plann'ing_;'

b, Arrears, which included mterest as of the date of the heanng, totaled {0

my wedding to my current husband, Steven Delao. I ended. up. using some of g _;;;:i

her wedding money to pay for the class, and paid gas money to get 10 class, and |

even missed some work to attend.

On January 7, 2014, there was a court hearing on a motion filed by Jesus

(Motion to Modify Child Suppbrt), and at that hearing, the Court"orderéd m -

relevant part:

g
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13.

14,

a. Jesus’ Motion-was denied..

b. I was awarded $500 in attorney’s fees, which was reduced _tqjudgmeﬁt; 1

_ On January 24, 2014, Jesus was granted a discharge in his Chapter 7

bankruptcy case.

On February 26, 2014, -wef-.attehde’d?c‘oun on Jesus’ Motion to Review akd:

Reduced child support et al filed on November 15, 201 3 and at that hearmg,

- the Court ordered in relevant part:

Effective February, 2014, child support is set to zero:

b.  Jesus is to sign up and complete the UNLV cooperative Parenting | -

Course.

arrears, and prior sanctions shall be pald by Jesus at the rate of $150 per

month, payable by the 20™ day of each month, and contmumg until. all

the Judgments have been paid in full.

On March 22, 2014, I missed the last day of my UNLV course’ because it was
on my wedding day, but | spoke to the instructor, Margaret Ptckard and

invited my new husband, Steven, to attend the next session of the mlssed class,

and after he attended, he was so impressed with her teachmgs, he enrolled |

himself in the following session. Therefore, Steven .a_lso attended-:gnd'i S

completed the class without even being ordered to.

Jesus still did not make the payments as ordered, and on Decembér'ZZ 2014,

I filed a Schedule of Arrears showmg Jesus owed a total of $42,707. .86 m :

outstanding non-child support payments/arrears due, and asecond Schedule of

Arrears showing that Jesus owed a total of $3,575 in child support arrear_s.

37

‘worked out an agreement to' make up the missed class. Ms. Pickard. also:_ REE
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~This was filed pro per, 5o it is unclear whether it included the interestand |

penalties.

15, On March 24, 2014, 1 filed the Notice of Seminar Completion EDCR 5.07- |

Family, attaching my completion of the UNLV Cooperative Parenting Co:ur.'s‘e;”:
On March 18, 2014, the Court. held an Order to Show Cause hearing, and

ordered in relevant part:

a.

The Court did not make a finding of contempt on the issue of Jesus’

failure to take the UNLV Cooperative Parenting Class, as the

appropriate affidavit was not filed by me. However, the order to attend
the UNLV Cooperative Parenting Class remained in effect. |
The Court found that Jesus was in contempt of the court’s orders

pursuant to my Schedules of Arrears, and ordered he serve 20 days in

 jail, stayed pending future compliance with the order to pay- $I 50 per

infull upon an affidavit filed by me.
The Court noted that Jesus provided a check in open court of $250, 'that

$150 should be applied toward hls March 2014 payment, and the:ﬁ o

remaining $100 toward his arrears.

The Court also ordered that Jesus provide a schedule of everything that

was dlscharged in bankruptcy by March 30 2015, and the court would 1 o

issue a judgement as to what amount was owed by the Defendant.

- month.payments on his arrears due by the: 25‘h of each month untll paxd' e

16.} ~ On June 26, 2015, after reviewing the schedule that Jesus provided o.utl;m_mg . o

everything that he discharged in bankruptey, the Court issue,d-_a_n order

clarifying the judgment against Jesus, stating in relevant part:

338
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17.

18.

19.

0.

a.  The following debts (89,760.97) should be reduced to 'judgmemk"inv‘
vCatherine'-’srv favor less a $375 payment made (total of $9,385.97), |

payable at $150 per month until paid in full:

b.  $472.50 for my one- -half interest in the par tnes 2011 Federal Income  §3 -

Tax Refund.

c.  $5,863.47 for alimony arrears.

hearing.

e.  $2,925 for child support arrears.

f. [ am entitled to interest at the legal rate from the date each amount was |

~-due.

Jesus did not make the $150 payments on time. I did ﬁle the:‘reqﬁired

- Affidavits for some of the late payments but for reasons: unknown tome (I was

- representing myseif) this did not resultin a warrant or pumshment to Jesus by '

the Court, as the Order indicated it would.

'.Jesus has continued to violate this order and make his payments late. |

Specifically out. of the last four years, Jesus has only made 12 on-time

payment vs. when it was due.

Accordmgly, I request the Court honor the Apnl 20,2015 order as it relates to |

against Jesus.

On October 9 2019 we attended court in Jesus’ Motion to Address Parentmg

| :Issues et al, and the Court made the following relevant ﬁndmgs/orders

Catherine could file an Order to Show Cause for his contempt.

39

d $500 in sanctions for Jesus failing to appear at the _]anuary 7, 2014 R

payments, which I have outlined in Exhibit J, a list of when I received the B

Jesus’ ordered contempt and jail- time, along with any other sanct:ons assessedv S

"~ a. Jesus failed to complete the UNLV Cooperative Parenting Course and |
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court.

On December 6, the Willick Law Group filed a Notice of AppearanCe on 'lﬁ'y_ =

b Any reé;u(-:sfto"éhange the child’s school was not properly béfu're ;he I X

behalf for the purpose of sendmg Jesus a demand }etter for hxs multlple;E: -

incidents of contempt of the court’s orders, and a subsequent motxon ﬁhng, if

needed. However, Jesus filed a Motion, rendering the demand letter moot as

those 1ssues are addressed i in the countermotion.

On December 23, Jesus, who poses on Facebook under the name “mee' '

Botz,” posted on the “WAR declared on Clark County Nevada Faniily Court R

System” Facebook page the followmg query:

What negative information can evexgxone give me on Judgc Hoskms and the
Willick Law Group. What do I need to know? Thank you.

- The Schedile of Arrears filed contemporaneously with my”Oppositiaﬁ and |

Countermotion, indicates: that as of the date of the hemmg on thls matter, oxg : .
. February 6 2020, Jesus owes me a total of $7,451. 64 w1th mtelest accrumg;{ o
at $.080 per day ‘ - ‘

I request the:Court deny the relief Jesus requested in his Ex Parte M_atibn to:| o

Su_bstitmé Pahenting‘ Class and the Amended Motion for Permission'to Allow| -

the Child To Attend Charter School Pursuant to Arcella, Iéeview of Child “
Support Purs uant to NRS 125B.070; to Correct/Amend Order ﬁled-NOvém_b‘ef'
12, 2019; for an Award of Fees and Costs; and _Relatedﬁelief initsentirety. .

Jesus claimed Luis on his taxes in 2017 in violation of the Decree of Divorce, |- =

" page 15, lines 18-24; page 16, lines 1-2. Specifically, Jesus got tax c’i‘édi‘ts‘foii e

having Luis on the Affordable Care Act exchange in 2017, and ‘th'e; IRS :

- reviewed his taxes and decided his income was too high to have receiv:ed‘ the | =

credits. Due to the fact that | claimed Luis as a dependent on my taxes for EE

2017, as ordered the IRS fined me the $1,420 for the credits Jesus recewed > ) |

40
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3 ) »and forced me to repay them §1 420 for Jesus’ actions, whxle Jesus kept the__ e

R $1,420 tax credxt

26.

27,

28:

29.

Claiming Luis on Affordable Care Act insurance, and receiving atax credit,is |

- aviolation of the Court’s order because only I has the right to claim Luis for |~
anything tax-related in the odd-numbered years. Jesus' actions: rdi"rectl'y;.“

resulted in me paying $1,420 to the IRS for credits Jesus received in violation |

Qf the order.

I request the C_ounfa_\'ya'rd me $1,420; plusvi‘n;t_‘erest',' as a sanction toJesus for s

his co_nte#npt. 1f the court does not hold him in cont}e‘mpt, I will be iharfﬁédi_ Lo

financially by his violation.

Jesus is in violation of the Order after Show Cause Hearmg from March 18 e

‘months. For the past 4 years, he has only made 12 payments on time as shown:.

on the spreadsheet I created that is submitted as an exhibit to this

made, and Jesus should be punished as a deterrent and for his cotitemp't.

' 2015 becausé he has failed to make the $150 payments by the 25 on most

- Countermotion, | suffered harm by not knowing when the p‘ayments.wcni_ldibe.}f

As outlined in detail above, Jesus is in contempt of four different orders

requiring him to attend the UNLV Cooperative Parenting Course. Fees, costs, |

and sanctions should be assessed against Jesus. The original order was the |

Order Afier Hearing from September 18, 2013, on page 2, lines 20-23. Hehas |

never taken the class. I, on the other hand, tock the class, had to pay for*i_t |

class to help him co-parent, and if he is not held in contempt for his failure to
take the class, it would likely allow him to feel that he has f'ree":rei"gn'to violate :

“other court orders. Contempt is the equxtable result because heisin violation |

of the orders.

41

when money was tight, and even missed some work for it. Jesus needs the | -
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- 30.

J esus was ordered to carry a hfe insurance policy on me. pursuant to the Decree ’

oszvorce page 14, lines 1- 11, but to date has never pzovnded proof of the hfe‘-

policy, nor has he pazd on one, so Jesus is in contempt of the Decree relatmg» |

- to the life insurance policy, and should be ordered to show cause why he is not

- in contempt of this provision. If Jesus is not held in 'con‘temp‘t' 1t‘-1§-ltkelyﬁ he:

31,

ok ¥k

will never get the life insurance policy, which would financxally harm me ifhe |

does predecease me.

In the Decree of Dzvorce I was awarded ‘my time rule share of Jesus PERS

and we were to divide the costs of a QDRO. This did not occur, and I havenot | - -

received my sharé of Jesus® PERS as contemplated by the_’Dccrgg,: B

2 £33
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1 32, I request the Court require Jesus 1o pay one-half of the costs for the f)rep‘aratioh‘
of the QDRO, cooperate in having the QDRO entered with the Court once it
has been pre-approved by PERS, and pay back any arrears to me with regard |

- to'my share of his pension that he has unlawfully retamed since. hlS ret:rement' .

in or around 2013,
33. My full attomey’s fees should be awarded under multiple theories, but

primarily due to Jesus’ contempt of the court’s order under NRS 22.100.

I declare under penalty of el%ur under the laws of the State of Nevada (NRS.@ ‘

53.045 and 28 U.S.C. § 1746), that the foregoing is true and correct

EXLCUTED this Z i day of January, 2020

M3
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to N‘RC‘?'S‘(b), I certify that I am an'employee_:.g(if?thez‘WIELICK-; S

Law GROUP and that on thi«séffaay of January, 2020, I caused the above and
foregoing document to be served as follows:

[X] Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), EDCR 8,05(f), NRCP 5(b)(2)(D) and
[X] Administrative Order 14€2)-,capt’iqoned “In(t%e‘,Adm’inisgrg§i\?é Iv}.,at;et

of Mandatory Electronic Service in the Eighth Judicial District |

Court,” by mandatory electronic service through the Eighth Judicial
- District Court’s electronic filing system.

[X] ]%f’ placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States

Mail, in a sealed envelope upon which first class postage was | -

prepaid in Las Vegas, Nevada.

[ ] Pursuant to EDCR 7.26, to be sent via facsimile, by duly executed
" consent for service by electronic means. RCAa

[ 1 By hand delivery with signed Receipt of Copy.
[ ] By First Class, Certified U.S. Mail. |
[ ] By Process Server

To the address, email address, and/or facsimil‘e number 'iﬁdiéated below: | - |

Mr, Jesus Luis Arevalo |
4055 Box Canyon Falls
- Las Vegas, NV 89085

LiCK LAW GROUP
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MOFI

DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
| CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
JESUS LUIS AREVALO, B
Plaintiff/Petitioner ) h
) Case No. D-]1-448514-D
Vi ) |
) Department E
CATHERINE- AREYALO )
n/k/a CATHERINE DELAO |, ) |
Defendant/Respondent ) MOTION/OPPOSITION
) FEE INFORMATION SHEET

Natlce: . Motions and Oppositions (iled alter entry of a final ordcr issued pursuant to-NRS 125, 125B or 125C e sub;ccl 16 thé reopen ﬁhug fec 01 $28, uniéss: |

specifically excluded by NRS19.0313.. Additionatly, Motions aind Oppositions fileib:i in cases initiated by joint petition may he sub}ect 10.un:additional fi hng fee uf o

$129 or'$57 in accordance with'Senate Bill 388 of the 2013 chssiaiivc Session,

Step 1. Sclect cither the $250r SO filing fee in the box below,

O $25 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is subject to the $25 reopen fee.
~Or— . ' ' ‘
x $0 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $25 reopen fee because e
- x- The Motior/Opposition is being filed before a Divorce/Custody Decree has been entered.

order.

_ ﬁnal Judgmem or decree was entered. The final order was entcred on

[ The Motion/Opposition is being filed solely to adjust the amount of child support estabhshed ina ﬁnal o

O The Motion/Opposition is for reconsideration or for a new trial, and is being filed within 10 days after a

E] Othcx Excluded Motxon (must specify)

'Stc’p 2. Selcet the $0,.8129 or 857 filing fee: in the box below,

x$0 The Mouon/Opposxtton being filed with this form is zmt subject to.the $l29 or the $57 fee because -
1x The Motion/Opposition is being filed in a case that was not initiated by joint petition.

- O The party filing the Motion/Opposition previously paid a fee of $129 or $57.
-Or-

enforcea final order:

F-Ol- '
[1 857 The Motxon!Opposut:on being filing with this form is subject to the $57 fee bccause it is an-oppositionto a

fee of $129.

O $129 The Motion being filed with this form is subject to the $129 fee because it is a motion to modlfy ad_lust o | '

motion to modify, adjust or.enforce a final order or it is a motich and the opposing party has already pa:d a

Step. 3. Add the filing fees from Step | and Step 2.

| The total filing fee for the motion/opposition | am filing with this form is:
X'$0 01825 (0857 OS82 18129 [I8154 4

. Party filing Mottonx’Opposmon Wtihck Law Gloup i Date: 1/29/20: _

- Signature of Party or Prepareri¢
PAWBIAGRAGEOL AR AFTS\004 2439 £ WPy
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WulCKLAWGROUP
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Electronically Filed
11292020 11:35 AM
Steven D. Grierson

WiLLICK LAW GROUP
MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 002515

| | | CLERK OF THE co:gg
EXBTS w

3591 E. Bonanza Road, Sulte 200

Las Vegas, NV 89110-210

Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311
email@willicklawgroup.com
Attorney for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JESUS LUIS AREVALO, CASENO:  D-11-448514-D
s BEPT.NO: E
Plaintiff, | |
Vs,
. CATHERINE AREVALO DATE OF HEARING:
n/k/a CATHERINE DELAO, TIME OF HEARING:
Defendvant._
EXHIBITS TO

DEFENDANT’S OPPOSITION TO
“MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO ALLOW THE CHILD TO

ATTEND CHARTER SCHOOL PURSUANT TO ARCELLA; REVIEW :

OF CHILD SUPPORT PURSUANT TO NRS 125B.070; TO

'CORRECT/AMEND ORDER FILED 11/12/19; FOR AWARD OF FEES -
AND COSTS; AND RELATED RELIEF; EX PARTE MOTION TO B

- SUBSTITUTE PARENTING CLASS” AND COUNTERMOTION FOR |-

- ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AND ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 1

‘ Defendant Catherine Delao, by and through her attorneys, the WILLICK LAW .
GROUP submits the attached documents as Exhibits to Defendant’s Opposztton to|

Case Number: D-11-448514:D

“Motion for Permzsszon to-Allow the Child to Attend Charter School Pursuant to |
Arcella; Review of Child Support Pursuant to NRS 125B. 070 to Correct/ Amend :

”%
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11
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14

15

16
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18

19

20

231 .
22.

24
25

25|

27

28

WRLICK LAW GROUP
3501 Eapl Borara Road

Sute 200

Las Vegas, NV 891102101

(702):438-4100

Order fi led 11/12/1 9; for Award of Fees and Costs; and Related Réfief’ " ExParte |
Motion to Substitute Parenting Class,; and Countermotion for Order to Show Cause o |

and Attorney s Fees and Costs, ﬁled January: 17, 2020.

Exhibit A.

_ Exhibit B.

Proof of completxon of the UNLV course by Stevcn De!
Bates Nos. OOOOOICD

Facebook message from Vinnie Botz, and the proﬁle for mee

o ,Botz showmg it is Jesus Arevalo.

Exhibit C.

- ExhibitD.

Exhibit E.

Exhibit F.
Exhibit G.

Exhibit H.

 Bates Nos. 000002CD-000006CD |
Veterans in Polmcs article from Qctober 24, 2019 about Jesus:

Arevalo’s attempt to sabotage M}_argaret_Plckard, the_mstrm;tqr of | ..

the UNLV course.
Bates Nos. OOOOOSCD

Las Vegas Review Journal artzcle re: Jesus recclvmg $1 OOO 000 '

in tax payer mcome desplte bemg termmated from the Metro T

Police Department. (DS ¥ ‘/
Bates NOS 000009CD- 00001 SCD

“Exhibit F” to Catherme s previous opposxtxon that outlmes the |

modification to the custodial schedule (a_lso\attached to the Qrder :
~ filed November 12, 2019.)

Bates Nos. 000019CD-000021CD |

Minutes from the October 9, 2019 hearing. |

Bates Nos. 000022CD-000023CD o

Letter from Somerset Academy re: their ratings..

Bates Nos. 000024CD o |
Our Family leard messages between the pames on Oetober 25,
2019.

Bates Nos 000025CD-000026CD
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12

13

14

- 15

186

17

18

50

2L

22

23

25

Las Vagas, N/ 85116:2101
oz a0

DATED thi‘sZL%/day of January, 2020. | | A
a4 ;

- ExhibitI.  IRS notices and proof that Steven Delao had to pay the Si ;42 I tax i. |

payment
- Bates Nos. 000027CD 000047CD

Bates Nos. 000048CD-000049CD

evada Baz No 2515 ‘

3591 East Bonanza Road Suxte 200 _
Las Vegas Nevada 89110-2101
(702) 438-4100 ,
Attorney for Defendant

. Exhibit].  Schedule of payments and the date the payments were made. |~ |

e
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o number indicated:

PIWHIPNDELAG CDRAPTS\G4 13969, WPD/ny

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

‘Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), 1 certify that I am an- employee of the lehck Law o
Group and that on thxs(ﬂ%day of January, 2020, I caused the above and foregomg ‘f R

document entitled to be served as follows

{X] Pursuant to EDCR 8, 05(a), EDCR 8. OS(f) NRCP S(b)(zh}I%g and
- Administrative Order 14-2 captioned "In the Administrativ

mandatory electronic service throu gh the Eighth Judicial sttnct Court's
electronic fili m g system;

[X] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Maxl .}:

in a sealed envelope upon which first class postage was prepaxd in Las ‘

~ Vegas, Nevada;

. [ 1 pursuant to EDCR 7.26, to be sent via facsnmle by duly executedf' e

consent for service by eleéctronic means;
[ ] by hand dehvery with ngned Receipt of Copy
1] 'by First Class, Cemﬁed U.S. Mail.

To the persons listed below at the address, email address, and/or facsxmlle

‘Mr. Jesus Luis Arevalo
4055 Box Canyon Falls
Las Vegas, NV 89085

er of |
Mandatory Electronic Service in the Eighth Judicial District Court," Yy
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'CONTINUING
EDUCATION

DIVISION OF EDUCATIONAL OUTREACH

‘November 8, 2014

Judge Bryce Duckworth

Family Court Division, Dcpartmem Q
Family Courthouse

601 N. Pecos :

. Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

Re:  StevenDelao _ , ‘
Catherine Marie Arevalo, Plaintiff, vs. Jesus:Luis Arevalo, Defendant.
Case No. D-11-448514-D

Dear Iuage Duckwdrth' ‘

Tiis letter is t6 confirm that the following individual has completed the UNLV Cooperatwe
Parenting Program, offered through the UNLV Division of Educational Outreach:

Steven Delao

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you nced additional information. Thank you for your
referral to this program.

- Sincerely

Margaret E. Pickard, 1.D.
Program Facilitator
702.373.1566
margpretpickard@autcom

/oa ¢ / of »Z
000001CD



~ EXHIBIT “B”
~ EXHIBIT“B”

EXHIBIT “B”
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Vinni Botz b WAR declared on Clark County Nevada Family ~ ***
Court System
DecemberZ3 al 1257 Pl &

What negative info can everyone give me on Judge Hoskins and the Willick
Law Group. What do | need te know? Thank you.

g Like (3 Comment &> Share
WWrite & comment., 4 ORI R LR |
Frepy Enttin o ‘ e

000002CD
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EXHIBIT “C”



Ex LVMPD Officer drops a bombShél—fl-
~on Family Court Juvemle Hearmg
Master

OCT 24, 2019PCLITICS

FacebookTwitterLinkedInEmailCopy
LinkShare
Clark County Nevada
 October 24, 2019
Jesus Arevalo former Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Officer who was terminated
for the shooting death of unarmed Gulif War Veteran Stanley Gibson in 2011
contacts Steve Sanson President of Veterans In Politics International with an
explosive voicemail message against Clark County Family Court. Juvemie
~_ Hearing Master Margaret Pickard.
Steve Sanson '
We were compelled to return his call Arevalo discussed Pickard forcing parents .
to take co-parenting class with no sliding scale especially parents who are
indigent and in addition Pickard being investigated for a porn site, Arevalo added
- that Pickard and her husband who is Republican State Senator Keith Plckard
allegedly partners with the owner of the porn site. -
-Arevalo gave us permission to use his voicemail: (Listen to voicemail
here: https://soundcloud.com/steve-sanson-552570644/ex-lvmpd-officer-drops-a-
bombshell-on-family-court-hearing-master).

000007CD
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We have received numerous tips against many candidates that will attempt to
become a judge in 2020 We are attempting to rid ourseives of corruptnon onthe
bench. ' R
- Wemust pay attention to all District Court Judge’s and Hearing: Masters all. 52

" Clark County District Court seats will be up for re-election and 6 newly added
seats in January 2020. -
We should also pay attention to Retired Judges who seek the appcmtment to the
. Senior Judge Program, it's not automatic.

- These judges will start campaigning this year and Hearing Masters would more
than likely seek the position of judgeship. -
Judicial'candidates will start placing their names on the ballot in January 2020
If you have any information that would help us in our endorsement process
- please contact Veterans In Politics at vipipresident@cs.com or 702 283 8088.

000008CD
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; Fimd'forkilling Gulf War vet, former Metro cop Jésus'Amvalo st.., https:/Iwww.reviewjpumn!.‘cpm/ﬁc_ws?ﬁfgd-.fo:-kiiling»_guiﬁf-’ wiiv |

1of10

Las Vegas police Undershenﬂ' Jim:Dixon.answaers: questzons regarding.the
termination of former officer Jesus Arevalo during a:news conference at

Don t rmss the big stories kae uson Facebook s

" Fired for klllmg Gulf

‘War vet, former

Metro cop Jesus
Arevalo still gets

e dlsablhty pay

police headquarters at the cormner of Martin Luther King Boulevard and Alta

’Drwe Thursday Oct 17. 2013 (KM, Cannon/Las Vegas Rewew»qurnaD

'ByMIKEBLASKY ©2014, LASVEGAS f vy =
REVIEW-JOURNAL : ‘

: January 26, 2014 - 840 am

'Iesus AreValo will neVer agai'n work as a Las Vegas police

officer, but he’ll be paid by Nevadans for the rest of his

ooooogco L
12612020, 1002AM l33



| Fired forkilling Gulf War ver, former Metro cop Jesus Arevalost.. hnps:llm.revicijmal;com/néwslf;red#for-killing-'éult‘-waf-.,.‘ EE

20f10

The former officer, who was flred for the 2011 shooting
of unarmed war veteran Stanley Gibson, is getting

| thousands of dollars each month from Nevada’s Public |

Employees Retlrement System because he was granted a
full disability retirement )ust before he left the

- department.

His disability?

“It was stress-related,” Arevalo said last week.

The‘fmedi_cal retirement allows Arevalo, 36, to quleét.

~ benefits equaling about 31 percent of his annual pay

while on the force. PERS would not release specific
numbers, saying they aren’t a public record. Arevalo
declined to disclose his earnings.

But the (Review—]ournal estimates Arevalo, whose annual
pay averaged $90,275 in his last three years with the

. department, will get $23,000 to $28,000 per Year,, with
periodic cost-of-living increases, depending on how

PERS calculated his retirement benefits. That sat least

$1 rmlhon over 40 years.

Beneflts are based on the employee’s highest
consecutive 36 months of pay, but it's unclear whether -
PERS used Arevalo’s base pay — $76,000 in 2012 — or | o

~his total pay, including overtime.
| Arevalo: said he didn’t consider a medical retirement

“until it was clear the Metropolitan Police Department |
- was strongly considering his termination in the wake of- .

00001OCD

172602020, m'ozAM



' Fired for killing Gulf War vet, former Metro cop Jesus Arevalost..  hitpsi/iwwwreviewjoumal.com/news/fired-forKilling-gulf-war-..

" 3of10

3¢

Gibson'’s controversial death on Dec. 12, 2011, Arevalo

fired his AR-15 rifle into Gibson’s barricaded car after -
mistaking another officer’s beanbag-shotgun blast as .
gunfire from Gibson’s car. |

Gibson, a Gulf War veteran suffering from delusions and |
post-traumatic stress, was hit four times and died at the
scene. His wife later received a $1.5 million settlement
from the department. | | .

-’I‘,he;department ’'s i’nter’nal Use of Force Board | |
- recommended Arevalo’s firing in May. Arevalo saidhe =

suspected the deck was stacked against him.

“I did (want to stay) at one point,” he said. “But when it

‘came down to the end, you knowwhat, itwas
- disheartening. When I took my oath of office I believed in

it. You believe in the system. You have to believe the
system is going to work.”

A disability retirement was a fail -safe.

“When you’re gonna (expletive) lose everything, and
there are medical issues stress-wise, and a lot of people

~ aresaying, ‘Hey, it's not worth it. You need to work on

you,’ toward the end, it was just too much,” he said.

Arevalo submitted his disability retirement paperwork to

“the department on July 9, almost 19 months after the

shooting.

The department submitted Arevalo’s final packet —

| 000011CD. -
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., Fired for killing Gulf War vet, former Metro cop Jesus Arevalo st...  hetps://www.reviewjournal.com/news/fireds for-killifig-gulfowar-..

4of 10 ‘

g

Wthh mcluded areport from hlS employer, his

" \1mmed1ate supervisor and personal physician — to PERS

on Sept 3. The agency’s doctor, G. Bruce Nxckles,
approved the application.

" OnSept. 18, PERS retirement boardﬁmembers,wh'o'ate' R

appointed by the governor; unanimously approved

- Arevalo’s permanent and total disability.

One of the board members who voted for Arevalo’s
" retirement was Chris Collins, executive director of the ,

Las Vegas Police Protective Association — Arevalo's

Collins said he didn't abstain from voting because he

didn’t have a personal relationshlp with Arevalo. He sald
he knew the details of the Gibson shooting, but union -
lawyer David Roger and others in the orgamzatlon |

‘worked closest thh Arevalo on his defense.

“We didn’t hang out together, » he said. “I thought I
could be objective.”

Two weeks after Arevalo’s disability was approved, the -

- department’s pre-termination board heard Arevalo’s
case. They agreed Arevalo should be fired.
Clark County Sheriff Doug Gillespie fired Arevalo on Oct.
- 15, although the officer’s medical retirement wasn’t

noted in the news release. By the time Arevalo left the
department as the first officer ever fired for an on-duty
shooting, he’d been on paid suspension for 22 months,

ooomzco L
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. Fired forkilling Gulf War vet, former Metro cop Jesus Arevaloss.. hetps:f/www.reviewjournal com/news/fired-forkilling-gutfwer-.

. 5of10

arbitrator would have reinstated him. Gillespie’s touting
-of his firing was just window dressing to 1mprove the
2 department’s image, he said.

~ “He didn’ 't fire me,” Arevalo sald “I retired.”

“Technically, both Gillespie and Arevalo were correct.
~ Arevalo’s personnel file says the officer was terminated

- weapon in all 50 states, which is typically granted to .
~_retired cops.
But PERS is a separate entity from the department,
‘which has no control over the agency’s decxsmns
* Undersheriff Jim Dixon said.

‘the medical issue is,” Dixon said. “If (an officer) flles for

S

collecting moré than ,$18’i3,ooq mlncludxng about
- $9,000 for a graveyard shift differential.

- The firing came about a month too late for the

department. Had Gillespie fired Arevalo before the Sept

18 PERS vote, the officer wouldn’t have been ehgible- for . i

medical ret-irement

 Arevalo was satisfied with the disability retirement and

didn’t appeal his fu:mg, even though he believes an

with cause. He’s not eligible to carry a retirement badge,
nor does he have the privilege to carry a concealed

“There’s no way for the sheriff or I to réally know wh‘ét

medical retirement, and has a doctor assisting him
through thxs, and the PERS board and (PERS): doctor |
reviews and agrees thh the decision, it’s outsuie of the -

. _o_ooo13co |
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- Fired for killing Gulf War vet, former Metro cop Jesus Arevalo st.. hetps://www.reviewjournal.com/news/fired-for-killing-gulfoware..,

. 6of10

purview of the sheriff and myself.”

N Lynét’te Jones, PERS’ director of member and retiree

services, said the retirement board almost always

approves medical disabilities. Applications are reviewed
by two doctors and most rejections happen much earlier
in the process, before the board’s involvement, she said.

Jones said she couldn’t recall any Las Vegas police officer
- who was denied medical retirement by the board inthe
~ past decade. |

“The board won’t even hear their request if we can’t
- provide enough information to make a positive

recommendation,” she said.

Collins agreed that it's rare for the board to re]ect a

: doctor-approved application.

“We’re all professional people on the board, but we’ re
certainly not medxcal experts,” Collins said. “ To vote no

‘you’d have to have some specnﬂc reason,” he said.

Collins said he reviewed :t;he docto_rs notes on,Areva’lo,» |

and the treatment the officer received. Arevalo wasn’t

trymg to avoid being fired, he said, and the medical
retirement was legitimate.

“I don't think he ran from discipline,” Collins said.

~ “Both letters from doctors were saying that thisisa

gentleman who, from the everits in his life, put him in
the predicament that he probably shouldn’t be a

000014CD

1262020, xo 02AM



‘Fired for killing Gulf War'vet, former Metro cop Jesus Arevalo st... y ht'tps://www,re\iicwjourpal.com/newﬂﬁreﬂéfor-'kiliiﬁé-;gul.f#\'vap»ﬁfﬁ R

-.policeman anymore. It made perfect sense to me.”

Collins said he understands why people mightbe =~ ;.if*fi
skeptical, as Arevalo asked for medical retirement only | ;
after the department began seeking his firing.

Realization that the department wanted him out might -~
have been too much stress for Arevalo to bear, Collins
said. |

: “Maybe that was the straw that broke the camel’s back.1 -

don’t know,” Collins said. “Whatever it was that finally -
- pushed him over, his doctor didn’t believe he could have
: worked asa police officer again.” | |

It isn’t uncommon for ofﬁcers facing d1sc1phne to retn:e

- Former p.johce Lt. Paul Page left the department in 2010 P
after being accused of embezzling funds from the Las R
Vegas Metropolitan Police _Managers and Supervisors
Association, the union he headed.

- Page; an 18-year veteran, was gtan’te'd amedical |
| retirement by the PERS retxrement board and left the
department before an internal investlgatlon was
- finished. He had prewously served on the board that o |
* approved his retirement. He paid back some of the
money, and the union’s board voted not to file a criminal
complaint. |

Police Capt. David O’Leary, who arranged a police N
“helicopter ride for a rock star’s wedding proposal last -

T | ‘ 000015CD “\S"]’,
CiTefr0 - - I;62020,10:02AM



" Fired for killing Gulf War vet, former Metro cop Jesus Arevalost..  hitps:/fwirwreviswjsumal.com/news/fired-forkilling-gulfowar-..

| 'year, retired last month rather thén ;takin'g a demotion.

- But O'Leary had worked the 25 years required toreceive = -
- afull, regular PERS retirement. | R

Arevalo could have taken early retirement without
- claiming a disability, but his benefits would have been. -
- much smaller — about half of what he receives now.

Several senior officers with knowledge of the practice
'~ said questionable medical retirements are rare, but do
-happen. An officer facing discipline will retire fora
questionable medical reason about once a year,. said one .=
semor police official with experience m PERS.

“The whole medical retirement thing, for alot of people,
is a joke,” said another officer with knowledge of
department disciplinary policies.

Collins acknowledged that some med:cal renrements are
questionable. | |
““1'd say 99 percent of medical retirements are
legitimate. It’s a small percentage (that aren’t),” he said.
~ “Maybe someone is running from discipline, or trying to.
pull something on the system. But it doesn’t happen
" often. I don’t believe that was the case with Jesus.”

Arevalo,- théanwhilé, argues that the departmént lacked
-cause to fire him. -

Lt. Dav1d Dockendorf, who supervised the botched plan
to extract Gibson from the car, bore as much

: - e - _ oooowco
8of10: v ‘ : 1126/2020 IOOZAM ILIO



+* Fired for kiling Gulf War vet, former Metro cop Jenus Arevalost. ) hﬁpsrflwww.mviewmmal;comzﬁewsfﬁréalfm-kinm@gﬁnﬁ@m,-,'%;% L
| responsxbxhty for the shootmg, Arevalo said. Dockendorf

~ faces a demotion of two ranks, to officer; his appeal of :
~ the pumshment is pending. : o

“Why does he only get demoted when (his plan) Ied to
Gibson losing his life?” Arevalo asked. |

| Arevalo said the department’s much- mahgned radio
system, which officials have acknowledged did not work -
- properly that night, was also a factor in the shootmg | B
_ The radio system is to be replaced. : A g

. “The department tried to paint me as an out-of-control
. cop, arogue cop,” Arevalo said. “It’s all Gillespie. He N
 wanted to take heat off a $42 million radio system that
failed that night. He wanted to take heat off his
lieutenant.”
* Whileruled 100 percent disabled by PERS, Arevalois still
allowed to work and receive his disability benefits. He
_said he doesn’t plan to return to policing — any jobhe
~ takes will be scrutinized by the PERS board. |
“1 don’t know what I’m going to do. De-stress, getthe
 lasttwo 'years out of my head and out of my heart andtry
“to get better, "he. saxd |

-Although he's done thh the department his personal
struggle continues.
Arevalo was charged with harassment and disturbing the - SRR
~ peace, both misdemeanors, stemming from aFeb.2

e | | 000047CD - )L”
9of10 ' . ‘ 1 I/26/2020 IOOZAM L



. Eired for killing Gulf War vet, former Metro cop Jesus Arevalo st...  hetps:/fwww.reviewjoumal.com/news/fired-forkilling:gulf-war-i.

. 10of 10

incident at Canyon Ridge- Cfiurch involving his ex—-'wifé,

Catherine, and her boyfnend Steve Delao according to
" court documents.

| _Arev‘al’o said Gillespie pushed for the criminal charges

and disputes reports that he challenged Delao to fight.
His next court hearing is in February.

Despite his anger, he said he’s filled with guilt;over.
Gibson’s death.

“Someone died because of what 1did,” Arevalo said. “As

~ aChristian, I have to live with that the rest of my life.

That should have never happened.

" “‘Bﬁt the department, they came at me and put a target -

on my back,” he said. “Every time I turned around there

‘was another hurdle.”

B Staff‘wrlter-Bnan Haynes contributed to this report. | G
- Contact reporter Mike Blaskyat S e
~ mblasky@reviewjournal. com or 702- 383 0283. Follow |

@blasky on Twitter.

00001800 o
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Holidays take pmoedence -over vacations ‘vacations take Pprecedence: over regular
custodial timeshare. ' '

Time Share;

Jesus’ custodial fmeshare fs form Wednesday mom!ng after Louie‘s school starts or 8:00
a.m. if there Is no school, to Friday before Loule gets out of schaol or 4:00:p.m. if there is
no school. Jesus shall receive Louls on non-school dnys at Starbucks located on the
southeast side of Decatur and N 215,

Catherine’s custodial imeshare is from Monday morning. after Loule's school starts or

8:00a.m. tfmereisnoschooltodmppmgLouﬁeoffatsdwolWednasdaymomlngoraoo o

~ am if there Is no-school. Catherine shall recalve Loule on non-school days atMcDonald's -

on the corner of Lone Mountain Rd and'N Decatur:

‘Bath parents shall alteimate weskends. Weekends' begin on Friday when Loule gets cut
of school or at 4:00 p.m. i there & no school to Monday morming when the parent. ‘drops
~ Loule off at schoot.or 8:00 a.m. if there is no school at the respective drop off location. If

the first day of the. moith lands on Friday or Saturday, that will be considered the first

" weekend. .of the month. If the first dey of the inonth falls on a Sunday, that will be
considered the last weekend of the month. Catherine. wif have the first and fhird

~ - weekends of every month and Jesus will have the second and fourth weekends of every

month. i there is a fifth weekend in the month, Jesus shall have all fifth: weekends
~ accurring from January to June and Catherine wil have all ﬁfth weekends occurring from

July to-December.

Vacations

Within & calendar year, borth ‘parents shall be aliowed to have Loule during their respactive
vacations, not to exceed 2 weeks, unless the extension of time Is by mutual agresment
of the parents. The vacation time can be taken in a one block of time consisting of two
weeks; or In two blocks of time consisting of one week each. As soon. as possible.and no
later than 30 days in advance, the parents shall discuss their individual vacation plans in
writing (preferably through Our Family Wizard) in order to make arrangemants to have
Loule during thelr respective vacations. If either parent fails to give the other perent a 30
day notica, the non-vacationing parent is permitted to deny the vacationlng parent's

request.

* Floating Vacation Days: Both parents shall be entiied to 8 floating vacation days per -

year. Floating vacation days cannot be saved and/ or carried. over {6 the following

year. If they are not ised within the calendar year, all remaining floating vacation days

are forfeited. Floating vmﬂon time rules are as follows:

Q\L\MPY\/[ “.F'” o0
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o Flo:tggx vacation days will requim a mhimum of 8 30 days notice- by certified
ma
‘o Ifthe requestis made with less: than 30 days' natice by certified mah, the other
. _ parentis permitted to deny the floating vacation time.
I R o Ifthe request is made by any form other than certified mall.(i.e. text message,
o : phone call, emall, etc.) the other parent Is permitted to deny the floating -
P vacsation time, o
- o If both parents request the same tine petiod for floating vacation time with a. -
30 days' notice by certifiad mail, the earlier certified mall starnp will-prevail.
o K a parent has; already requestad In writing (preferably through Our Family
~ “Wizard) with a minimum 30 days' notice for their regular vacation. fime (not
- floating: vacation time); and the other parent submits a ﬂoaﬁng vacating requast -
- by certified-mail with a minimum of 30 days notice during that same vacation
fime, the parent requesting the nan-floating vacation time will prevall. ‘
o If:a parent has already requested a floating vacating: day(s) by certified mail -
with & minimum of 30 days’ notica and the other parent submits' in writing
(preferab!y through Our Family Wizard) with a minimum 30 days’ notice for thelr -
regular vacation time (not floating vacation time), the parent requasting the
floating vacation with the certifled 'stamp predating the non-floating vacation

time will prevail,

Ho!iday Schedule: . |
_ 'Hotidays shall bagin the day before the actual holiday when E.ouue gets. out of smool or
at 4:00 p.m. if there Is no school, The holiday will end the day after the actual holiday with
the parent taking Loule to sehool or at 8;00 a.m. if there is no school.
Holidays are subject to an’ anemate ‘schedule upon agreement in writing (pmfembtyv .
through Qur Famfly Wizard) of the parties. The agreement in writing “shall teke
preoedemce even it one party shoukf chame their mind. _ .
‘s Loufe shall reside every year with Jesus on ‘Memornial -Day and. Bvary year with
Catherine on Labor Day. Memorial Day and Labor Day (three day weeke~ds) shall -

" begin when Loule gets out of school on Friday or at 4:00 p.m. If there I§ rio' school,
and ends on Tuesday morning with the.parent taking Loule to school or at 8.00 a m.

__ firthere isino school. E
"« ‘Loule shall reside every year wdh Jesus for Father's Day and evary year thhv v
Catherine for Mother's Day. Father's Day & Mother's Day (two day weeksnds) shall .

begin Fiiday when Louie gets out of school or. at 4:00 p.m. If there Is no school and

‘end on ‘Monday with the parent takmg Loule to sehoot or at 8! 00 g, if tHhere is no

schoal.

o . ‘ D T eomco



*» Louie shall reside every yearwith Jesus for his birthday and every year with Catherine
' for her birthday. Parent’s birthdays shall be: considered “a hofiday" and will follow the
Holiday Scheduls. ‘
* Loule will spend his birthday with Jesus during: even-numbered years and he will - S
spend his birthday with Catherine on add-numbered years. Loule's b%ﬂbday shallbe : Lo
considered “a holiday" and will follow the Hollday. Schedule. : e
e Jesus shall have his preference of holiday cheice during add-numbered’ 'years and ‘
Catherine shall have her preference of holiday chaice during even numbered years.
Loute will spand the entire holiday with one parent and the ather parent can celebrate
the hollday on a different day. The parent-who's year it is will have @ minimum of 30-
, days before the actual holiday to make thelr cholce and must do 8o In wiiting -
- (preferably through Our Family Wizard), If that parent faik 1 make a cholce thenthe .
other parent (who's the non-year parent) will make the decision. If there is a dispute
within the 30.days of the hofiday, whichever parent has their request in wriing in first
shall be honared. v
o Easter (Spring Break) and Thanksgiving (Fall Break): Spring: Break ‘staris the
~ week before Easter. Fall Break starts the weel of Thanksgiving. Whichever
' ,pamnt‘s year it Is will choose which ioliday they would like to have Loule for
- the entire' week, Easter (Spring Break) or Thanksgiving (Fall Break). Both
holidays will begin on the Friday before the break’ begins when Loule gets out
of school of at 4:00 p.n. if thera i no school. The holiday will and on the
Monday when Loule. goes back to school or 8:00 a.m. if there is noschool, The
~ ‘other parent will get the other holiday for the entira week. .
o -Independence Day (Fourth of July):and Halloween: Whichever parent's yearit .
 Is will choose which holiday they would Iike:to have Loule for the entire day, |
Independence Day (Fourth of July) or Haﬂoween The other parent wm gatthe
other holiday for the entire day. -
o Christmas: Christmas holiday will be the two (2) weeks Louie gets out of school.
for his Christmas. Break. Whichever parent's year it Is will chdse wtiich entire -
week he/ she would like to have Laule for his Christmas Break, the frst week
or the second week. The first waek will begin the Friday when Loule getsout .. - -,
of schoot to stait his Chrisimas Breakorat400pm ifthere is no school =
through the following Sunday at 8:00 d.im. The secand weék will begin Sunday
at 8:00 a.m. and end when Loule goes back to:schoal on Monday orat 8 a.m.
if there is no school. The other parent will get the other week: for *he entire

week.
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 https://wwiw.clarkecouritycourts us/Secure/CaseDetail.aspx?Case...

5

W E!‘!. pnient Logout My Account My Cases Search Menu New Family Record Location . Family Courts lmeges Heko
REGISTER OF ACTIONS o
Case No. D-11-448514-D

3 Jesu#Lul;a Arevalo, Plaintiff vs. Catherine Marie Arevalo, § Case Type:. Divarce - Com aint. o Lol
C 7 Defendant. T § Subtype: f‘-Compla!ntSubjmmnor(s) el
. § Date Filed:: -068/28/2011 ‘
§ L.ocation: DepartmentE-
§ cross-Refereno& Case D44B5S14
§ Number:
 RELATED CAse INFORMAYION
Re(ahd cam '
D-10-436249-D (L&nked 1J1F)
'fP_ InFoRMATION.
. . i Lead Altorneys:
Defendant  Arevalo, Catherine Marie Now Known Female Marahal smwn wnlick
: Az Deslgo, Cathoring Marle _ ’ . . " Retained
. 78BITNJoassBLVD . - I 702—438—41%(%
: Las Vegas, NV 59131 :
Plaintift  Arovalo, Jesus Luls. Male " 'ProSe
. © 5612'N.Décatur Bivd, Ste 130 .
' PO'Box 321

Las Vegas, NV 88131

Bubject  Arevalo, Luis Josus
Minor

EvEnTs & ORDERS OF THE COURY

10/0812019] All Panding Motions (10:00 AM) (Judiclal Officer Hoskin, Charles J)
"_PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO ADDRESS PARENTING ISSUES...DEFENDANT'S OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFE'S MOTION AND
'COUNTERMOTION FOR EXCEPTION TO.THE SEALED CASE UPDATE CUSTODY-SCHEDULE PUT TO -
* ORDER.DEFAULT MIDDLE SCHOOL AND HiGH SCHOOL FOR LOUIS, IRS REFUND/CLAIWNG LOUIE AS A TAXABLE
DEPENDANT AND EXEMPTION

Mtnutss
10/08/2019 10: 00 AM )
~ =~ PLAINTIEF'S MOTION TO ADDRESS PARENTING
SSUES...DEFENDANT'S OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S
‘MOTION AND COUNTERMOTION FOR EXCEPTION TO THE
SEALED CASE UPDATE CUSTODY SCHEDULE PUT TO
- ORDERDEFAULT MIDDLE SCHOOL AND HIGH SCHOOL
FORLOUIS; IRS REFUND/CLAIMING LOUIE AS'A TAXABLE
" ‘DEPENDANT AND EXEMPTION The Court stated the hiatory
‘of the-case whan it was before Judge Duckworth: Discussion
‘regarding the parties being abls to co-parent for-a couple of
years, the minor child having to walk to achool, PlaintifOsd
‘being ratired and svailable to take the childte achool during.
‘Detandant/Mom's custodin tme, the dispule regarding the’
" “Internat Revenue Servica (IRS) making an errorand bmng
Mom for $1,600.00 due f¢ medical coverage, end nowthere is
& 'lack of co-parenting since December 2018 due to.the tax
. lssua. Discyssion regarding Oad's failure to compiete the Co-
Parenting class as préviously orderad by Jmlge Duckworth at
four (4) seiparate heorings, he represented Jikige Duckwanh
Informed him fiot to attend and ag he did hot belleve it woukt
help; this Court read the order-an.the record which orders
otherwise. Dad has offered o lake the class now that e 'isin a
better financial sitiation and did not have the finenclal means
back when it was ordered by Judge Duckworth. The Court
informed Dad he has had saven: (7)-years to conte up with the
money and‘attend. The Court informed Dad if Mom flisd an
Ordér lo' Show Causa (0SC) the: Court could-find him In
contempt after being ordered to attend four (4) different ttmes,
The Court informad Dad of its displaasure by frying to play off

: | oooozzco . [ 3_‘*8‘
tef2 - s I o 1/27;2020 10'46AM L
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that auendms the: dass mce tt Is not a mun order snd slated

. court ofders are meant to-be followed: Momsmedthechﬂdis i

ten {10y yadre-old and enjoys walking to schaol during her
cugtodial ime. As for Mom's countemmotian, she is reqiiesting -
their spouses. be permitted:to atlend hearing. The Court -
confirmed spouses are permitted even under & sealed'cage. As.
for the child attending a school in the future, the Count cannot
make ordors prospactively, if there Is.no agreement.asto the

* child's schooi the Court would raquire either party fla:a: ‘motion

and bring the matter before the court. The Colrt clarifiad thers
i8 ' clear order regarding who claims the child for specific tax
years por their 2013 Decree of Divorcs, As forthe floating:
holiday awarded to Mo, Dad does not feel there is & need for
tha fioating holidays any longer since they alternate the chiid
avery-other weakend, but then sald he ls fine with it if ghe
wants (o continue with them: Discussion ragardm Mom's

" proposed custodial schedule; Dad stated he is in agreemant
- with Mom's: gmposed schedule: a8-outlined i Exhiblt "F" of her

opposition. Dud represented to the Court he is willing to agree
to.pay:for one-halt of the achool supplies and uniforms if there
is.no.cost for the school gholild tha child attend & charter’

school, COURT ORDERED the following: 1. Plaintift fequestad.
to infringe on Mom's custodial time so°he:can spend additional

- fime with.the child: The COURT FINDS no basis to aliow Dad:
1o infringe on Mom'a custadialtime absent her:approval

therefore the request is. DENIED. 2. COUNTERMOTION: The
Court confirmed that although this i a dealed case it does not

deal with immediate family members and they may be present

during the proceedings afthough this is not snorder and justa -
clarification. 3. As for the request tc MODIFY the CUSTODIAL
SCHEDULE: thers is a STIPULATION. Exhibit °F".of Mom's

‘opposition shau b6 incorporated into the order. 4. SCHOOL

ISSUE: This Issue Is not properly bafore: thie Court today,
however prior arders shall.control. The child shall continue to’
sttend his current school absent an agreement between the .

- parties and/or an order. frois the Court. 5, IRS: The 272013
~Decree of Divorce deats with this issue, If there is something

elther party has done o viclale the Court ordar.the Caurthas -
the sbility to do something, but it is not approprialely t befors the
Court today. The Court does not have the abiiity to sanction for
the incluaion of a'sociat: secumy number for the child ‘oni'tax
form.and thereforetha request is DENIED. 6. COURT FINDS
no basis to'award ATTORNEY'S FEE and COSTS under NRS:

- 18.010; tharefore each side shafl bear thelr own fees and costs.

Parties Present
‘Return to-Register.of Actio ns

‘Ms. Arevalo shall prepare tha order. CASE: CLOSEO

ragent

000023CD '
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_ . SOMERSET ACADEMY OF LAS VEGAS ~ ALIANTE K-8 CAMPUS
‘ 6475 VALLEY DRIVE NORTH LAS VEGAS, NV 89084 ~ (702) 91 6-2327 (BEAR)
ELAINE: KELLEY, PRINCIPAL

Septembcr 20, 20 19
Re: Star Ratmgﬁ
Dear Somerset Alia‘mte Parerits:

Each year the Nevada Department of Education issues ‘star ratings’ as a way to evaluate school . . .
) performance Star ratmgs are given on a scale of one to ﬁve stars. Thts year $ star ratmgs were . oo

o sfjrecelved a two-star ratmg Thxs data is: based upon Somcrset Ahante s first year in operauon and

represents a starting: point, Somerset Aliante expects to'see sxgmf cant gtowth inthe: fumre and has -
already begun to take steps to improve. R o

Somerset Aljante’ s Middle School received. a five-star rating. ‘We:are excited for the. great startin-
the Middle School ‘

Asa rcsult of being rated a two-star school, Somerset Academy of Las Vegas Aliante - Elementary
School is required to inform you that you may transfer your student to one of the: followmg nearby
pubhc schools if you are zoned for them: :

Vmccnt Tnggs Elementary School
Kay Carl Elementary School
Goynes Elementary School

We are determined to 1mprove and provxdc a quality education to your students. We hope you wxll R
dedicate yourselves to being a part of this process with us.

Thanks for being a part. of our Somerset Academy community. We are: truly grateful for the -
oppomxmty you give us to teach your children, and look forward to continuing to grow togethcr mj
the coming:school year. -

. Sicerely,. e T e
" ‘Elaine Kelley - Pnnmpal ’ ' - L ‘ :

© 000024CD -
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MessageReport _ . . ‘Minneapolis, MN $5413

“The OurPussly Wisiid webstte
230 13th Ave NE |

tittp:/iwrww, Omf'amvlyw»urd com
Info@OurFamﬂmerd com -

. .‘Cathmnc Ds[m geriérated. tln’s report on 01/06/20 at 01:48 PM. All fimes are hsted in Amerlca/l.os Angeleé iimmne. =

Musage. ‘

‘Date:
From:
To:

‘Subject:

T'was wa.iung on you to inform me further. Is Louie groundod st your house? Whiat was waken away? How !ong? Iwantto &y and be on,

Tofi )

10/25/2019 1:49 PM

Jesug Arevalo

Calherim Delao (First View: 10/25/2019 151PM)

'me xprogrwnepun

themmepsguﬁ)rl.ouwsnka

13 this info you would like to shars and be on the seme team: or do you just want me 1 d'n_vmy.'owﬁ_ thing? .

000025CD




The Our?amilywmm@ mbdu
o _ 230'13th Ave NE-
" Message Report : Minneapolis, MN 55413
O o ‘ : http:/wevew, CisrFomily Wizard.com
Intb@OurPamrlmerd com

Cathcrfne Délao gumm this npon‘ on 01/06/20 at01:45 PM. All tlmes are listed in Amarica/l,ns Aagele: ttmmae. }-”3

‘Message:  lofl.
Date: 107252019 3:49 PM
‘From: 'Ca(keﬁésebefau
To:  Jesus Arevalo (First View: 10/26/2019 5:29 PA)

Bubjeet: RE:Louie's progross report
Jesus;

Stcve&lhavcbecn talkmg shout it & these ars o fow things we have com to realize.

E 'Lomc s domg his hnmcwork, but not’ mmmg it in. Case in pomt on Wadrmday moming bcfom i wentm work, I pulout Lome_ math -
homewark & the math test he got a 50% on that said “Redo” on the dining room table: When I'got home fram work, te math homework
& the wést were campleted, and still on the dining room table. This iy ¢ resporisibility tasue. Like [ 'said, he's doing the work, butnot . .~
mrnmg it in. We are going (o start implementing more slrict consaquences:on not baing responsible: alt. around Not just with school:but ;‘ :’3-
~ Home & personal fwo. o
. We've hiéen Vidtening to Louie's rcadmg, comprshcns:on. vocabulary, cic., basically anything in vegards.to English & we feal he may hnvef:
jiashgh:fomofdyszma rvcaxmdyumromkcmmwgngammd&mmm 1o, Sowemgoingtoworkbmonhuwhecsn try
- to avercome the frustration of “Just. not'getting it”. o
_»’We feel punishing him for tiaving a leammg disahxlity is not. 3omg 1o help the sitvation. We are taking the uppzmch of worlnng vmh him L
. & how to work thiough this.

(;athe:ine
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Tore poges ne inehntel

Department of the Treasury _ Dnte:
m Infernal Revenue Sewico | 11082018 .
Bxamo”rauon ' _ o
Fresno CA 93888 PO 1300 EGC 5344
S Tax pottods eaded:
_ December 31, 2017
STEVEN & CATHERINE M DELAO
7661 NJONESBLVD .. . o -';;"&;:W .
LAS VEGAS NV £9131-2120 . e ; '
: ' : _ 1-866-897-0177 -
Contact houre:
8:00 ani - 8:00 priv -
cmamnmr
1-856-233-8481

- Wc'mandiﬁng your 2017 Form 1040 » and need a response from you.
' Proposed changes to your 2017 Form 1040 |
| Dear STEVEN & CATHERINE M DELAO:
: -?Wc reviewed: your 2017 federal income tax retum, any information you guve us, and made pmposed obanges ‘

o .vto yourtax As a result, we found that you:

Y are duea refund of$
Ej owe e balance of § 1,382.00 . This emount | may include tsx, penalties, and ewmmd lntuest due. You
- should pay the balance due immediately to avoid additional penalties and interest charges ‘

,tht you. need to do
Review the enclosed Form 4549, Income Tax Examination Changes, and attached Form 886 and let us know by

' December 09, 2018 if you agree or disagree with-oiir proposed changes: If your address has changed please
provide your current addms and contact mfo:mabon when you naspond. _

‘lfyouagmmtholrchanxe& ‘ S e
'+ ‘Sign, date and mail the enclosed Form 4549 to us in the envelope we provided. = = = e
» If you are due a refund, you should recefve a refund check within 8 weeks 1fyoudon'toweothertaxesor
‘debts we're required to-cajlect.
= 1f you owe additional mxes,makeyourcheckormoneyorderpayabie to the United Stam Treasury. Wn&c
your taxpayer 1D number, tax yesr.and form number on-the check.

+_If you can tpaytlwtotalamountduc,payasmuchasyoumandmalcepaymentmngemwtstopaythe ----- :
rest over time. Payment options are described in the enclosed Publication 3498-A, The &:aminaﬁan

Process (Audils by Matl). You can also search “tax payment options™ atwww irs.gov.

Rxge, 12 0?‘-}

Letter 828 (Rev. 8-2014)
Catalog Number 40216W
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ll’ you doa't sgme w&h our changes.
Wamd(mmam%mwmandwwmm Form 886mbgdw

~ the Form 4549 explains documentstion you need to give us: Publication 3498-A describes the audit process ¢ and
‘explains othcr options, including your appeal rights, if you disagree with our proposed chmges. L

i wedon't hear from you
If we don’t receive a response from you. we“ﬂ send you aNotioeochﬂciency which wll! stambcamomtyou

owe with penalties and explain your right to filé a petition in the United States Tax Couit. Once i Notico 6f

_-Dd'cmy:smttoyou,youmnnotapp&ld‘mgmmentstothems.chAl!stillcomidwnewmformatm
- youmaypmxdetous,butyou wﬂlnwdmﬁ}capmﬁonwiﬂtﬂ:eummdmmmmchﬂkmaﬂw

deficiency.
Ifyou need assistmce, please don’t hesitate to contact us. If you want to authorize someons, in addition to.you,

to contaotﬁ:ems about this letter, please complete and send us Portn 2848, Power of Attorney and Declaration ..
You can dwmhadlhis form: atwwwirs.guv or requesta eopy by camng !-MO-TAX—FORM

i (n-soo-m-zm)

‘lesamvxdcatelcpkone number, mcludmgamcodenndthe besttimcfowsweallyou 1fwe medmore _
:infonnaﬁon ' _

'Telephone_-nmbm( Ve Hows . . .
»;aw | el
Opentions Manager, Examinstion Branch ‘ UL

 -Enclosures:

Form 4549 ..

- Publication. 3498-A

- {] Form 886

’vCopyofﬁnslemr

Lotter 626 (Rev. 8:2014)
Catafog Number 402i6W

ol oy



mmsmw*w T T T I ex

Froansj TA - 9sdsh~nu6 |
e Date:’ nam 3:, em

mmr ID Nuinbor‘
| ) F&m 1040

; ‘ ' : . au
Lo s'rtvzu ‘,ﬁ“"“’“ " nsmo Dl 0 mm@)emm BEE n, z o
T “7661 N JONES-BLVD L e :
, g LAS. mm. nv anax—z:zosu T : WWWW
S e 1-866-8970177
L AR L mu.t. FREE m»nam

ese,

A .‘“—Q—L—J’—-_- ;——4—-"-

Wi e el e £

Deae s‘rzm h cms:m& n new
We me!vod emmponse clatad 12/07/2013 We shomd mew r responso os;o‘r/zms
and wﬂnctyouagﬂnifweneadedﬁoml nfétmaﬁ ;. you by

eviouity recel masmmamw(smwmmdmn.ummm S T
dayto: stition Taxcwmf’m us with-addlfiortal information dods viot change that Cre
ddaqm;,;nefeﬂomno:loeforadd Moﬁ“mﬂononhwtoﬂ!aapwam. R R _; o

Youdo#tmedtomspondtoﬂzlsle&er;homver, quu havemesﬂonsorwamto provideaddlﬁonal } e
lnfomatlon,youm wntactﬁaafmmbar nboye

' ﬂaomoonaiamp{mmgmmmm mﬁmtpemmhmwwamwlvedhhorhérwm
Thaﬂkyouforywr cooparation -

Slncereky,
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ST!VER & CATKERII!E W BE'LAQ
766; R JOI(E& BLVD

LﬂB VEGAS. HV 89131-2120616

S Ex i,

' Dote: March 25, 2019 -
Foim: IMB

mpmmw Dec. 31. zm '

< '.‘~

. Dear s*revr.u & cm&gkm u bzi.m

HE -1

: aiamawmmeoﬂnmﬂ

d‘wwenavsn'travfpwod
doaattbeaamﬂme. Ifwe can't ¢t

f-mumu
WRRESMWWE EXAH m:au:cm

copmrmumw 1-m~3g1- m' : 3
o uou. FRE! nmm"r-:, S

- rasiionse datscummm bicauge we recaived
mmevléwéfmelmamaﬁdn e

_.yousent.us. bym;xu&nw w&wﬂ! cantact you a.gam to pmrrds adate whan ym can expec! our -

;espbm

ifsomonelshandﬁmmls mat;arforyou. pime !mhém Icwwereqelvedhﬁs orherrémse . T

Thankyoutoryowwoperat!on. i

.- o, bl
"
L 3
Lo
.

e

Page ’15 of 4
w Mmgv 2-2014) '

000031 CD



y Form 5584 (Rev. Juno 1952)

e w—— —
“NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY — WAIVER

| Fresno L
1 SE:W:RICS:RCEQ:F

. Name and Mdrm of 'raxpeyeﬂs)

STEVEN & CATHERINE M DELAO
7661 NJONES BLYD
LAS VEGAS NV 891312120

MAY 17,2019

!Gnd nf?ax
INDIVIDUAL INCOME

. Tax erarEhdfe:d -
DECEMBER 31, 2017

[0 Copy to Authorized Representalive

" DEFICIENCY

$1,341.00. Penalies

| incresse in Tax

:: the:

Signature

l consant to m !mmadiate amasmam wnd wuec!im of the deficiencies (Encrausa in tax and psrsites) shown
abwe plus any interest, Alsc, | walve the reqisemant under saction €532(a) (1) of the Internal Rovenus Code that &
polica of clalm disallowence be sent to me by certified mail for any overpsyment shown on the attsched repon.

!mdemaudﬂw(ﬁwﬂhaomuswamrishmvm&emd Rwllmglnmazympeﬂodfnrmmmmndof
clalms disaliowed ue lm\a notice uﬁmaﬁmmbadbunm _

"By ' N T Tiie

L

 Note: If you consent to the asaeasmm of the

. deficlencies shown in this walver, pleass sign and .

-~ ‘retum this form to limit the interest chiarge and expedite
. our bif to.you. Pleass do not sign and retum any prior
"nofices: ‘you ‘may have roceivad.  Your consent

algnahmlsrequlmdonm[swaw aven if fully paid.
Your consent willnot prevent you from filing a claim

‘for refund (afler you have paid the tax) If you later

believe you are o entitied; nor prevent us from later
datarmining, if n + thet you owe addiional tax;
nwmndmempmwbyimm&mwcsm

!fyou!aterﬁla actatm wmsgwlce disaﬁows it,- _—
yw may file sull for refund in a- District cowlorfn ma

United States Claims Court; but you may: not me a
petition with the Unlied States Tax Cowrt,

Who Must Sign: if you filed jointly, boih you and

your gpouse musi sign, Your attomey or agent may
sign this walver provided that action is. specifically’

duthoitzed by 8 powar of ait whk:h. it not

mvhudymedmuslaecmm v
(Hhiswa!varisdgnedbyapmanaumh(

'ﬁdwhwwyﬁwmﬂemcxm.

adminlstrator, or 8 trustes), -Form 88, Nolice

. Conceming Fiduclary Relationship, should, 'unless

previously &ad accompany this fonn.

tt you agm, ploase sign and murn this form; keep cma copy for your récords, _
FORM ssumev m

» "21:: of -H.'l—
%3? 000032CD

16l



B

Tax Period Ending xzmtzozv

' Name of Taxpayer. STBVEN&CATHERINEMDELAO - ' - Pags - o
':mmumumw Tml _

Aammcy-Relaﬁed Fenames under IRC 8882

20 Porcont Penlly - Intemal Revenue Code Bection 6562(s)

lthasb«cmdefmnﬁnad&ztﬂmmdamsmafmxmw&msbcmhcmwm
* or mora of the following:
(1) Megligencs or ciregard of fules o reguiations;
(2) Substantis! understatemant bf income tox;

(3) Substantis] vafuafion missiatement (overstatement);
{4y Trannaction laddns ecanomio substosice,

nmmanwmmMmmmuwmwsmmmdmmmmmm

" 1. Totsl undemayment, exchuding undarpayment aftdbutatile to Sectian
‘68624, andlnrseoﬁonmm issues, fany

:.:mm

L2 lesk mmmtomfbuwﬂebmpomnymm
-3 memtmmwmmmmma

0.00
0.00

" 4. Less: Underpayment atiributable to civil fraud penaily issuss. .
" 8. Undarpayment ko which Section 6862(s) appiles _
" (Line 7 leas the sum of fines 2, 3, and 4)

x,m 00"
. 20.00” o

‘8. Applicabie penally rate
- A MM)WMMWW(mﬁmumS) o
8. MWWWQMSWMQM

—o60 .
0.00

0.00

9. Total aoeﬁonm(k) mmmmdpmuy {Line 7 tass line 8)
mnbmmdnwmmaimbaxmtbmmctfwmuxpmd
40 P-nm»?mny « intorruil Revenue Code Section 6662th); 6883([). asez(n)

: nmmmmwmmmaymdmwwmmmsmmmmmmo
ormnmofmmmﬂm:

- {1) Gross valuation misstatement (overstatement);
(2) Non-divclosed transaction lacking economic substance;
3l Unmqmeignﬁnm&mm

“Therefore; mammmnsmmdumwbymmmrmmmmm
._-o(thomhmdkovmm

1. TMWWMMWWMMMbS«ﬂW

134100

- @882A and/or Bection 6676 penalty lasues, f any
zwumwmmmmmmm :
3. Less: Underpayment aliribatable to 20% Section 6862 penalty lssues

0.00
l,341 0w
0,00 -

4, um ummmmtmmwebmmamm
» 5. MM&MWWWMW»
+ (Line 1 tess the sumof Enes 2, 3, and 4) B

e
40.00%

6.'Awm>bmkv rate ,
7. 40% Section 6962 accuracy-related pensity (Line 6 times ine 6)

0.00
. 000

€. Less: Previsusly assessed/proviously agreed 40% Section 6862 penally

000

9. Tolal 40% séction 6662 accuracy-reiatad penalty (Line 7 less (ine 8)

" 'RGS Verson 200000 Déta Tax Computation Last Ganerated 04042019




' Compound . OL/B112019-08/12/2019 132

* Name Of Taxpayer; W&CAWMMDEMO
v mmmmer ‘ Total

interest computed to . , 0571212019 -
Total Tax Deficiency ‘ . ’ $1341.00

musﬂemm*
‘ Fd&mbﬁte mcetm , 390
cmm RC 6383 $.00

_© Totat Penaities Subject to Intarest —
g Taxommmmmsmeummm :
Compound - omsaoxs-xmmou 260

$00 -
$1.34100

M{g,
25

33048

Totel Interest , R 1 )

-

mﬁlﬂwdateol




Fom 886-A
- -(May 2017) . .

ey e a—

Explanation of Items

'cthf .

Nmofuxm« V )
STBVBN&CATHBRINBMDBLAO

memmmcm vmwm :

2017

PTC-munthly sdvance-Aprit

Tchwiod
. 2017

. PTC-monthly stvrmce-May

Tax Patiod
2017

“Tax Perod
2017

" 'PYC-monthly advance-July

Tax Periad
. a7

“Tax Period

. 2017
See enclosed explanation.

Tax Period
2017

. §0.00

Per Retum
$0.00

Per Retum

$0.00-

Somanion 48 LI g o

$0.00

$0.00

Per Retum
$0.00

Par Exam Adjustment
$14800 - SWE00

$14800 $148.00 -

$149.00 $148.00

Per Exam Adjustment

$149.00 '$148.00

PerExam Adiustment
$148.00 $148.00

- $148.00 $148.00

Page e

ks gy mwm s-aom ,

Paae ?-Cb&fasscr



VT

' nmm«mmm < Intomal Rovenus Servion

Explanation of items

T Schedohe sber oy
exhibit L

mmmmmm Vel

{2017 -

Tax Period
2017

Per Retum Per Bxam

PTCmbrithly advance-Deceibor

. ‘TexPeriod
2087

’ »-";ywmmwmwmmmammmmwammmmaoopemof

r-a-farml

Per m Per Exam
5000 ‘ $148.00

$0.00 14000 a}mg;_o_q,{

$0.00 ' $14900 .

$148.00

Mmmmm Ywmaymtuhbﬂ# FMWTWMMMMMM

rmuM(m mm ’

Poge. 3%53:3@9 e



Shemamias oz

F’mano. CA 93888-0040

STEVEN DELAO . . y @7}
7661 N JONES BLVD e B
‘LASVEGAS NV 891312120 : ] C..

;Tcensmboﬁispoummefveﬂﬂsm’vewﬁsnmdlvmwmytoeaw
- -of you. Each copy contains the smemmﬁmasitfsm!atedtovour
mjo{ntaceomt.Myﬁalameowadorduashwdbewd ance. lfa B
mﬁmdlsshmvnweuﬁﬂisaﬁeﬁerefundmﬂvonce.

.. Cut hare and retum this fortion with your conespondence. Be sure the IRS address appears In the envelope window, .

by soxmosf‘srop 82 |
.0 BOX 12067 STOP. STEVEN DELAO
- FRESNO, CA 93888-0040., . 7681 NJONES BLVD. B

Paq’o"%%?gro%: [ée



, DepamnentoftheTraasmy s
S internal Rwenuo&mfce
- Fresno, CA 8388
| 7014 2670 0001 3388 1801
' ~ Tax Form: 1040 :
v Taxvmsndednndboﬂc!ﬁnc ‘ St
DECEMBER 31, 2017 oS00 o
: , Contact Person:. o
STEVEN & CATHERINE M DELAO S C“”’”““m‘““,a““? T”"“"_"““_
. taod ang Number:
7661 NJONESBLVD €
2120 - ER)
LAS VEGAS NV 891312120 B e
' o  §00AMTORi00 PMM-F
o «LcstnatetoPeﬁﬂonTnxCWn-' S
e < AuGUST 15,2019 | B
' Pem!ﬁeslAddiﬁonstoTax S S
| o
' S Q\“@ é pgi‘"}t ) ‘
e o e
DearTaxpayer: g x-\amfp “:w( es§E P e vs.
'.‘,} . u,’ h . h . .

We have determined that there Is a deficiency (increase)/in your income tax as shown above :
- This letter is your NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY 85 requinsd by law. The enclosed stamment

B shows how we figured the deftdency

- it you want to oontest this detemﬁnaﬁon In court before making any payment, you have until the
Lant Date to Petitic (%dawmmmedataoﬂhfs letter or 150 days if the letter is

' addressed to you outslde the United States) to file a petition with the United States Tax Court

~ ‘for redetérmination of the amount of yourtax. You can.get a petition form and the rules for

400 Second Street NW, Washington D.C. 20217. Attach a copy of this letter to the petiion.

- Tha Tax Couxt has a simphﬁed pnocadure for smal tax cases when the amount in dispute is '

filing a petition from the Tax Court.- You should file the petition with the United States Tax Court,

“The: ttme in which you must file a peﬁuon with the court (90 days or 160 days as'the case may be).
Is fixed by lawand the C : CS he pefifion  late, As required o ’
‘by-law, separate noﬁces are sent to spouses lf this letter is addressed to both @ husband and
.‘wife, and both want to petition the Tax:Court, both must sign the petition or each must ﬁle a ' -
. ¢saparaee s?gmd peﬂﬁon v _ L

$50,000 or less for-any one tax year. You can.also:get information:about this procedure, as well -
as a petition form you can use, by writing to.the Clerk of the United States Tax Court at

- 400 Second Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20217. You should write promptly. if you intend ‘
tofile a peﬁt(on with the Tax Court.

If: yowdeclde hotto file a paﬂtion with the Tax Court, please sign and return the enclossd
. walver form to us. This-will permit us to assess the deficlency quickly and will fimit the -
‘accumulation of Interest. We've enclosed an envelope you can use,  if you decide not to sign
- and refurn the walver and you do:not petition the Tax Court, the law requires us to assess and
bill- you for the deficlency after 80 days from the date of this !etter (150 days if this letter is

addressedto yououhldemeUnlted States) ‘ o :':;-;j’ I
%C& OSJOOSSC% _‘ e




- Ifyou have questions:about this letter, you may.call the Contact Person whose name.and =~~~
" telephone number are ghown in the heading of this letter. if this number s outside yourlocal -
calling area, there wil be a fong distance charge to you. If you prefer, you can call the Infemal.
- Revenue Bervice (IRS) telephone number in your local directory. An IRS employee there may be
“able to help you, but the office at the address shown on this letter Is:most familiar with your case.

When you send information we requested or if you write to us about this letter, please provide a |
- telephone number and the best time to call you {f we need more Information. Pleaseattachthis . .-
- letter to your correspandence to help us identify your case. Keep the copy for yourrecords.

The person whose name and telaphone number are shown in the heading of this letter can
access your tax information and halp get you answers. You also have the rightto contactthe -
Taxpayer Advocate. You can call 1-877-777-4778 and ask for Taxpayer Advocate Assistance. . .
Or you can contact the Taxpayer Advocate for the IRS Office that issued this Notice of
- Deficlency by calling - (558) 442-8444 or writing to:

- FRESNO SERVICE CENTER
TAXPAYER ADVOCATE
P:0..80X 12161, STOP-O1

- FRESNO, CA 83778

Taxpayer Advocate assistance Is not a substitute for established IRS procedures such as the -
formal appeals process, The Taxpayer Advocate s not able to reverse legally comect tex. -
determinations, nor extend the time fixed by law that you have to fila @ petition In the-United -
States Tax Court. The Taxpayer Advocate:can, however, see that a tax matter that may not have
_ beenresoived through normai channels géts prompt and proper handling. " 1

- Thank yots for your cooperation. '
o Sincerely yours,

Commissioner
By

Charlotte Kieliszek A

_ . Director, Refundable Credits
© Enclosures: - Exammaﬁon: Operations
. Copy of this letter - - '
- Walver
‘Envelope

Cat. No. 27600P Lettor 3218(SC/CG){08-1989)

 pgeadoful

000039CD




Department of the Treasury | | Dt SR e e
lmemalevanue‘Servloe ) o  Aprli12, 2018 ‘ T e

Taxpaysr ID aumbor;
IRS Fresno CA 93888 :
Porm:
1040
. ‘ Toxperiods ended:
STEVEN & CATHERINE MDELAO ' December 31, 2017 .
7661 NJONESBLVD o Persan to contsct :
LAS VEGAS NV 89131-2120 | pei 1300 Goci 6304,
‘ - © EmployeutD numbior:
1000163741 -
‘Houm: .
su&mm 8*00pm
ww:wmm :
1-866-807-0177
1-8585-233-8481 .. -

. ﬁ:DcarTaxpayer v . S e e o
. Thank you for yourrcspomcdntedl)embar? 2018, about the cxammaxionot‘yourzow federal income tx

‘return. After considering the information you sent us, we: changed ‘the amount of our proposed: tax incresse.
We've enclosed a revised examination report to show ﬂxnewahanges ‘

‘, / for$l,420l0- '?5. :
\ L% the amount in full. If:m“can'f pey

lfyon don'tagreewith oar ﬁndings IR
Tell us what items you disagree with and why. Maﬂorfaxyourcxp!anadon,auppcﬁingdocumemsand . : )
additional infcmanon you want us to consider with the enclosed examination report by April 27, 2019. ) e
I you awe additional tax and don't respond to this letter, we'll send you a Notice of Deficiency, by cedtified .
wall, disallowing the questioned items and proposing an increase to your tax Hability. A Notice of Deficicacy is
a legal notice stating the amount of proposed tax fncrease and penalties. It also explains your rightto filea

petition with the United States Tax Court.
' You are entitied to file an administrative appesl. The eactosed Publication 3498-A, The Examination Process

(Audits by Matl), cxplainsourcxammatlmpmcedurcs,bowtoﬁtcanappcal,andotbcrimpmntm ‘ .
o mformahonthatmybchelpm!myou ‘ _ R SRR S I

Letter 862-C (Rov. 11:2014)
Colulog Mumber 2744T

 Page 35 8 &&%cn ______




. It's important that you replybymaﬂortaxwitbh 15 days fmm &cdateorthislatter Ifyou replyby
mail, use the enclosed envelope or address your reply envelope to the Interal Revenue Service at the address
: siwwninmcheadingofﬂmlem lfyqulyhyfmgmaﬁecmmﬁxmbcrﬂsmdatm;topofmm

Whenywmi@orfn.imhdeacopyoﬂhw lmrmdpmvideinthaspam below, your telephone mamber
and the hours we can reach you. Ifwuraddmsshuchmd.provﬁemamaddmmdmm
“information. Keepacopyofﬂxislemandln&maﬁonyoumdﬁonsfmywrmm -

Telapbonrnutnbcri-( ) __ ‘Hour

Ifyouwantnstodiscmsﬁﬁs lmrwhhmmhmizedwmmmﬁve,mdmammpmd Forin 2848

N .Pmrofd#onnymdﬂec&waﬂmofkepnswm,wmmup!y You can get a Form 2848 byeallms
o IWTAX-EORMOM&%?G).VMmmnmmM or contacting your tax advisor.

Ifyou hachm&om.ywcanca!!mum;cmmmicp!mcnmbullmdatﬂwmpofﬂ:fs lcttcr

simly,
LGlass
Operations Manager, Examination Branch
Bnclbsums 5 | A
' -Copyat‘thialcttcr
- Examination Report
Publication 3498-A

. Envelope

. LeUter682.C (Rov. 11-2014)
Calatog Number IT19461

: Paqe 5“’ %gog%cn e
o



© . Corrected Report

ey rproe , —_—
. (Rev.May2a08) | - lncomeTaxExamlnaﬂon Changos | Page__2_of A
m’;wnmuum B | Taxpager keniiication Number m;mgm

17, Pansitiss/Code Sastions _ | maes | TR ] et
'n-' .. . 4 RO

b.

G

L3

pParr=rzecs

o Tt - o ‘ : — S
" Undarpaymatt atifbutable o o (1981—'(987) ‘ T N S
A tax adtiion of 50 percent of the dui on.the : . o S s .
mmnmmmmmwm ‘ T ) ) S T

T Undamayment atuibitabls Lo kaid: (1951-1967) ‘ L B o T e

2T Alex adaion of 60 parcent of the intorest due on the R

: _yummﬂamwﬂllbpddww

" Underpaymant stiibutibio to Tox Metiveios Transoctons (TAT).
Tha. Interont wifl socnuo and ba essesad at 120% of the under- -
. payment rate t accondance wih IRC §6621(0)

- 48: Wdfmnmmm& ‘ S .
8. Batance dus or {Ovespaymend Yaxed - (mf&PmV) ’ 1.341.00

" b Pennities (Lo 18 - comptod o 04/13/2019 _ : -
| //7:;:.——‘-\\
6.00

o liverest (IRC § €607) ~ computed to 0871272019
€. TMY intordst - computad b 0§/12/201% MMM

8. Amwddmorm (mmofw»a.h,:sndd}

v

%,830.20

-
04/12/2019

) _.mmwmmmmmnmmmummwmmwmwmw 0
thmmmmmmmmmamd :

-'W dacreass i tax anc pEnaies shown ebovi, intarest
v nmpz:&mmmmmmw Mmmm«mw

Ttna:» T . Wﬁ . ‘;

Fonn 4549 (Rev sm)

Poge 5%0&00530



a......mmum S ;uwmt;vlui\mmvmh‘uadm YOV (J\S)\ 19[( ‘L

-mnmmmmmmmmmmmkmwmummmww

.M‘vmv:xj‘ N | W’f’( A d"“““ﬁ

)/d”‘ 5»0«!7 me,
PNV o(z,mm/
u#ef d\’Y) 5\/:)‘/7

.ili
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5/23120!9, 10:26 AM
000043CD

oy bmﬁnow_j“

17 |



¥1236¢

_ Changestoyour 2017Form 1040

w

7

 Degartment of the Tieasury | lotioe &
' ! : lummalkwmem Tax Year 017
IRS FrmO.CASBBBS-Omo
072266.022564.211075. 31935 1 AV 0,303 373 Pagetol2 T

l"l‘mI'l"l'llluﬂl'll‘ll"lI"lll'l'l"hl"l”"ll"‘l“lll

STEVENDELAD
7661 N JONES BLVD
[LAS VEGAS NV 89131-2120

~Amount due: $0.00 I
- Asa result of your recent audit, we changed o
your 2017 Form 1040, Please see your copy of ‘
the audit report foradetaﬂadeuphna&ond 14201
' the changes, 1;3;{};?3
Asamukyoudm’tmwanymmm $0.00
! ‘»‘myouduearefund S
‘Whatyouneedtodo Wyon ogres with the changeswe made
o T » You don't need to respond to this notice, "
ifyondon‘tagwewlﬂnhethmgu -
Call 800-829-0922 to review your sccouit with a repmsmtaﬂve. Be sure)m have
your account Information avallable when you call.
We‘ltassmyouagmewlmmemfmmﬁonmﬂﬂsnmke#mdon’thex&mm.
- Interest charges. _Weamrequiredbylawmdwgelmmtwhmmdomtwyowhbﬂuontm.
'Gmm!!ymcalmmhw&mmmmofyourmmmmd g
- extenslons) unt you pay the amount you owe In full, Incliding accrued interestand
ammtwdmg&mmmwmepwamﬁmmmm“mwmof .
- * the TRAARY TIRITT S Paki Tn full. titerest on Gthér penialdes, sixhi as falkire to fle 83X
v retum, starts from the due date or extendd due date of the return, Interest rates are
. varigble: and may change quarterly. (Intemal Revenuse Code section 6601) :
the:nzehtuestamwmshmmhe:emymffermmammtsmvmmm1
ﬂnmwmmmheremwmmmzdmmonmmwmm S '
041572018~ 06302018 76 50% 0010450621 31,1100 _ 3180 AR
© - 063072018~ 12/31/2018 1 2%:'&822:02; o :,g_gs___m ) ;4%.9 o
) ~{31312019 90 §.0% 0. ) émz : ) B Q!
. Totslinterest . . o a Co.o §78300 o
Continued onbark..

Rm)eng)o%«p WL 173 )



933 -')'9‘\'»' 4kg. ”Ntz»' otk : 3
é@}&g ‘g " .,»-5:-.'1.’ ?:«.3 . Lo . ;

ﬂ et 4 3 . SR ROR TP :
. B Notloa ... 7. .G
: R TauYear . noisl o0 o0
¥ Interest charges <~ continued R P
: R S s ‘" ""'-n 2y iy, it
: o ST wemltpl youry peniaties, and Interest the an

. ' . mfmwmemmmehmm o

B o c——— v . ’ ‘ . T i
.. ;Additional Information S ~Vis&mw:pve - T
: LT e S e vamMﬂuMm&k&&mhﬁm
e AR PtthﬂcaﬂoniYwR&ghtsasaTaxpaye “
P . T -mcamtwommwmm
e s e st < Publication 566, mmcfmmmwammmmwm
o L IRE N E ‘Fortaxfcuns,mwus,w a“"‘“"
R "":; vy . .: ‘. ..“:;: PR SO w.‘:: ._.. ragyer ”‘3676)‘ " ’.‘%(&ﬂ“}
P V a;mmwmsmmmmmmpomsmumwm
U PRUVSEE A m Solal Security nimber, asemyw,mmefmmmmb'smmmm :
: RS 3.“‘“""*'3‘ RIS SB e e .
R -Kee;;wmf&yﬁmmds . - b
R ALk o
I Wirem&xaxq{s% mmd%W&meﬂmmMm
S mmksﬂﬁhfam&ﬂonmmw&mhgdm SR
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ceiga,

“Internal Revenue Service

‘Exam Operation
Freano CA 93888

mvm&mxmmnmmtw
7661 NJONESBLVD ©
. LASVBGAs}w 89131

yprovided on May 23,2019 . abwtém:: inconie taX: Mnmforthe y‘m
i ;ﬁxe !ﬁfmmanonandmok‘«‘he followingf ‘action:

i g us i hanged -e&»m‘dﬁii%mposed We b cocosed
wmg dm@glfyouﬂgmc,ywdonbt@edﬁumpo&teﬂns

0O we didm;mnkcanychangegt&mrpxwx Jmpom ad_ymms mmmxmﬁhn. This information
- msmﬁ;dmdwﬁm%mﬁdcdmpnétdmmhauon.

O Wemewedﬂwad&nonalmforﬂmhonyousmwmpmtyomFonnlowXAmmdcdvs Individual
v hwmcmmm,cldmt:prrefnndforthemcpeﬁodshownqbove 'Ihemﬁgmahonmvdeddmmt
b s

I Yourpaymentforﬂ&OOOhasbeenmwd Your case is now closed.
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CLERK OF THE COURT

1 ORDR

WILLICK LAW GROUP

2 | MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 2515

3 3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200

Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101

4| Phone 5702 ) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311
email@willicklawgroup.com

5 || Attorney for Defendan

; DISTRICT COURT
9 FAMILY DIVISION
Lo CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
11
JESUS LUIS AREVALOQO, CASE NO: D-11-448514-D
12 DEPT.NO: E
Plaintiff,
13
14 vs.
CATHERINE AREVALO DATE OF HEARING:
15 || n/k/a CATHERINE DELAO, TIME OF HEARING:
16 Defendant.
17
+ ORDER FROM MARCH 23, 2020 HEARING
Lo This matter came on for hearing on March 23, 2021, before the Honorable
200 Charles Hoskin, District Court Judge, Family Division, Department E. Plaintiff, Jesus
24 Arevalo, was present in proper person, Defendant, Catherine Delao, was present and
22 represented by counsel, Marshal S. Willick, Esq., of the WILLICK Law Group.
23 The Court, having reviewed the pleadings and papers filed herein, after hearing
4 argument of counsel, made the following findings and orders as follows:
25
26
2T etk
28
WILLICK LAW GROUP
-
(702) 4384100 Statistically closed: USJR-FAM-Set/Withdrawn with Judicial Conf/Hearing Close Case (UWJC)
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WILLICK LAW GROUP
3581 East Bonarza Road

Sufia 200

Las Vegas, NV 891102101

(702) 4384100

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS:

This case is still on appeal, which limits the Court’s jurisdiction regarding what
it can or cannot do. The Court does have the ability to indicate that it’s
inclined to take certain action that may have an effect on the appeal.

The decisions the Court made today are either going to be deferred based upon
that appeal, or they are going to be indications that the Court is inclined to
grant certain relief or deny certain relief that can be taken up under Honeycutt
and can be remanded back if the appellate courts believe they’d like the Court
to deal with those kinds of issues.

Jesus asks to reopen discovery due to an allegation that Catherine did not list
the $2,130 she is receiving, but those funds were listed on her Financial
Disclosure Form. Therefore, the Court cannot find a basis to go on a fishing
expedition with regard to income if that is the only argument to reopen
discovery for that purpose. Therefore, the request to reopen discovery in the
middle of an appeal is denied.

The Court has no idea what it would set trial on, so the request to set a trial is
denied.

One of the pending Motions wanted the Court to acknowledge the statute of
limitations with regard to the pension, to stay the collection pending appeal, to
stay the QDRO pending appeal. All of those were decided previously, and are
being re-argued in the middle of an appeal where those issues are on appeal.

So, regarding the list of the findings the Court needs to make with regard to

vexatious litigant, these are how the litigant’s actions constitute vexatiousness.
The frivolous and harassing nature of the ongoing and continuous requests for
relief that have either already been resolved by the Court, or have been

resolved by the Court and are currently pending on appeal. It continues to
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WILLICK LAW GROUP
3591 East Bonarza Road
Sule 200
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101
(702) 4384100

10.

11.

12.

come back before the court for those kinds of issues. So, all of that is denied,
just as it was back in August 2020, which was another indication. So the Court
is inclined to deny all of that relief moving forward.

With regard to the Countermotion to declare Jesus a vexatious litigant, the
requirement for “reasonable notice” has been satisfied. October, 2020 until
today’s date was where we are looking at as far as notice is concerned, on
whether Jesus is vexatious. Certainly, he has had an opportunity to oppose that
for that entire time frame.

Jesus is arguing that the motion was on an Order Shortening Time, but the
Motion has been pending since before the motion to disqualify was filed. So
certainly, there has been plenty of notice as far as the orders are concerned.
As the Court has indicated at almost every hearing, this case has been so over-
litigated and certainly, the argument that Catherine is litigating it as well.
If what Catherine is asking for is a show cause to hold Jesus in contempt for
not complying with court orders, that doesn’t constitute vexatiousness,
especially when Jesus continues to not comply with court orders. So, as far as
that is concerned, the record is clear.

The argument that Jesus was denied his rights because he wasn’t given enough
opportunity to do the things that he should have been able to do is belied by the
previous record in this case. The Court is not going to relitigate that record,
because we have done it too many times in the past, and certainly the record is
what it is, and the Court has no problem with that record.

While the Court is inclined to declare Jesus vexatious, what that results in is
his inability to simply straight file any documents with the Court. Any motions
or relief that he is looking to request can still be submitted, but they are

submitted to chambers for approval or disapproval prior to them being filed

3-
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Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 88110-2101

(702) 4384100

13.

14,

15.

and requiring Catherine to respond. So, that is how the Court is inclined to
narrowly tailor to allow Jesus to still exercise the rights that he’s guaranteed
to obtain relief. What we are trying to do is limit the effect it has on litigation
and on the other party. The Court is inclined to grant that request.

With regard to the show cause, the Court did issue an Order fo Show Cause.
As far as the life insurance, Jesus is in violation, it has been litigated over and
over and over again, and it is a clear Order that has not been complied with.
The question is whether there’s willful lack of compliance. While the Court
would agree that Jesus does not currently have an ability to make that happen,
over the last many, many years that order has been put in place, he did have the
ability. So, the Court is inclined to find Jesus in contempt for failure to carry
that life insurance policy that he was ordered to carry so many years ago, and
an order that was not challenged until recently.

As far as the reimbursed medical expenses, that list has been provided, and
there is a 30/30 rule in place. The Court has some concerns with regard to the
willfulness in order to make that finding. So while those obligations continue,
and it appears that they have not been complied with, the Court cannot find
contempt based upon the current financial circumstance that Jesus finds
himself in.

With regard to the fees awards, as the Court indicated previously, they have
already been reduced to judgment and can be executed upon. The Court is not

sure it’s appropriate to find contempt once an amount has been reduced to
judgment. It plays in similarly with regard to the pension arrears. Certainly,
those are appropriate. They are going to be bearing interest, but the Court does
not think it can find contempt with regard to that. Certainly, the Court cannot
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16.

17.

18.

19.

sanction with incarceration because Jesus is not represented by counsel under
the Davis case.

Sanctions are appropriate, and although they may be uncollectible, I think the
sanctions for the attorney’s fees, should be awarded. This will require Mr.
Willick an affidavit of fees and costs, and an Affidavit of Fees and Costs, a
Brunzell Affidavit, and a blank in an Order for the Court to include an award
of fees that the Court will as Mr. Willick to prepare.

As far as the indemnification QDRO, while the Court would be inclined to
consider that relief, it does not think it is able to do so with the pendency of the
appeal, so the Court is inclined, and it can be deferred pending a determination
of whether the Supreme Court would like this Court to go forward with that.
As far as the request to modify child support, it does appear under the financial
information that the Court has before it currently that it is appropriate for the
court to review child support. It looks like there is more than a 20% swing
since the April 2020 Financial Disclosure Forms were filed. If child support
was reviewed, the Court would be inclined to modify the child support. Based
on the financial information, gross monthly income of Catherine is $4,116.00.
The gross monthly income of Jesus is $2518.00. Applying NAC 425 would
result in child support of $255.00 a month to Jesus, and the Court is inclined
to make that modification, but doesn’t know that it has the ability with the
pendency of the appeal, but certainly that can be taken up to the appellate
courts, and they can make that determination at that point.

Certainly, the parties need to share in out-of-pocket costs, including premiums

for the support of the child, and that is an offset that needs to be applied.
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20.

21.

W

19«9'.#

If no one gets a Honeycutt Order, the Court would entertain an accounting
Motion to go over all the potential offset issues at the time of the conclusion
of the appeal if there is not a partial remand for that purpose.

Under NAC 425.025, a benefit on behalf the child is not calculated as part of

income for calculation for child support.

THE COURT IS INCLINED TO ORDER THE FOLLOWING:

Jesus’s Motion for Discovery on Defendant’s Income is denied.

Jesus’s request to set the matter for trial is denied.

Jesus’s request for the Court to acknowledge the statute of limitations with
regard to the pension is denied.

Jesus’s request for the Court to stay the collection pending appeal is denied.
Jesus’s request for the Court to stay the QDRO pending appeal is denied.
Catherine’s Countermotion to declare Jesus a “vexatious litigant” is granted for
filings made between October, 2020 to today’s hearing. Jesus shall be unable
to directly file any documents with the Court. All of Jesus’s requests for relief
(in the form of documents submitted to the court in any form) must be
submitted to chambers for approval or disapproval prior to them being filed,
and prior to requiring Catherine to respond.

With regard to Jesus’s failure to carry a life insurance policy on himself
pursuant to the Decree of Divorce filed February 26, 2013, and reiterated in the
Order from the May 6, 2020 hearing, as listed in the Order to Show Cause
issued on February 24, 2021, Jesus is in contempt.

With regard to the unreimbursed medical expenses pursuant to the 30/30 rule,
as listed in the Decree of Divorce filed February 26, 2013, and reiterated in the
Order from the May 6, 2020 hearing, as listed in the Order to Show Cause

-6-
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WILLICK LAW GROUP
3591 East Bonara Road

Suits 200

Lag Vegas, NV 881102101

(702) 438-4100

10.

11.

13.

14.

é\j‘{ﬁéfﬂi 3,245.00 | dre-omrorbefore—

15.

issued on February 24, 2021, the Court cannot find contempt based upon the
current financial circumstance that Jesus finds himself in.

With regard to the fees awards, tax reimbursements and the PERS arrears, as
listed in the Order to Show Cause issued on February 24, 2021, they have
already been reduced to judgment, continue bearing interest, and can be
executed upon.

Sanctions against Jesus are appropriate in the form of fees. The Willick Law
Group shall submit an Affidavit of Fees and Costs, a Brunzell Affidavit, and a
blank in an order for the Court to include an award of fees.

As far as the indemnification QDRO, the Court will not rule on that issue until
the Supreme Court renders its decision on appeal.

As far as the request to modify child support, Jesus can take the request up to
the appellate courts given the appeal is pending, and they can make that
determination at that point.

The parties need to share in out-of-pocket costs, including premiums for the

support of that child, and that is an offset that needs to be applied.

THE COURT ORDERS THE FOLLOWING:

in the form of sanctio o
Attorney’s fees and costs are awar edn 1§rom Jesus to Catherine in the amount

, and are reduced to

judgment and collectible by all lawful means.
Somreti tedfromF Corthrerietrt ” ,

due on or before ; and are reduced to judgment and

SStrectrbte-by-atHavwfobmeans.
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WILLICK LAW GROUP
3561 East Bonanza Rosd

Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101

(T02) 438-4100

16.  Mr. Willick is to prepare the Order.

Dated this 19th day of May, 2021

/‘

Respectfully Submitted By:
Willick Law Group

MARSHAL 5. WILTICK, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 2515

LORIEN K. COLE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11912

3591 E. Bonanza, Suite 200

Las Ve§as, Nevada 89110-2101

QOZ) 438-4100 Fax (702) 438-5311
ttorney for Defendant

FP:\wp1\DELAO,C\DRAFTS\00450001, WPD/eay

C5A 87B 50A0 COSA mb
Charles J. Hoskin
District Court Judge

Reviewed as to Form & Content

4055 Box Canyon Falls

Las Vegas, 89085
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CSERV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Jesus Luis Arevalo, Plaintiff CASE NO: D-11-448514-D
Vs. DEPT. NO. Department E

Catherine Marie Arevalo,
Defendant.

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: 5/19/2021

Lorien Cole lorien@willicklawgroup.com
Marshal Willick marshal@willicklawgroup.com
Reception Reception email@willicklawgroup.com
Mallory Yeargan Mallory@willicklawgroup.com
Jesus Arevalo wrath702@gmail.com

Jesus Arevalo vinni702@yahoo.com

Charles Hoskin deptelc@clarkcountycourts.us
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Electronically Filed
10/11/2021 3:08 PM
Steven D. Grierson

N. Las Vegas, NV 89084
702) 813-1839
laintiff in Proper Person
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
JESUS LUIS AREVALO, Case No. D-11-448514-D
o Dept No. E
Plaintiff,
ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED?
VS. YES
| CATHERINE AREVALO,
Defendant.

OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW
| CAl 1Y PLAINTIFF SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN VIPT OF
_ URT FOR FAILUF ETDABIB’E‘B"THE ()J{T’T
fguws% 21 ORDER AFTER REMAN] ‘KN’U‘EERCT) COOPERATE

“%%ﬁ '.][N%T“l%%? SURA N%T)P' LICY; AN AT

QODRO AND NEY FEES / OSTS; AND CLARI

AND COUNTERMOTION TO ESTABLISH TATUTORY
CHILD %JESPPCM: ND C EKUFF%R‘TK RS DUI
"TO CONFIRM PLAINTIFF IS UN HA

A \ 2

UNWILLING TO OBTAIN LIFE IN NCE: FOR. TT

o A CE;% 7% é%g%‘i%@i‘m , S FOR DEFENDA ~@ ON
AWARD OF ATTORNEY FEES PURSUANT TO MILL

WILFONG:; AND RELATED RELI

COMES NOW Plaintiff, in Proper Person, and respectfully Opposes
Defendant’s meritless and repetitive motions; and moves this Court for the following
relief:

1. That the court take nothing by way of Defendant’s meritless and
VEXATIOUS motions.

2. That the court acknowledge Plaintiff is unable to obtain a policy of life

L¥2

Case Number: D-11-448514-D

JESUS LUIS AREVALO CLERK OF THE CO
6935 Aliante Pkwy Ste 104, #286 w M
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insurance due to his health, rather than unwilling to obtain the policy; and therefore,

this issue should be put to rest.

3. Thatthe court acknowledge the Nevada Supreme Court DIDNOT find “that

|| this Court’s calculation as to arrears for the PERS benefit was correct” - that, in fact,

the COURT did not make a Calculation; that Defendant’s own attorney who is not an
ACTUARY made erroneous applications, which are herein CORRECTED by the use
of a CPA, who IS an actuary.

4. That the Court calculate not only current child support pursuant to
Defendant’s actual income, but:child support arrears - which was requested by
Plaintiff during the pendency of the Appeal.

5.  That Plaintiff be awarded fees and costs for having to respond to this
vexatious litigation.

This Opposition and Countermotion is made and based upon all the records
and files in this action, Points and Authorities and any oral argument at the time of
hearing.

Dated this 11th day of October, 2021.

/s/ Jesus Luis Arevalo
g’llaaintiff in Proper Person
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIE
PO TORY/FAC

The court is well aware of this matter, as the parties have litigated this action

consistently for years. Most recently, Plaintiff filed seeking to allow his son to
attend a Charter School, over a public school, which the court denied without
compliance with Arcella v. Arcella. On appeal, the Appellate Court acknowledged
Defendant’s argument that the matter was not “ripe” because the child was on a
waiting list; and that Plaintiff only raised the issue in the Reply both to be erroneous.
The Appellate court found, on Page 7, last full paragraph, as follows:

“Here, the district court denied Jesus’s request for a ruling on what
middle school the child should attend, concluding that the issue was not
yet ripe as the child had not yet been accepted to the charger school, and
on reconsideration, concluding that the issue was 1mpyop_er}y raised for
the first time in the reply brief. But based on our review of the record,
neither of these findings is correct. First, the district court cited no
authority and our research has revealed no authority to support is
conclusion that, althou%h the child was on the waiting list to be admitted
to the charge school, Jesus’s require to determine whether the child
could attend that school was not yetripe. Cf. Arcella, 133 Nev. At 871,
407 P.3d at 345 écor;cludmg that one of the facts establishing adequate
cause for an evidentiary hearing was that the child “was about to finish
elementary school”). Second, the district court’s conclusion that Jesus
improperly raised the charter school issue in his reply brief to his motion
for reconsideration is belied by the record. Indeed, on Fages three and
five of Jesus’s motion for reconsideration, he specifically asserted that
the district court failed to consider his request regarding the charter
school, that he was entitled to an evidentiary hearing pursuant to
Arcella, and that the child had in fact since been accepted to the charter
school.  Accordingly, we reverse and remand the district court’s denial
of Jesus’s motion regarding the charger school for further Broceedmgs
on the issue. See Davis, 131 Nev. At 450,352 P.3d at 1142.

VALUE OF QDRO WAS NEVER CONFIRMED BY APPEAL
Plaintiff presents this show this court’s history and pattern of factual blindness
at Defendant’s misrepresentations.
In the present motion, on page 2, beginning on line 25, Defendant makes

factual misrepresentations yet again, and seeks this court to continue its factual

blindness to the misrepresentations of Defendant.
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“

This misrepresentations states as follows:

“On March 30, 2021, the Nevada Court of Appeals issues its Order
Affirming in Part, Reversing in Part and Remanding. Of particular
xmlpo'rtapce to this Motion, the Court of Ap[;))eals found that this Court’s
calculation as to the arrears for the PERS benefit was correct, that this
Court was to determine if the life insurance policy wsa subject to the
statute of limitations and if not, that the correct amount of .thefpol;cy was
to be determined, and fmaf% that this Court make findings in
¥i

accordance with Brunzell and Wright for an award of attorney fees and
costs.”

In fact, this entire statement - the basis of this entire meritless and vexatious

action - is inaccurate.
What is ACTUALLY stated is:

“Here, contrary to Jesus’s assertion, the district court correctly
concluded that Catherine’s interest in the PERS pension payments was
subject to the six-year statute of limitations and, therefore, she was only
entitled to recover those missed payments for which the limitation
g?rlod had not yet expired at the time she filed her motion and an,

ture qayments. See Bongioviv. Bongiovi, 94 Nev. 321,322,570 P.2
1246, 1247 (1978) (concluding that the statute of limitations perio
commences against each installment as it becomes due, not from the
date of the decree of divorce).. Accordingly, the district court did not
abuse its discretion in determining Cathering was entitled to enforce the
provisions of the decree entitling herto obtain her share of Jesus’s PERS
pension that had not yet expired under the statute of limitations, and
ordering that a QDRO be entered to enforce that provision going
forward. See Williams, 120 Nev. At 566, 97 P.3d at 1129; cf. Henson
v. Henson, 130 Nev. 814, 820 n.6,334 P.3d 933,937 n.6 (201 43 (n‘otmﬁ
the district court ‘s inherent authority to enforce its_orders an
concluding that the court had jurisdiction to modify a QDRO - more
than six years after the gDRO'was first entered - because the amended
QDRO éffectuated the divorce decree and did not modify the parties’
interest under the divorce decree.)”

At no point did the Appellate Court indicate ANY numbers provided by
Defendant, and rubber stamped by this court were accurate. Further, the PERS

Benefits and Qualified Domestic Relations Order handbook, page 3, states,

“Current or present values can be calculated by actuary or by a CPA. PERS

cannot provide you with this calculation.” See Exhibit “1"

Defendant is again relying on this court to be factually blind.

AN
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The Decree of Divorce stated which attorney was to prepare the QDRO. Being
Jactually blind, this Court allowed Marshal Willick to walking into a hearing - where
changing the preparer of the QDRO was NEVER DISCUSSED and was NOT in any
MOTION by EITHER PARTY - and instantly get an alternative QDRO preparer.

That preparer was then ordered to be Emily McFarling, Esq.

In spite of that factually blind alternate appointment, a QDRO was prepared

by Defendant’s own attorney. This is especially troubling because if the court were

to review the hearing where the QDRO preparer was changed, the court itself raised

concerns about Defendant’s own attorney preparing the QDRO - and thus, an
alternative was agreed up. Yet, it was NOT Emily McFarling that prepared the
QDRO on file. Plaintiff has stated in prior documents - and he can find them if the
court continues to ignore these facts - that Marshal Willick is NOT an actuary, and
his figures are disputed.

His figures remain disputed. There is a definite factual blindness

_demonstrated as the fact that Plaintiff is on DISABILITY is NEVER addressed - not

by Defendant, nor by this court. That factual blindness, fails to accept that his
income is up to 80% less due to this disability. Further, the court demonstrates
factual blindness to Powers v. Powers. A proper determination relating to the
pension cannot be made without addressing these issues.

The court stated in open court his numbers were used “because they were the
only numbers provided” to the Court! That is no legal grounds to use inaccurate
figures - and as stated above, this court can correct its errors at any time they are
found pursuant to Henson v. Henson, 130 Nev. 814, 820 n.6, 334 P.3d 933, 937 n.6
(2014) (noting the district court ‘s inherent authority to enforce its orders...).

At this time, Plaintiff has sought an actuary, and been informed that a CPA acts

as an actuary. He has paid for these services to determine an appropriate figure as to

/3¢
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Defendant’s portion of Plaintiff’s pension. He would also inform this court that it has
taken more than 30 days to get the results. This is why Plaintiff was forced to request
Defendant allow him additional time to respond to this vexatious and meritless

motion.

Ifthese calculations are not attached to this motion, they will be provided under -

| separate cover, as Plaintiff is still awaiting the exact figures. However, it is
§

abundantly CLEAR that 100% of what Plaintiff earned during the marriage was not
nearly the $185,000 or $201,000 or whatever inflated value that was placed on the

pension and/or the insurance policy by the non-actuary, Marshal Willick. (4nd notice

it increases, since he got away with the first figure.) He is an advocate for his client,

but NOT an actuary. Therefore, his figures should never have been used, and it is

Sfactual blindness to believe the figures are accurate OR that the Appeals Court

|| confirmed ANY FIGURES WHATSOEVER.

Where in the Order Affirming in Part, Reversing in Part and Remanding does

it state: “[t]he Court’s calculation as to arrears for the PERS benefit was correct.” _‘

Defendant has factual blindness, and seeks this court to follow blindly.

Unfortunately, the court has done so too many times in this matter.

Finally, Plaintiff contends Defendant’s factual blindness continues as hehas |

H failed to provide an Affidavit or Declaration pursuant to Awad. A verification is

NOT appropriate and does not meet Awad. Further, the exact document, page and
line number is NOT provided to establish contempt, and therefore, any contempt
would FAIL.

LIFE INSURANCE

Plaintiff has attempted to obtain a policy of life insurance, as directed by this

court. He scheduled a doctors appointment on 8/30/21; and completed blood work
on 9/9/21. He recently received his results. Plaintiff was thereafter DENIED |

[Y7
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insurance due to medical reasons. See Exhibit “2."

While Plaintiff continues fo object to the sum alleged, he sought to comply.
This shows that Plaintiff has complied with the court order: He attempted to obtain
a policy but DOES NOT QUALIFY.

Perhaps now would be a good place for the court to acknowledge Plaintiff is

100% medically disabled, which also affects his pension, to which the court has thus
far been factually blind to. This has repeatedly been presented to this court - and

ignored.

Contempt is a willful act. Plaintiff is not in contempt of court due to his

inability to obtain a policy of life insurance. In fact, this very court told Marshal

Willick this very fact in court on August 15, 2020. The court told him it was

‘adjudicated and he could collect by “all lawful means.” This is merely further

evidence Defendant is a VEXATIOUS LITIGANT.
This should put this matter to rest. There is no contempt. Plaintiff does not
have the health ability to comply.
INDEMNIFICATION QDRO
First, Plaintiff would indicate that the present QDRO must be corrected, as it
was not calculated by an ACTUARY or CPA, as required by PERS, and there are
now (or soon will be) correct figures for a QDRO. Further, the disability component

continues to be ignored and not in compliance with Powers v. Powers.

Plaintiff requests the court avoid any factual blindness by having the QDRO

correctly prepared as Ordered by this Court: by Emily McFarling.
Second, Plaintiff again reiterates that all cases cited by Defendant relate to
child support and/or alimony and NOT to pension arrears NOR attorney fees.

Plaintiff believes none of the cases are appropriate because NONE relate to pensions

/98
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arrears. This is SPECIFICALLY stated in the PERS Policy Handbook, NRS
286.6703, Policy 13.11. See attached Exhibit “3"

Third, Plaintiff requests this court to acknowledge the terms of the pension
itself indicates arrears are owed by a member or retired employee to an alternate
payee, the system will NOT participate in collection of these arrears, unless there is
an agreement by the parties. Plaintiff does not make such agreement. See Exhibit
“3", Pension information.

Fourth, it is unconscionable that this court would leave Plaintiff without any
means to support his child, knowing Plaintiff is 100% medically disabled - just to
appease Marshal Willick.

Fifth, Plaintiff is entitled to statutory child support from Defendant which
should be used to offset sums to Defendant, at least through the minority of the child.

COUNTERMOTION

1. Child Support and Arrears Issues

Plaintiff herein RENEW his request that the court address the issue of child
support and child support arrears from his filing of a motion for relief during the
appeals action. As his prior motion states, this Motion was filed with the express
intent that, if not heard pending the appeal, that the court is required to acknowledge
his request to address child support from the date of filing of the motion.

Toward that, Plaintiff would inform the court as follows:

Defendant committed FRAUD in failing to cite her unemployment income -
and her attorney knew and admitted it. See Exhibit “4", communication after court -
even prior to the appeal - that Defendant’s FDF omitted significant income.

Further, during the appeal, Plaintiff prayed for such relief in a subsequent

motion.

199
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Finally, just as the court IGNORED Plaintiff’s pleas for an evidentiary hearing
on the school issue pursuant to Arcella, this court has failed an refused to address the
issue of child support due to the significant discrepancy in income of the parties.

The court is, once again, factually blind.

There is a huge discrepancy in income of the parties, and Plaintiff is entitled
to statutory child support pursuant to Rivero v. Rivero. Further, he is entitled to
significant arrears with interest as well.

Plaintiff asked this court in May, 2020 to calculate proper child support. The
Court was factually blind and refused to address this matter. Plaintiff’s GMI in
April, 2020 was $10,170.40 versus Plaintiff’s GMI which was $3,006,63.

In the hearing on March 23, 2021, the court incorrectly alleged Defendant’s
GMI at $4,116.00, which failed to include Plaintiff’s arrears payment of $150 or the
child’s social security income of $2130 per month, and applied NAC 425 with these
factually blind calculations, resulting in child support to Plaintiff in the monthly sum
of only $255. Defendant’s GMI at that time ( to include the 2 incomes left out) was
$6,396. Plaintiff’s income was at $2,518.05. The proper order should have been
$422.75 a month.

However in the last hearing after Remand, with absolutely no change of
ci‘rcumstan.ées, and no review of a new or current FDF, Defendant’s attorney asked
this court to be factually blind and eliminate child support (with the issue of arrears
NEVER addressed) - and the court did so.

This court CONTINUES to ignore the SIGNIFICANT issue of CHILD

'SUPPORT because Defendant’s income is superior to Plaintiff’s income.

Any figures alleged due and owing to Defendant from Plaintift after a
PROPER CALCULATION should be offset by the properly monthly obligation of
Defendant to Plaintiff for child support.
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The court cannot continue to ignore and be factually blind to the issue of child
support, which would provide a significant and appropriate offset to any arrears owed
Il to Defendant rather than an indemnification QDRO, which is punitive and leaves
Plaintiff unable to provide for the minor child whom he shares physical custody of
at this time.

On Defendant’s attorneys’ own Web page regarding child support, it lists what
is included - which clearly includes the child’s survivors benefits, as these are NOT
due to the child’s disability - which this court fails to include. See Exhibit “5"

The income of $150 per month that Plaintiff provides is also to be considered
in the child support calculation. |
t In April 2020, Defendant committed perjury on her FDF which her attorney

admitted. She failed to include her Federal COVID unemployment benefits of $600
per week and omitted the IBM Pension payments of $1,082 - as well as her own and
the child’s Social security beneficiary payments of $2,130 each.
This court incorrectly states that the child’s disability benefits are not counted,
‘when in fact, since the child’s benefits are due to death benefits and NOT due to the
CHILD BEING DISABLED, this income counts as income for child support as well.
Defendants true income in April of 2020 - when the court first incorrectly set
child support - was:
1. State unemployment $428 a week
Covid Federal Unemployment a week $600
IBM Pension every month of $1,082
Defendant’s Surviving Spouse Soc Sec of $2,130 a month
The child’s surviving dependant Social Security of $2,130 a month

A

The monthly arrears payment from Plaintiff in the sum of $150 a month.
Defendant’s GMI from April 2020 - Sept 2020, was $10,170.40.

10
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Plaintiff’s GMI was $3,006.63.

Therefore, the child support obligation during this six month period should
have been $404.81 a month. That would put her in the arrears for that time period
$2,428.86 plus 5.78% interest a day.

Defendants updated FDF filed October 2020 was still perjury. However, she
was unemployed. She claimed $416 a month from job ( Bubba Gumps ). Her
deceased husband's pension of $1,082; her portion of Defendant’s pension she
started receiving at $488.58 a month, Defendants Social Security Survivor Spouse
benefits of $2,130 a month; Louie's Survivor’s Dependant Social Security Benefit
of $2,130 a month; and the arrears from Plaintiff in the sum of $150 a month.

Defendants total GMI that started October, 2020, was $6,396.00. Plaintiff’s
GMI was now only $2,517.65.

Therefore, Defendant’s child support obligation to Plaintiff $422.75 a month
from October, 2020 to the present, which will put her in an additional arrears
$5,918.50 plus 5.78% interest a day, through September, 2021.

In total, Defendant owes Plaintiff child support arrears from April 2020 to Nov
2021 is $8,347.36 plus 5.78% a day.

This should be address concurrent with any payments that are PROPERLY, via
an actuary or CPA, to be owing from Plaintiff to Defendant.

2. QDRO to Be Prepared Accurately by Third Party

In addition to the details above, Plaintiff reiterates that the court should have
Emily McFarling, who was ordered to prepared the QDRO, ACTUALLY be the
person who prepares the QDRO, as to have Defendant’s attorney do so is a
CONFLICT OF INTEREST.

Plaintiff herein reiterates his above argument as if set forth in full.

OTHER BAD FAITH ACTS OF DEFENDANT

11
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Additionally, the court should be advised there are unpaid medical bills that
Defendant took the child in for, which were never provided to Defendant - but instead
allowed to go straight to collection - because Plaintiffis named as the guarantor. This
is why he had his address updated with the Pediatrician’s office -so the doctors can
get paid and Plaintiff can stay out of collections.

Additionally, Exhibit “5" Shows a letter from the child’s dentist saying they
canceled the child’s appointment because they no longer do child dental at that
location. Defendant is interfering with medical appointment of the child - NOT
Plaintiff, and Defendant should be put on notice and a change of custody should be
considered if this continues.

Defendant has also been physically abusive to Plaintiff’s wife during a child
exchange on 02/21/21. ( See OFW 02/22/21 & 02/24/21 ). Issues prior were
discussed on OFW prior and Defendant was asked not to cause a scene and leave
Plaintiff’s wife out of the parties’ disagreement. See all OFW communication,
Exhibit “6" It is Mom whose custody should be questioned.

Defendant believes because she has Marshal Willick as her attorney, she can
act badly, and “buy” her way out.

Defendant assaulted Plaintiff’s wife and the child was watching all this from

his bedroom window. This incident led to Defendant refusing to allow Plaintiff’s

‘wife to do child exchanges, and also refusing to actually get out of her vehicle and

walk into McDonald’s to receive the child. Defendant does not want to be on camera 4

during exchanges so she is fear to act inappropriately. Defendant has caused a
couple of scenes at McDonald’s as well ( See OFW 07/05/2021 ). At this time,
Plaintiff allows the child to walk out to Defendant’s vehicle so the exchanges-do not
stress the child out.

Then on 05/11/21 Defendant battered and abused our son. Defendant charged

12
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after the child, grabbed him by his throat, pushing him into his bedroom while hitting |

him and then threw him to the floor. LVMPD was called on 05/12/21 and CPS
responded and did a report on 5/13/21. The result from CPS was that Louie stayed
with Plaintiff for a 2 week cool off period. Plaintiff is still waiting on the CPS Report
that he ordered over 3 months ago.

However, this shows serious concern for Defendant remaining a joint physical
custodian of the child. A child interview would be appropriate to address the issues
the child is presently facing with Defendant. This is only going to be worse, because
Defendant has LOST her attempt to remain in her deceased husband’s home. This

belongs to his children, not Plaintiff. Coincidentally, Defendant will be forced to

relocate - and the child will be uprooted from his school if she is not in the same area |

- thus, the child being in a CHARTER SCHOOL would have been better for the
CHILD, because he would not be uprooted if he was attending the charter school.
ATTORNEY FEES

As stated by the Appellate Court, attorney fees were - and now are -
inappropriate, as the court failed to consider the disparity in income of the parties, or
the parties’ net worth. It is well established that in addition to the Brunzell factors,
in a family law matter, disparity in income and net worth be addressed. This is to
ensure that the disadvantaged party is not dragged back into court repeatedly over the
same ‘contempt’ allegations, just to churn out attorney fee awards - much like this
Defendant in this action.

Before granting an award of attorney fees, the district court must identify the
legal basis for the award and determine the reasonable amount of attorney fees to
award, Miller v. Wilfong, 121 Nev. 619, 623, 119 P.3d 727, 730 (2005). Further,
“attorney fees are not recoverable unless allowed by express or implied agreement or

when authorized by statute or rule.” Miller, 121 Nev. At 623, 199 P.3d at 730.

13
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Additionally, in family law cases, the district court “must also consider the
disparity in income of the parties when awarding fees.” (Citing Wright, 114 Nev. At
1370, 970 P.2d at 1073.)

Defendant’s monthly income from 4/2020 to 09/2020 was $10,170.40. Her net
worth after her husband passed in April 2020 was about $275,000. ($200,000
Farmers Life Insurance Policy and a $35,000 Loomis Employer life Insurance
Policy.) Defendant also received about $40k for an IBM 401k. This monthly income
is verifiable with the FDF she filed in Oct 2020. The Life insurance policies and
401k(s) are verifiable from the Estate case.

Plaintiff’s income before the gamish’ment of his pension was $3,006.63 per
month. Plaintiff’s income after the garnishment is $2,518.05 per month. Plaintiffhas
absolutely no ability to pay.

CONCLUSION

Based upon these facts, Plaintiff requests the court stay all financial orders, and
that child support be corrected as set forth herein.

DATED and DONE this 11th. day of October, 2021.

/s/ Jesus Luis Arevalo

JESUS LUIS AREVALO

Plaintiff in Proper Person
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DECLARATION OF JESUS L.UIS AREVALO
STATE OF NEVADA )
COUNTY OF CLARK
I, JESUS LUIS AREVALDOQ, state as follows:
1. That I am the Plaintiff in this matter, and everything in my opposition

SS

and countermotion is true and correct.

2. Thatlrequest that the court acknowledge two things: 1. I do not qualify
for the life insurance policy, thus there is not contempt. 2. That the figures provided
by Marshal Willick, who is NOT an actuary nor CPA, are wildly inaccurate - and
proper calculations are in process, and shall be provided prior to the hearing, if not
included herein.

3. Additionally I continue to request that child support be properly calculated,
pursuant to Henson v Henson.

4. Irequest I be awarded fees and costs. I incurred costs of properly valuating
the PERS policy, and the QDRO needs to be corrected immediately.

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

Dated this 11th day of October, 2021.

) Jesus Luis Arevalo
JESUS TUTS AREVALO

15
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This document has been prepared for members
of the Public Employees’ Retirement System of
Nevada to provide general information.

It is based on retirement law effective from
the 78th session of the Nevada Legislature, 2015.
This is not a legal document, nor is it intended to
serve as a basis for legal interpretation. Official
legal reference may be found in the Nevada
Revised Statutes. It is intended to assist you and
your attorney to determine benefits which may be
subject to a community property claim. [t should

not in any way be construed as legal advice.

Chapter 286 of the Nevada Revised Statutes
(NRS 286.6703) requires that a court judgment,
decree or order, created to provide authority
for PERS to split a benefit, be qualified by the
Public Employees’ Retirement System (PERS). To
be qualified, the order must include all of the
information provided in our sample Qualified
Domestic Relations Order (QDRO) and must be
in compliance with Chapter 286 of the Nevada
Revised Statutes.
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The Estimate Process

If you are going through a divorce, PERS can provide you
with information regarding your account. You may then take
this to your legal counsel for negotiations and the division of
community property.

Initially, PERS looks at the number of year_s of service you
have in our System. Depending on the number of years of service
credit the System will provide the following:

- Ifyou have less than five years of service and no employee
contributions, a letter stating you are not vested and you
are not eligible for benefits or a refund of any monies.

«  If you have less than five years of service but you have
personal contributions, a letter stating you are not vested
in our System. We will provide the dollar amount of your
personal contributions and any mandated employer-paid
monies that may be eligible for distribution if the member
terminates from public employment and submits a request.

- If you have more than five years of service credit in PERS, a
benefit estimate assuming termination of employment at
the end of the current month with benefits beginning the
first of the following month.

In addition, PERS will provide an estimate assuming
termination at the end of the current month with benefits
beginning as of the first eligible age, based on the plan you
are in and the number of years of service in PERS. Any personal
contributions you have paid into the System as well as any
mandated employer-paid monies- eligible for distribution will
also be provided with this information.

If you are already retired, a benefit estimate showing
what portion of the current benefit should be paid to the ex-
spouse based on the retirement option selected at the time of
retirement and the dates of marriage. The letter will also indicate
if the retirement option you selected at the time of retirement
already provides for a continuing benefit to the ex-spouse.

« If you have not been married the entire time you have
heen a member of PERS, the System will provide you with
an estimate showing the portion of the benefit to which
a spouse/ex-spouse is entitled based on years of service

2
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earned during the marriage divided by total years of service
in PERS. :

PERS will not project service credit or salary in divorce

estimates. These estimates are based on information posted to
the account as of the date of the request.

The Negotiation Process

There are four ways in which your retirement account could

be affected by a divorce:

1.

After an estimate is provided, a current value is established
for the retirement account. Current or present values can be

calculated by an actuary or by a CPA. PERS cannot provide
you with this calculation. Once a current value is calculated,
another asset may be used to offset your PERS retirement,
i.e. if the PERS account is valued at $50,000, then perhaps
$50,000 equity in the house could be traded to offset the
amount determined by the CPA or actuary to be the value of
the PERS benefit.

In the first scenario above, PERS requires a certified copy of the

Divorce Decree stating that the PERS benefit is the sole and separate
property of the member.

In the second through fourth scenarios, PERS requires a

Qualified Domestic Relations Order (QDRO) to begin making
payments to the ex-spouse at the time of retirement.

2. Courtdocumentsmay provide that,at the time of retirement,

the ex-spouse must receive a portion of the benefit, but
there is no requirement that the ex-spouse be designated as
beneficiary to receive a continuing benefit after the death of
the retiree. For example, if the member earned a benefit
of $1,000 per month and the court awarded $200 per month
to the ex-spouse, PERS would set up the retiree’s benefit at
$800 and the ex-spouse’s benefit at $200. If the ex-spouse
were to predecease the retiree, the retiree would begin
receiving the full $1,000 beginning the first of the month
following death. When the retiree passes away, payments
to the ex-spouse cease.

Court documents may provide that, at the time of
retirement, the retiree must select a plan to provide a



9800 Fredericksburg Road
San Antonio, Texas 78288
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JESUS L AREVALO September 29, 2021
6935 ALIANTE PKWY STE 104
N LAS VEGAS NV 89084-5819

Reference: Life Insurance Application Status
Dear Mr. Arevalo,

Thank you for choosing us for your life insurance needs. We've completed our review of the
following Simplified Whole Life application:

USAA number: 23909015
Pending policy number: T746203858

Like all life insurance companies, we have guidelines that determine when coverage can or
cannot be extended. Unfortunately, after carefully reviewing your application, we regret that
we arg unable 1o provide you with coverage because of your medical history; to include:

C SURE ' ), and post tranmatic stress disorder.

If you received any correéspondence prior to this letter that you interpret as coverage, please
disregard it. You do not have coverage. Also, if you bave an existing policy that you were
replacing, please continue paying the premiums on that policy.

The enclosed Summary of Rights explains your rights regarding your personal information in
our files.

Although we are not able to insure you, there are steps you can take to improve the financial
security -of your loved ones. Call our USAA Retirement Income Specialist at ‘
210-531-USAA (8722), our mobile shortout #8722 or 800-531-8722, Monday through Friday
from 7:30 a.m. to 10 p.m. CT and Saturday from 8 2.m. to 5 p.m. CT so they can help you
develop a comprehensive plan.

If you have questions about the decision on this life insurance application, pleage call me
directly at 800-235-8741; ext. 2-3162. Please contact us if you need further assistance.

Sincercly,

Eoser &/ T

Underwriting Team 2
USAA Life Insurance Company

Enc 1 osure

USAA # 23509015 - 38253 ~ 48623 - DM# 04607 - MKT.UWT.DCLL 24385-0720

¢y 'd’
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Official Policies

Of the

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT
SYSTEM OF NEVADA

693 West Nye Lane
Carson City, Nevada 89703

Effective: July 1, 2019
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286.6703 13.8

286.6703 13.9

286.6703 13.10
286.6703 13.11
286.6703 13.12
286.6703 13.13
286.6703 13.14

submission of the judgment, decree or order. The System will not

process the judgment, decree or order until the required Social Security
Numbers are submitted.

Receipt of a judgment, decree, or order which does not comply with
Chapter 286 of NRS, or the System’s Policies, will serve as a temporary
notice to the System of a forthcoming order regarding distribution of a
member's benefit. Any attempts to obtain a refund of contributions
from such member’s account will not be allowed for a period of 90 days
from receipt by the System of such judgment, decree, or order.

If the judgment, decree, or order awards 100% of the benefit to the
alternate payee, the alternate payee shall receive 100%, less a minimum
check of $10.00 to the retired employee.

If a retired employee submits a judgment, decree or order awarding a
portion of their benefit to an alternate payee, the benefit change will be
effective with the next monthly check run following the receipt of the
approved certified copy of the order.

If a judgment, decree, or order indicates that arrearages are owed by the
member or retired cmployee to an alternate payee, the System will not
participate in the collection of these arrearages. Arrangements for
payment must be made between the two parties.

If a retired employee returns to work for a Nevada public employer in a
position eligible for membership and fails to notify the System in a
timely manner, as delineated in NRS 286.520(2)(a), the retired
employee is responsible for reimbursing the System for all benefits that
have been overpaid, including any benefits paid to his alternate payee.

If the retired employec's account is suspended for any reason, his
alternate payee's account shall also be suspended. If the retired
employee's account is canceled, the alternate payee's benefit shall be
stopped indefinitely unless the alternate payee is the beneficiary under
one of the Options 2 through 7.

If the judgment, decree, or order indicates that the System is to pay the
alternate payec for a specific period of time, it is the responsibility of
the retired employee to apprise the System 30 days prior to the date the
payments to the alternate payee are to stop or change.
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286.200
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286.200

10.41

10.42

10.43

following: 2% in years 4 through 6; 3% in years 7 through 9; 3.5%
in years 10 through 12; 4% in years 13 and 14 and 5% in the 15%
year and thereafter.

b.  For members with an cffective date of membership from January
1, 2010, through June 30, 2015, if the allowance of a benefit
recipient has not kept pace with the CPI-U, a post-retirement
increase will be based on the following: 2% in years 4 through 6,
3% in years 7 through 9; 3.5% in years 10 through-12; and 4% in
the 13" year and thereafter.

c.  For members with an effective date of membership on or after July
1, 20185, if the allowance of a benefit recipient has not kept pace
with the CPI-U, a post-retirement increase will be based on the
following: 2% in years 4 through 6; 2.5% in years 7 through 9;
and the lesser of the CPI cap or 3% every year thereafter.

If the allowance of a benefit recipient increased faster than the CPI-U,
the post-retirement increase shall be capped by the moving average of
the CPI-U at June 30" for the preceding three years. Any adjustment
due under this policy shall remain in effect for one year.

A retired employee must receive a net benefit of at least $10.00. If
deductions are authorized by a retired employee, the retired employee's
benefit must be at least $10.00 plus the total of the deductions or the
retired employee must make arrangements to pay the vendor or
employer direct.

In the event there are six consecutive uncashed checks, the account will
be suspended until a notarized statement has been received from the
retiree.
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Gma“ J Rev <wrath702@gmail.com>

FW: Delao Arevalo hearing

Lorien Cole <lorien@willicklawgroup.com> Fri, Jun 5, 2020 at 11:41 AM
To: J Rev <wrath702@gmail.com> e e
Cc: Cat Delao <cat.delac@yahoo.com>, Mallory Yeargan <mallory@uwillicklawgroup.com>, Marshal Willick
<marshal@willicklawgroup.com> ‘

A

*

Dear Mr. Arevalo,
| have had a chance to discuss some of these issues wi_th Ms. Delao:

Schedule

You agreed in open court with Judge Hoskin (before we represented Ms. Delao) to the current custodial schedule. The
only part of the schedule that was altered was the “floating vacation” days, which was also outlined in Ms. Delac’s
countermotion. In the original order, she had three floating vacation days, and you had none. In the new schedule, Ms.
Delao added nine days for each of you, which was also to address a previous complaint from you on OFW. Judge Hoskin
questioned you during the October hearing, and you agreed the new order should include the change of floating vacation
days. :

If you are still in disagreement with the ordered schedule, we recommend setting up an appointment for family court
mediation center, and dividing the cost (usually no more than $100 per person). If you are agreeable, we can prepare a
stipulation to initiate the FMC referral.

Subpoena

Ms. Delao’s employer’s legal department did report they complied with the subpoena, so whatever you received is the
information responsive to your subpoena. '

Ms. Delao did receive an additional unemployment check starting on April 15 of $540. She has been informed that she
wi going back to work shortly, butitis likely going to be part-time. The situation is fluid at this time.

What monthly payments are you referring to that Ms. Delao will coflect upon the passing of her husband? We are
unaware of such payments, but if you are aware of some, she woutd like to know.

Insurance

Ms. Delao reports you told her you would have insurance on Louie at the beginning of May. Did you not have insurance

for Louie in May? If not, when did you get him insurance?
(_M j\( B ({/i )
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Child Support

How Does Child Support Workin Nevada? ...

Child support calculator effective February, 2020:

Willick Law Group Child Support Calculator

As of February 1, 2020, Nevada made the most sweeping changes to its child support laws in over 30
years. The prior Nevada child support statutes in Chapter 125B of the Nevada Revised Statutes were
entirely replaced by administrative regulations set out as Chapter 425 of the Nevada Administrative Code,
which may be reviewed at https://www.lég.state.nv.us/NAC/NAC-425.htmi.

Those regulations, and the case law, govern who has an obligation, haw long the obligation lasts, what the
obligation is, when and how the obligation may be modified, and fimited issues regarding collection of the

obligation. ‘
SR



Basically, all parents have a duty to suppart their children, regardless of marital status. The duty of support
continues until 18 (or 19, if the child is still in high school). The obligation could extend indefinitely for a
handicapped child. '

Nevada Child Support Formula

The math involved in the new calculations is more complicated than in the prior child support statutes,
Instead of the simple percentages-per-child with statutory presumptive maximums, the new regulations
require a varying percentage of gross monthly income on the first $6,000 of income, depending on the
number of children, a lower percentage on the next $4,000, and a still-lower percentage for income
exceeding $10,000 per month.

The new regulations eliminated both the prior statutory presumptive maximum (sometimes called “the
cap”)-and the prior $100 statutory presuniptive minimum. Now, on the low end of incomes, instead of a
presumptive $100 per month, the regulations adopt reference o the federal poverty tables, which change
annually. There is no presumptive maximum.

In the 1998 Wright v. Osburn case, the Nevada Supreme Court held that in 50/50 joint custody cases, child
support would offset, so that the parent with the higher income would pay support to the parent with the
lower incame. In 2003, in Wesley v. Foster, the Court clarified that the offset should take place before, not
after, application of the statutory presumptive maximums. And in the 2009 Rivero v. Rivero case, the Court
extended that offset calculation to all “joint custody” cases, which it defined as all cases in which the
parents share custody 60/40 or closer.

Where there is joint custody of one or more children, the existing "offset” method is used in the new
regulations. Where there is a mix of primary custody and joint custody, each parent’s bligation to the other
is separately calculated and then offset.

The commissian has work to do in future years. For example, where alimony paid or received fits into the
calculations is unclear. The existing regulations also say nothing about multiple family situations, which
some people term “serial parents” ~ situations where a.person might have children in common with two or
more other parents.

For some ideas of how to address serial parent situations, see Legal Note Vol. 32 = How to. Calculate Child
Support with Multiple Families, posted at https://www.willicklawgroup.com/vol-32-how-ta-calculate-child-
support-with-multiple-families?.

Free Tools to Calculate Child Support Under the Regulations

As part of our work creating the full MLAW Child Support program, we developed a dynamic estimator
under the regulations - its free, and posted on the main landing page of www.willicklawgroup.com under
the heading “New Child Support Regulations Interactive Graph: Click here ta learn more."

It allows anyane€ to get a quick view of support across a range of numbers of children and income levels in
a couple seconds, and takes into account the poverty-level alterations for low income cases.



The full MLAW Child Support program is designed in question-and-answer format, to take into account the
split custody-situations and do automatic.calculations of the offsets, taking into account the poverty
guidelines on the low end, and do the math for medical and child care costs. It takes only moments to
enter all required information. e

We have donated it to public use, and made it available on line to anyone, from any device, in all Nevada
self-help centers, the law libraries, and the courtrooms (at least in Clark County) so even pro 3e litigants
can quickly and correctly calculate support under the new regulations.

You can get to the program at Willick Law. Group Child Support Calculator. It has been added to the landing
page for the WLG and QDRO Masters welb sites, and is an option for anyone logging into the home page of
MLAW as well. Results can be printed to take to court.

The program will be tweaked as'the regulations are altered, as we have been told they will be, for example
to provide hetter methodology for dealing with alimony in child support calculations, and other
complications,

Details on How the New Regulations Calculate Support Obligations

Replacing the prior statutes’ “total amount of income” language, the regulations try o define "gross
monthly income” {GMI) with greater specificity. GM! expressly does include:

1. Salary and wages, including, without limitation, money eamed from overtime pay if such overtime pay is
substantial, consistent and can be accurately determined.

2. Interest and investment income not including the principal.

3. Social Security disability and old-age insurance benefits under Federal law.
mom a pension, retirement plan or annuity that is considered "remuneration for
employment.”

5. Net proceeds resulting from workers' compensation or other personal injury awards intended to replace
income.

6. Unemployment insurance.

7. Income continuation benefits.

8. Voluntary contributions to a deferred compensation plan, employee contributions ta an employee benefit
or profit-sharing plan, and voluntary empfoyee contributions 1o any pension or tetirement account,
regardless of whether the account provides for tax deferral or avoidance.

9. Military allowances and veterans’ benefits.

10. Compensation for lost wages.

11. Undistributed income of a business entity in which a party has an ownership interest sufficient to
individually exercise control over or access the earnings of the business, unless the income is included as
an asset for the purposes of imputing income pursuant to a separate section of the proposed guidelines.
The regulations further define what is included:

a. "Undistributed income” means federal taxable income of 8 business entity plus depreciation claimed on.
the entity's federal income tax return less a reasonable allowance for economic depreciation.

Al



b. A “reasonable allowance for economic depreciation” means the amount of depreciation on assets
computed using the straight- line method and useful lives as determined under federal income tax
laws and regulations. -

12. Child care subsidy payments if a party is a child care provider.

13. Alimony.

14. All other income of a party, regardless of whether suchincome is taxable. -

GMI under the new guidelines expressly does not include:

1. Child support received.

2. Foster care or kinship care payments. | _

3. Benefits received under the federal Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program.

4. Cash benefits paid:by a country.

5. Supplemental security income benefits and state supplemental payments.

6. Except as otherwise provided in the gQideiines. payments made for social services or any other public
assistance benefits.

7. Compensation for losses, including, without limitation, both general and special damages, from personal
injury awards not.intended to replace income.

Other Notable Changes from Prior Nevada Child Support Law

Voluntary unemployment or underemployment no longer needs to be proven to be “for the purpose of
avoiding child support” to result in imputation of income for the obligor parent. Imputed support now
explicitly looks to the assets of the obligor, along with other factors.

The 10% penalty pravision has been prospectively eliminated. Interest at the legal rate continues to accrue
on all child support that is due but unpaid.

Courts are now required to “consider” the reasonable costs of child care paid by either or both parties and
make an equitable division of those costs,

Each court is required to require that "medical support,” including the cost of insurance, be provided, hut
there is no specified requirement for how 1o divide that cost between parents.”

Time will tell as to what some of the undefined terms mean.

The prior “deviation factors” have been shortened, eliminating the prior included considerations for cost of
pregnancy, amount of time spent with the child, the child's age, and medical insurance and care expenses,
which are now provided for separately.

There is now mandatory process. for stipulating to child support outside of the numbers that would be
provided by the requlations.

Incarceration af a parent may for 6 months or fonger is not be treated as "voluntary unemployment.”



If an order of support for multiple children does not break out the “per child” sum, it continues even after
one of the children emancipates until a motion or stipulation is filed.

8tger Statutory and Case Law Requirements for Child Support
rders

Apparently, as a matter of public policy, child support may not be made non-modifiable, reqardiess of the
agreement of the parties to make it so, as the Nevada Supreme Court he!d in Ferandez v. Fernandez.

Where the parents are separated, and only one of them has been providing for the child, it is possible to
obtain an order for up to faur years’ back support. Once a support award has been established, however,
amounts that have accrued are generally:not retroactively modifiable.

Statutory interest, and certain penalties, accrue on child support that is due but unpaid. Mr. Willick
developed the software (known as the “Marshal Law Judgment and Interest Calculator,” or “MLaw") that is
in use throughout this state that calculates the amount of interest and penalties due on unpaid child
support. That software is (of course) used in all child support arrearage cases handled by this office, and is
available for use at the Clark County self-help center as well. More detail can be found on our Interest &
Penalties page

A special statute called the "Uniform Interstate Family Support Act,” or “UIFSA” governs the establishment
and enforcement of child support orders when the parents live in different States.

WILLICK LAW GROUP has extensive experience in child support cases. Mr. Willick chaired the State Bar of
Nevada Committee that reviewed Nevada's child support laws in 1992 and 1996, and several attorneys of
the firm have writtén and lectured on the subject.

« Tax-free Equivalency Calculator

« Rivero v. Rivero (defining legal and physical custody and how child support varies with custody)

« Percentage of Custodial Time in Typical Custody Schedules

« Worksheet A - Primary Physical Custody Child Support Calculation Worksheet; you will need to print the
Presumptive Maximum chart below before filing out this worksheet.

« Warksheet B - Joint Physical Custody Support Calculation Worksheet; you will need to print the
Presumptive Maximum chart below before filing out this worksheet.

« Presumptive Maximum Amounts Adjusted for July 1, 2019 to June 30, 2020

« Presumptive Maximum Amounts Adjusted for July 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019

« Child Suppart by Hourly Wage 2018-2019 Spreadsheet

« Presumptive Maximum Amounts Adjusted for July 1, 2017 to June 30, 2018

« Child Support by Hourly Wage 2017-2018 Spreadsheet

« Presumptive Maximum Amounts Adjusted for July 1, 2016 to June 30, 2017

« Child Support by Hourly Wage 2016-2017 Spreadsheet
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To Whom it May Concern — 09/29/2021

Providence Dental: (located at 7181 N, Hdalapai Way Suite #105, Las Vegas, NV 89166), has relocated
their pediatric practice to a new location {located at 9800 W. Skye Canyon Parkway Suite #120 called Go
Kids Dental). This change in physical location occurred in April of 2021. Since this date, Providence
Dental has had to cancel any pediatric appointment that was scheduled for this office due to no longer
having a pediatric dentist. We did notify families of pediatric patients of the office relocating via emails,

letters, and phone calls,

As our records indicate —

Luis Arevalo (DOB - 08/28/2009) was scheduled for a dental checkup and cleaning on June 4™ of 2021,
but this appointment was cancelled by Providence Dental due to the office no longer practicing
pediatrics. This appointment for Luis was originally scheduled in June of 2020. As of 09/29/2021 Jesus

Arevalo has been made aware of the new office location, and phone number.
Piease feel free to contact our office with any further questions.
Providence Lental

7181 N, Hualapai Way, Suite 105
Las vegas, NV 89166
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Message Report

Generated: 10/08/2021 at 07:40 PM by Jesus Arevalo
Number of messages: 1

Timezone: America/Los_Angeles

Parents: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao

Child(ren): Louie Arevalo

our family wizard

QurFamilyWizard, LLC.

230 13th Avenue NE, Minbeapolis, MN 55413
ourfamilywizard.com
info@onrfamilywizard.com

(866) 755-9991

Third Party:

Message 1 of 1

Sent: 03/25/2020 at 08:43 AM

From: Catherine Delao

To: Jesus Arevalo (First Viewed: 03/30/2020 ar 07:53 AM)
Subject: Louie - Pediatrician 03/2020

Louic had an appdintmcnt with his pediatrician yesterday for a referral to have him tested for dyslexia. The pediatrician office then informed me that
you have notlisted a PCP on your insurance. They cannot send a referral without the PCP being complete. Please complete the PCP & let them

know so they can send out the referral. They did find a psychiatrist in your network.

The well check visit was the $25.00 co-pay.

Please send me the EOB when you get it so I can pay my share of the visit.

i‘\/O rcce’*\is* ??,?
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Page 1 of 1
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Message Report

OurFamilyWizard, LLC.

Generated: 10/08/2021 at 07:37 PM by Jesus Arevalo _ ! L
. ) 230 13th Avenue NE; Minneapolis, MN $5413
Number of messages: 1 ourfamilywizard.com
Timezone: America/Los_Angeles info@ourfamilywizard.com
{866) 755-9991
Parents: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao
Child(ren): Louie Arevilo
Third Party:
Message 1 of 1
Sent: 03/25/2020 ac 08:39 AM
From: Catherine Delao
To: Jesus Arevalo (First Viewed: 03/30/2020 at 07:53 AM)
Subject: Louie’s Eye Appointment

As you know, Louie went to the optometrist.

Total cost for his visic & glasses was $115.00. You will see it on your EOB.

His prescription changed slightly, and since he told me he had lost his glasses, I went ahead & got him a new pair. Louie then told me he found his

original glasses at your house.

/\/o e el
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Page 1 of 1
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Message Report ,, ‘our family wizard
Generated: 10/08/2021 at 08:16 PM by Jesus Arevalo OurFamilyWizard, LLC,
230 13th Avenue NE, Minneapolis, MN 55413
Number of messages: 1 N ourfamilywizard.com
Timezone: America/Los_Angeles info@ourfamilywizard.com
(866) 7559991
Parents: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao
Child(ren): Louie Arevalo
Third Party:
Message 1 of 1
Sent: 05/19/2020 at 02:11 PM -
From: Catherine Delao
To: Jesus Arevalo (First Viewed: 05/19/2020 at 02:17 PM)
Subject: Louie Health Insurance

Attachments:  103.24.20 _-_Louie_Dr_Visit.pdf (2 MB)

I received a call from Louie's pediatrician regarding Louie’s appointment for tomorrow morning ar 10:00 am in regards to his behavioral issues.

Ijust want you to know, Louie has already had this appointment in March so we could get a referral for him to be tested for dyslexia. As of right now,
1 have the referral & everything is set up for Louie to go get tested. We are just waiting on you to provide the health insurance information. Lhave
attached a copy of the bill as proof. (Your half of the bill is $44.08.) If this is what you are taking Louie in for, please consider canceling this
appointnent because he has alréady had this appointment & it will be a waste of money.

Please have an insurance card for me (so I have my own personal "Louie Insurance Card” as you are court ordered to provide for me, & it must be an.
actual card, not @ copy of the card) tomorrow when you come to pick up Louie for the exchange.

\
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HealthCare Partners Nevada:

2/ rniRcinta Healthoate Gonpaly .
HEALTHCARE PARTNERS NEVADA KE
_ POBOX 3475

BN Toledo, OH 43607»0475
& 'RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED
004588 - '
0101

1266769903 |

0510712020

HEALTHCARE PARTNERS MEDICAL GROUP

JESUS LUIS AREVALO Mailstop; 18068982

7661 N JONES BLVD PO BOX 660535

LAS VEGAS, NV 89131-2120 DALLAS, TX 75266-0535

phl gt sendacks Doyt 1T o "ql‘hmlhl"u"[ fletete ittt gt el IR

1406494200000000000000000000012667699030507202000000063169

: ADER | DEsT
DOINVOICE NUKMBER |
; : H P S s s g et s S 1 et o ! S UUION SR
| LUIS:AREVALO 03/24/20 NAIMANMD  PROFESSIONAL VISIT | $152.00
VINV #: 70772912
P 04/02/20 _ Copayment/Patient Payment . $:25.00
Lo 040320 3 ©INSURANCE BILLED '
o 042420 . NV AETNA PAYMENT A , $-0.00
‘  Contractual Adjustment $-63.84

\ TOTALDUE THIS INVOICE: -~~~ L8316

BICTEH] 424401-HCPNVS TMT B16305407448720-P; 2004823.2-213; 318480991, 1

iy : -

Thank you for your payment. Note: Thers is still a balance remaining on your account. Please remit 2 ANGLY : $63.16

- payment or contact the Billing Division to make arrangements Thank you. Office Hours: 8:00.amto 3:30 | - DUE )
\ pm PST Monday thru Fnday Pay your bill on-line ‘at www.hcpnv. oom , Patlent Resources and select "Maka o _

a Paymem" : L R L Looh FORBHLING INQUIRIES CALL:

844-358-5093
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A\ V ;, lj:nte,rmountain@ | STATEMENT DATE ACCOUNT NUMBER
Healthcare | 01/07/2021 12(36769903

Online: _ : Total Charges Submitted ' - $837.00
" hitps:/fimhcares.ixt.com 1 o : O

- Amount You Saved - Total Insurance Payments. , - $24746

Mall s Total Adjustments - §31868°

View pay stub below Patients Payments ~ $0.00

Phone: ~Amount Owed - $270.86
1-833-862-1400 o )

Payment Due 01727/2021

Billing Details : . Page1of4

» AMOUNT PATIENT
DATE  SERVICE DETALS CHARGES | ADILSTENTS o AHOUNTS O ALancE
08/18/20 - PROFESSIONAL VISIT $152.00
11/05/20 NV MULTIPLAN PHCS PAYMENT : $0.00
Contractual Adjustment » $84.43
$67.57

MESSAGE: Qur records indicate you have not responded to our previous statement, If payment already sém plaase disregard this message. Please remit
payment or contact the Billing Division if you have questions. Thank you. Office Hours: 8:00 am to 3:30 pm PST Monday thru Friday Pay your bill on-
- line at www.hcpnv.com, Patient Resources and select "Make a Payment”.

HERNZREGN] 424923-HCPNVSTMT2-979016-455600136-P; 2355816-1-689; 32506061-2; 1
TO ENSURE PROPER CREDIT, DETAGCH AND RETURN PORTION BELOW IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE,

' 0 mescovee [ : _ ,
o ® . a8 . IBCOV i j MERICAN EXPRESS)
\W} lntermountam , i et 2 pmiinigiriass
Healthcare N L : ,
POBOX 3475
Toledo, OH 43607-0475
RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED

BXE BATE

12G6769803  {01/27/2021 $270.86

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR IMPORTANT tNFORMA’inN

o
003118 - JESUS LUIS AREVALO - : INTERMOUNTAIN HEALTHCARE
0202 4055 BOX CANYON FALLS AVE Mailstop: 18068982

NORTH LAS VEGAS, NV 89085-4422 [P)SLEI;,?S( %‘_5)?‘_57%52 66-0536
U R R U U TR AT | TR S ST ARRONARAGNE r
LU R R TR TR IR

et

160689820000000000000000000001L86676990301272021,00000270862



;, lntermountam* |
Healthcare

A

Billing Details Page 3 of 4

CONTINUED

_ \ _ ' ) AMOUNT - PATIENT .

DATE  SERVICEDETALS CUATRES ASA'%S;:? 5%51‘?.5‘3?,“&2‘&2? YOUPAID BALANCE
09/29/20 PROFESSIONAL VISIT $218.00
09/29/20 INJECTION ADMINISTRATION $70.00 '
09/29/20 INJECTION ADMINISTRATION $54.00
09/29/20 IMMUNIZATIONS $65.00 _

-08/29/20.. IMMUNIZATIONS . $278.00 -~ - - : e b e s e
10/27/20 NV MULTIPLAN PHCS PAYMENT $247.46 '
Contractual Adjustment $234.25 ,
 $203.29

M
| ]

003118
0102

: ‘ 840078 (P
NI 424923-HCPNVSTMT2-979016-455600136-P: 2355816-1-689; 32506061-2: 3 {Pe0}



Message Report ‘our family wizard
Generated: 10/08/2021 at 11:30 PM by Jesus Arevalo OurFamilyWizard, LLC.
230 13th Avenue NE, Minneapolis, MN 55413
Number of messages: 1 ourfamilywizard.com '
Timezone: America/Los_Angeles info@ourfamilywizard.com
(866} 755-9991
Parents: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao
Child(ren): Louie Arevalo
Third Party:
Message 1 of 1
Sent: 02/22/2021 at 06:24 PM.
From: Catherine Delao
To: Jesus Arevalo (First Viewed: 02/22/2021 at 09:07 PM)
Subject: Reé: Paperwork

I asked Louie to call you to see if you were home so I could give you some bapenwork. You said no you were not going to be home.

On 02/22/2021 at 06:18 PM, Jesus Arevalo wrote:

To: Catherine Delao (First Viewed: 02/22/2021 at 06:20 PM)
Subject: Paperwork

You know better . After all the times you tell me not to use Louie as a go between. You should have sent me a Wizard and discussed with me
what it was. If it has to do with school or an actively for Louie. His text would have said. Louie told me verbally it paperwork from you. So
what isit? If it’s legal paperwork? Use a process server. I'm sure your many attorneys you are paying for can assist you. If ic has to do with Louie
and school? More than happy-to receive it. Also how dare you tell our son to hang up on his father. I have never done that to you and never
would. You are pure evil and your Judgement day for your actions are approaching sooner than later.
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Message Report our family wizard
Generated: 10/08/2021 at 11:34 PM by Jesus Arevalo QurFamilyWizard, LLC,

A 230 13th Avenue NE, Minsicapolis, MN 53413
Number of messages: 1 ourfamilywizard com
Timezone: America/Los_Angeles info@oucfamilywizard.com

» (866) 755-9991

Parents: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao
Child(ren): Louie Arevalo

Third Party: L YRLURSEY!

Message 1 of 1

Sent: 02/24/2021 at 10:54 AM

From: Jesus Arevalo

To: Catherine Delao (First Viewed: 02/24/2021 at 10:55 AM)
Subject: Re: Today’s Exchange

You caused all the issues this morning. Per your request in court, spouses are allowed to do the.exchanges for us, with our child. That isthe ONLY
reason Veronica was there this morning.

You proceeded to walk out at 8:00 am, without Louie carrying a large orange manila envelope. Which had the appearance of legal paperwork.
Veronica tried to wave you off and tell you nicely she cannot accept legal paperwork on my behalf. You proceeded to forcefully shove the legal sized
envelope through a small opening in a rear driver side window of her vehicle. When Veronica delivered it back to you. You again walked over ta the
vehicle, lifting up the windshield wiper and placing the envelope under it. Veronica had to decline and give it back toyou a second time. When you.
did not get your way. You refused to do the child exchange. Loaded Louie up in your vehicle and speed of 2

Me and you had this conversation two days ago when you used Louie’s cell to text me and ask if I was home so you could drop oft “paperwork™ 1
called you back, I asked what type of paperwork it was? You refused to tell me what it was? You got angry and made Louie hang np on me.

I then sent you a message through Our Family Wizard. That message was also two days ago. I again asked what type of paperwork it was? Explained to
you I would except anything that had to do with Louie other than legal paperwork pertaining to the legal issues we are in courtover. According to

Our Family Wizard, you read the message but did NOT respond.

If it was the dyslexia testing results from 7 moths ago, you just scanned and emailed? You could have simple said so and I would have excepted chem.
Since it has to do with education, you could have also put them in his backpack.

You handled things all wrong. From start to finish. Next time be an adult and communicate with me through family Wizard.

On 02/24/2021 at 08:07 AM, Catherine Delao wrote:

To: Jesus Arevalo (First Vicwed: 02/24/2021 ar 08:22 AM)
Marshal Willick
Subject: Today’s Exchange ‘
Your wife came m‘pi‘ck up louie. She is being irrational & verbally abusive. I don’t wanther at my house. You can pick louie up at McDonald’s,
our exchange site.
@Z{mr famity wizard Page 1 of 1
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Message Report > our fomily wizord
Generated: 10/08/2021 at 11:49 PM by Jesus Arevalo ' OurFamilyWiwd, LLC.

) 230 13ch Avenue NE, Minneapolis, MN 55413
Number of messages: 1 : ourfamilywizard.com
Timezone: America/Los_Angeles : “info@ourfamilywizard.com
S (866) 755-9991

Parents: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao
Child(ren): Louie Arevalo

Third Party:

Message 1 of 1

Sent: 05/12/2021 ar 09:54 AM

From: Jesus Arevalo

To: Catherine Delac (First Viewed: 05/12/2021.at 12:22 PM)
Subject: Re: Louie’s discipline

Everything matches up except you grabbing him by the front of the neck. So now you are saying that Louie for absolutely no reason what so ever is
lying to me about what happened? Louie is not a liar or behavioral problem in school , here or anywhere else? Not to-mention he gets good grades
with all the stress of on line and part time in person due to Covid. Not to mention the stress of you sitting there and watching him over his shoulder.
while he’s doing online school or homework and making him redo assignments when you are not satisfied with his grade and effort.

I have never told him to be disrespectful to you or talk back. In my household if he has a question about something me or my wife has told him or
instructed him to do? Louie is allowed to ask questions and let us know how he fecls and why, in a respectful manner, We also do not count him
being upset as disrespectful.

A lot of this can be and would be avoided if you would keep communication open with me about Louie. I've sent you several emails asking 1o dueso
and you have refused. So the fact that he doesn’t have a father figure at your house is your fault. You could easily call me when ever you have an issue
with him and have me talk to him and set him straight. I remember when we use to do that and how effective it was. | do not agree with Louie
disrespecting you, me or my wife.

Be careful about reaching out to other men that are NOT his father and NOT your boyfiiend ot husband, It will send Louie the wrong message. He
still misses Steve and was not excited about his last camping/hiking trip because it reminded him Steve is gone. Not to mention other men that you are
just friends with can also be wolves in sheep’s clothing.

So I will extend my hand again as always. If you want to communicate strictly about Louie when it comes to his behavior, school or other issues? U'm
always here. Also you need to either get a land line, give Louie access to his cell or unblock me from yours. 'm allowed reasonable phone contact with
Louie, per our divorce decree.

On 05/12/2021 at 09:20 AM, Catherine Delao wrote:

To: Jesus Arevalo (First Viewed: 05/12/2021 at 09:32 AM)
Subject: Re: Louie’s discipline

After being told not to, my son was being disrespectful, again. So L went to his room, grabbed him by the shoulder, spun-him around to spank
him. He put his hands in front of his butt so basically I smacked his hands. 'm pretty sure you know when you wrestle with him his thing is to
drop to the floor to get away. He went to do that & I didn’t catch him, 1 just let him fall, '

I told him he had never spoken to his Dad like that nor does he speak to his father like that so 1 don’t understand why he thinks it’s ok to speak
to me like that, I told him I wasn’t going to tolerate it anymore. He was restricted to his room for the rest of the night.

I don’c have a father figure in my home anymore. It's just me. And because Louic’s father keeps telling him he doesn’t have to listen to his
mother, my son has severe behavioral problems at my house. He has been grounded for practically the entire month of May yet nothing seems

@3}" our family wizord Page 1 of 2
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to be deterring him from his disrespectful behavior. I am reaching out to other fathers & strong male figures in Louie’s life to help show him
how to be 2 man, because a mom cannot show her son how to be 2 man.

On 05/12/2021 at 08:21 AM, Jesus Arevalo wrote:

To: Catherine Delao (First Viewed: 05/12/2021 at 09:02 AM) -
Subject: Louie’s discipline

I would like to kinow your side of the story? Yesterday Louis said he responded to you and said what? He said you got angry ran up to him
grabbed him around the front of his neck and tried to spank him and when you couldn’t spank him you threw them to the ground and started
yelling at him? I would like your side of the story and a full explanation?

@fw family wizord Page 2 of 2
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Message Report /{our family wizard
Generated: 10/08/2021 at 11:46 PM by Jesus Arevalo OurFamilyWizard, LLC.

. . 230 13th Avenue NE, Minneapolis, MN 55413
Number of messages: 1 ‘ otitfamilywizard.com
Timezone: America/Los_Angeles . L info@ourfamilywizard.com

{866) 755-9991
Parents: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao
Child(ren): Louie Arevalo
Third Party:
Message 1 of 1
£

Sent: 05/13/2021 ac 03:07 PM
From: Catherine Delao
To: Jesus Arevalo (First Viewed: 05/13/2021 at 03:09 PM)

Marshal Willick
Subject: Child Protective Services

You will stop at nothing to continue to harass me,

Before I got a-visit from CPS$ today, I was trying to figure out what to do with Louie & his behavior problem. He has been on restriction at my house.
since April 19th. After alot of debate & suggestions from all the people who have Louie & my best interest at heart, they suggested I let Louie stay
with you for the rest of the month. This would not be a punishment for Louie. This would not be a reward for Louie. This will be an-experience for

Louie. I am notabandoning my son, [ am trying to help him.

I want to make this perfectly clear. am NOT giving up any of my parental rights. T am NOT giving up any of my custodial rights. We will continue
to have joint legal & joint physical custody. This is a ONE-TIME arrangement.

This is also what I told CPS even befare they told me you said Louie was "terrified” of me.

So just to be clear, you arc going to keep Louie frorm May 14th through May 31st. 1 will pick up Louie at 8:00am on June 1st. Then we will go back
to our regular custody schedule.

I can’t believe you turned our son on me but I can’t say I'm surprised since you did the exact same thing to Mackenzie & her mom. And I'm already
preparing myself for all the deliberate alienation you will be putting on Louie by the time he rerurns to my house.

o
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Message Report our family wizard
Generated: 10/09/2021 at 12:16 AM by Jesus Arevalo ' ' OurFamilyWizard, LLC.

oy 230 13th Avenue NE, Minnéapolis, MN $5413
Number of messages: 1 ourfamilywizard.com
Timezone: America/Los_Angeles . infogourfanilywizard.com

- RN (866} 753-9991

Parents: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao
Child(ren): Louic Arevalo
Third Party:
Message 1 of 1
Sent: 07/05/2021 ar 08:28 AM
From: Jesus Arevalo
To: Catherine Delao (First Viewed: Never)
Subject: Re: 07/05/21 - Exchange

I am simply following your request and following the court order. Public exchanges were put in place because they are on camera and there are
witnesses. Sorry I forgot my cell today. :

Last exchange ( Friday July 2, 2021 ) you caused a scene by screaming inside the McDonald’s for Louie to come on and hurry up. Then you screamed
ac me and told me I 'was going bald. You scared Louic and upset him, You also startled the employees. You also ripped the soda out of his hands while
he was drinking and poured it out. Please do NOT take your anger out on our son anymore. It’s abusive.

Today exchange ( July 5 th, 2021 ) you opened the door to McDonald’s and immediately stare yelling at me? Scaring and upsetting our son again with
your drama. Please stop get control of your anger. You are scaring and upsetting our son Louie with your actions. Thank you.

On 07/05/2021 at 07:56 AM, Catherine Delao wrote:

To: Jesus Arevalo {(First Viewed: 07/05/2021 at 08:16 AM)
Subject: 07/05/21 - Exchange

Ate you going to let me have Louie or are you still in love with me & need to see me some more?

C a "\*\'\xﬁ;c\v\ﬁ (;oxus”\.v\g mer €@
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g_nmmme Report

our fomily wizord

Generated: 10/09/2021 ar 12:23 AM by Jesus Arevalo Woﬂ»wﬂmijm.wm -

Number of messages: 1 gﬁ?ﬁhg P
limezone: America/Los_Angeles ﬁgigi Svigun "

Pareats: Jesus Arevalo, Catherine Delao

Child{ren): Louic Arevalo

Third Party:

Message L of 1

Sent: 08/25/2021 2t 05:25 PM

From: Jesus Arevalo

To: - Catherine Delzo (Firse Viewed: Never)

Subject: Re: Louie’s assignment

You are being ridiculous. This is our son. He needs his PE clothes and home

On 08/25/2021 at 05:18 PM, Catherine Delao wrote:
To: Jesus Asevalo (First Fiewed: 08/25/2021 at 05:21 PM)
Subject: Re: Louit’s assigniment

Duly noted

On 08/28/2021 at 05:16 PM, Jesus Arevalo wrotes
To: Catherine Delao (Firat Viewed: 08/25/2021 at 05:17 PM)
Subject: Louie’s assignment

This is 2 very concerning, Louie is very responsible most of the time. However he is 2 young man and sometimes makes mistakes. Forgesting
something once in a while is perfectly normal. Sinee you are the reason his assignment will not be furned in thac is aiready hate. I will email his
teacher and let the reacher know how childish and angry you are and not allowing him to come to the house and pick up work he needs to tuem
in. I will also make sure to inform all his teachers and counselor of your childish nature and anger toward Louie not'being able to come ta your
house and pick things up but he forgers when he's with his father. If you are really concermed about his grades. You are more thas welcome to
drop it off at my house later tonight as always

@w@« fomity wizord Pagelof1
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Social Security Administration
Retirement, Survivors and Disability Insurance
Notice of Award

Western Program Service Center
P.G. Box 2%

Richmond, California 94802-1791
Date: May 18, 2020 v

BNC# 20MS914D94180-E

g bt be gy e pgbbabya g figtighe

(003243 00016024 2 MB 0439 0514M3MOSSPN T110 P11

» CATHERINE M DELAQ
7661 N JONES BLVD
LAS VEGAS, NV 89131.2120

’
>

You are entitled to monthly mother's benefits beginning A ril 20%. You are
also- entitled to a Social Security payment of %é% gecause of the death of
STEVEN DELAO.

What We Will Pay And When

We pay Social Security benefits for a given month in the next month. For
example, Social Security benef;ts for I\i;rch are paid in April.

® You will receive $2,385.00 around May 19, 2020.

® This is the money you are due for April 2020.

® Your next payment of $2,130.00, which is for May 2020, will be received
_on or about the fourth Wednesday of June 2020,

®  After that you will receive $2,130.00 on or about the fourth Wednesday
of each month.

@ These and any future payments will go to the financial mstitution you:
selected. Please et us know if you s"xa.nge- your mailing address, so we
can send you letters directly.

® T?eb dag of the month you receive your payments depends on your date
of birth. .

Other Social Security Benefits
These benefits are the only benefits you can receive from us at this time, In
the future, if you think you might qualify for another benefit from us, you
will need to apply again. _

Enclosure(s);
Pub 05-10077

¢ - See Next Page
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Social Security Administration .
Retirement, Survivors and Disability Insurance
Notice of Award

Western Pr%%ram Service Center

P.0. Box 20 b §
Richmond, California 94802-1791 4
Date: May 18, 2020

BNC# 20MS§14D94180-C1

M iyl b byt e b bty
6000574 09014734 3 MB 0436 0514MIMCSSPT Tier Pio

CATHERINE DELAO FOR
B2 Luts smsus arevavo

7861 N JONES BLVD

LAS VEGAS, NV 891312120

LUIS J AREVALO is entitled to monthly child’'s benefits beginning April 2020

We have chosen you to be his representative payee. Therefore, you will receive
his checks and use the money for his needs. =

What We Will Pay And When

We pay Social Security benefits for a given month in the next month. For
example, Social-Security-benefits for March are paid in April. - . - .

® You will receive $2,130.00 around May 19, 2020.
® This is the money LUIS is due for April 2020.

® LUIS J AREVALO's next payment of $2,130.00, which is for May 2020,
will be received on or about the fourth Wednesday of June 2020,

o After that you will receive $2,130.00 on or about the fourth Wednesday %
of each month.

¢ These and any future payments will te the ﬁnancia}l mstitution you
selected. Please let us know if you c} ange your mailing address, so we
can send you letters directly.

& The day of the month you receive STEVEN DELAO's payments depends
on his date of birth. .

Enclosure(s):
~ Pub 05-10077
Pub 05-10078

C See Next Page
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www.netbenefits.com

18M Benefits Center ~ Provided by Fidelity

v 866-937-0720

Deaf or Hard of Hearing Access
800-426-6537

v International Access
Dial your country's tall-free AT&T Direct® access
Catherine M Delao nut;nb_er, tgen enter 866-937-0720. In the U.S.,
call 800-331-1140 to obtain AT&T Direct access

7661 North Jones Bivd numbers. From anywhere in the world, access
Las Vegas, NV 89131 numbers are available from your local operator
or onlire at www.att.com/traveler.

May 20, 2020

Re: Steven Delao, |IBM Benefits
IBM Serial: 323476

Dear Mrs Delao:

Please accept my sincere condolences on behalf of the IBM Corporation to you and
your family on the recent loss of your husband, Steven.

| know there are many things for you to consider at this time, and | am writing to make
you aware of the benefits available to you. Please review the enclosed 1BM Benefits
Statement and the package containing important additional information. If you have any
questions regarding this information or you are unable to provide any of the requested
information, please contact me at the IBM Survivor Services Unit at 1-877-208-0800;
and enter extension “20617°. When returning correspondence to the IBM Benefits
Center — Provided by Fidelity, please include one of the enclosed Return Mait Cover
Sheets. Please either use the enclosed return envelope to return correspondence or if

using your envelope, please use the address below.
Sincerely,

Daniel Engracia v
(BM Benefits Center — Provided by Fidelity
PQ Box 770003

Cincinnati OH 45277-0072

SA

Enclosures

. Direct Deposit and Tax Forms - Qualified Pension Benefit
. Beneficiary Information Sheet

. Additional Information Packet 3

. Additional Information Packet 5

. Return Envelope 1.805541.101

Page 1 of4 W312124:08MAY20
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IBM BENEFITS STATEMENT

Employee Name: Steven Delao
IBM Serial Number: 323476

- IBM 401(k) Plus Plan

s Steven's Spouse, you are the beneficiary for the IBM 401(k) Plus Plan (the “401(k;

Plan”). The balance of this account, as of May 19, 2020, was $51,937.87. The account
balance changes daily based on the investment gains and losses of the investment

options chosen by the participant. The account balance will remain invested in the

current investment options until you change the investment allocation after a beneficiary

account is established.

Once the 401(k) Plan receives all documents required to verify the beneficiary, a
separate account will be established for you under the 401(k) Plan. The beneficiary
account initially will be invested in the same investment options that the participant had
chosen prior to his death. Once the account is established, you will receive a letter from
the 401(k) Plan with instructions on how to access the beneficiary account. At thattime,
the beneficiaries will be able to manage their own accounts, including making
investment allocation changes and requesting a distribution from the 401(k) Plan.
Please be sure to review the brochure called Additional Information about Your IBM
Benefits to understand what your options are under the 401(k) Plan.

in order for the beneficiary account to be established, you must submit:

. A certified copy of Steven's death certificate, indicating the manner of death
. ‘A photocopy of your marriage certificate.

A portion of this balance, $9,509.13, is invested in the IBM Stock Fund. If you take a
distribution of your beneficiary account, you may elect to receive any IBM Stock Fund
balance as cash or in shares of IBM stock. You should contact your personal tax
advisor before making a decision about this, or any other aspect of the 401(k) Plan
benefit that you have inherited.

% Pension Payments

Steven received a monthly pension benefit from IBM. The last pension benefit payable
should have been the April 1, 2020 payment. Please be aware that any pension benefits.
received after that date are considered overpayments and must be returned or
reimbursed to IBM's pension plan. If the pension payments were electronically
deposited, IBM will attempt to retrieve these funds electronically. Please allow up to 90
days for completion of electronic payment retrievals. You will receive further notification
if any amount is due-to the plan.

Joint and Survivor Benefits
At retirement, Steven elected the Joint and Survivor pension option. Therefore ou will
receive $1,082.69 per month effective May 1, 2020 and continuing for,

Please note that it can take four to six weeks before 'Your first payment is issued.

Page2of 4 W312124-08MAY20
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Please review and complete the enclosed state and federal tax withhalding forms as
appropriate. If you have questions about completing these forms, please consult a tax
advisor or financial consultant.

For your convenience, a Direct Deposit form is ais6 enclosed. The Direct Deposit form
does need to be completed by you even if you have a joint bank account with your
spouse and wish to receive your benefit in the same account. IBM requires that all
pension payments to beneficiaries be made via Direct Deposit. Please return the form
as soon as possible. We will mail your pensidn check to your home address by the first

banking day of the month until we receive and process your completed Direct Deposit
form.

;ﬂ Heaith Benefits Coverage

You and your eligible dependents will have access to medical, dental and vision

benefits, as determined by the terms of the plan in effect at the time of your spouse's

death and as may be modified thereafter. Our records show that you are not currently
enrolled in IBM benefits. You are eligible for the Future Health Account (FHA) and can
use this account to help subsidize the monthly cost for your health care benefits. The
balance o D .96. It you would like to elect to
‘Use this account to subsidize your month!y premtums of change your coverage, you
must contact the IBM Benefits Center — Provided by Fidelity at 1-866-937-0720, within
30 days of the date of this letter. Otherwise, you will not be able to do so until Annual
Enroliment for 2021. :

For more information on the FHA account, please contact the IBM Benefits Center —
Provided by Fidelity at 1-866-937-0720, and request a FHA summary plan description.

Page 3 of4 W312124-08MAY20
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RF-PFHR 6/4/2020.8:30:37 AM PAGE  3/007 Fax Server

Cathering M Delao

7661 N Jones Blvd
Las Vegas, NV 89131-2120

Re: ingured: Steven Detao
Company:  State Farm Life Insurance Company <0«4
Pollcy(s):  LF-3647.5152
Baneficiary: Catherine M Delao

Dear Cathering M Delao:
Please accept our deepest sympathy in this time of sorrow.
Payment information is anclosed and should be keptwith your records,

A State Farm Benefit Management Actount has bieer established fof you. A page of starter drafts,
an accounthulder certificate, and a beneficlary designation form are enclosed. if you have not
previousty selected a beneficiary for your accaunt, you will need to compiete the Baneficlary
Designation Form and submit it to the address an the form as soon as possible. If you previously _
sslected & beneficiary for yaur account, the form may be used i make changes fo yaur baneficiary
designation in the future. A personalized draft book-will be sent by regular mail.

it you have any questions; pleass contact Chris Lopez at 702-870-3663. To be connecled directly to
claims, you may call {877 292-0398, .

Singeraly,
Stata Farry Life Ctaims

Enclosire(s)

BcP2G1SBURVINPEFPRRYX Recetved 6/4:2020 B:30:37 AN [Contrat Daylignd Time]
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AF-PFHR 8/4/2020 8:30:37 AM PAGE 47007 Fax Server

Explanation of Benefits for Pollcy LF-3647-5152

Date! 8/4/2020

Insurad: Steven Delgo

Company: State Farm Lite Insurante Company
Baneficiary: Catherine M Delao

Beneficlary Address: 7661 N Jones Bivd
Las Vegas, NV 88131-2120

) Benefits Avallsble

Lite Policy Face Ariount: $200,000.00
Additions:

Pramium Refunded: $119.57
Total Additions: $119.57
“Total Bensfits Avatiable: $200:119.57
Interest:

Daily interast at 2% fromr Date of Death on Tatal Banafit Available: $423.87
Totat Benefits Payable 10 Catherine M Delao; $200,543.44

o J— %WM

Placing in & State Farm Benefit Management Account {:f $200,543.44 }/
The current annual interest rate is subject to change. %“‘“MW o

F2CRIVISEO2264NPEFPFHX Recelvan 42020 §:30:37 AW [Cantval Dawlight Tinve}

DELAO01037
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Ape 16 2007 11:14AM . No. 1509 5. ¢

["@]  STATE FARM LIFE INSURANGE COMPANY
Bloomington, Mllinois

ACKNOWLEDBMENT | fisve received the Notices and the Acknowledgment and Authorization wording,

AUTHDRIZATION | uthorize any soures heving intormation-about me or my children to give to State Farm Life Insurance
Company, its contractars, reinsurers, or jte representstives all information available within the last tan {10) yosrs as to heplth
histary, diagnosls, treatment or prognosis with respact to sy physical or mental eondition and non-maedical information
including, but not limitad 10, amployment history, Income, and ather insurance coverage. “Source” includes any doctor;
hospital, clinic, U.S. Veteran's Administration {VA} Hospital, mentel heeith facility, or any other madically related facility,
insurance company, consumer reponting agency and MiB (Medical Information Buresu). Any Information obtained will be
used to determine aligibility for insuranca. This information may alao be releassd to State Farm Munal Astomobile insutance
Company and its stfiliates, their contragtors, reingurers, rapresentatives, other insurance campantes. for their usa in
connection with insurance transactions, of as required by lew. This:information may also be released 1o MIB, however, no
MIB information will be relsssed 10 2 cansumer reporting agency. MIB Is ® non-profit membership sxchange essisting in the
prevention of fraud. Information obtained pursuant to this Authorization may Iater be redisclosed-and may not be protected
un‘dsr the Hasith Insurarice Postahility and Accountsbility Act of 1896, However, other applicable stata law and protections will
still.apply,

lundersrand | may revoke this Autharization by groviding written revocation'to State Farm Life Ingurance Company axcept

1o the extent that State Farm Life Insurance Company hes taken action:in reliance on this Autharizstion, Aevoking this
Authorization will result in this application being daclined.

tundarstand | may refuse to sign this: Authorization. However, doing so will result in this application baing daclinad,

This Authorization Is valid for tewo {2 vasrs from the date of signature and 8 photocapy is &s valid as the ariginial. t understand
my authorized rapresentative or | have the right to receive a copy-of this Authorization.

" (Sinokue of porem or It fuonaifo epplicenen)

Maiden or Maldon or
Farmer Nome.. Foremer Nama

106441 {Life & VUL 12-16-2008

Doty /, Signeturs of M Signature of
s&mﬁ#ﬂ,@w Proposed nsured 1B, J . Pragosed insured 2

LY
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MetlLife

Re: Steven Delao
CERTIFICATION OF CUSTODIAN

I am an authorized Custodian of Records for the Metropolitan Life Insurance
Company, and I am qualified to certify the enclosed records.

Lhereby certify and say that based upon personal knowledge or upon. informéﬁon
and belief:

The records produced with this certification were prepared
by authorized personnel ator near the time of the events or
matters set forth therein, made in the ordinary course of
business as a regular practice and kept and maintained in the
ordinary course of business.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America
that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on: February 17,2021

% s §
B9 dTn0 TRLEITY

Devanshi Mishra
Custodian of Records, MetLife

DELAO00914
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Claim Payment Overview List | Page 1 of |

Claim Payment Overview List
| enp oF pavmENTS UST
insuredName: STEVENDELAG o N senioraess
insured SSN: Customer Name: LOOMIS
Employoe 1D Dependent Mame:
M&A Number: Team Gode: G
Specsa; Handling Requimd? YES .
Claim Status: CLOSED Feed From: Matlink
Benefit Interest . :
Coverage Amount Status Amount Pald Amount Paid Date Balance Coverage#
Basic Life-9011  $35,000.00 A $35,000.00 $3.36 05/22/2020  $0.00 01
v Payment Benefit interest Payment Approver Payment
Fiazee Name Amount Status Amount  Amount Method Pald Date Name Mailed To
C/g}wmmkggﬁéﬂi $20,601.48 P $;:;; 1503\ $1.98 Ei‘ft'm, ¢ ;I;2;20203 Breanna gy
MDELAG """ A (‘\ Talerico-
/ P coount e
W"\“}“’ M 4 m “gw o

4 { w ¢ ooBreanna
\S CLAlMCHﬁCK $14 401 88; P o $14.400 50 ﬁ$1 .38 Check 05/22[202 ) Talerico A3Q

e~y v o

https://sisc.prod.bios.metlife.com/submit 1/15/2021
DELAOQO973

MSJ0060 &\PS
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20
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22
23
24
25
26
27
28

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that on the ‘1 1th day of Octobér; 2021, 1 served a copy of
the OPPOSITION upon the below-listed party by the below designated
method:

X__Electronic mail (Through Odyssey, the Courts efiling/eserve program)
____U.S. Mail, postage prepaid

____Hand Delivery

__ Facsimile Transmission

Certified Mail, Receipt No. , Teturn receipt

requested.

Address: To all registered service contacts pertaining to this case via the
court's Odyssey system.

/S/ Jesus Luis Arevalo
PERSON SERVING

2o



Woman's Life

connection. communily. cause.
November 22, 2021

JESUS L AREVALO
4055 BOX CANYON FLS
N LAS VEGAS NV 89085-4422

Re: Application No. XXXXX0679
Dear Mr. Arevalo:

Thank you for providing Woman’s Life the opportunity to consider your recent
application for insurance and membership. After careful consideration, the application
cannot be issued due to medical history. We can reconsider your eligibility with
completion of referrals for hematology, cardiology, and neurology.

You may obtain additional information about this decision by completing the enclosed
form, NB-75 Underwriting Results Authorization, authorizing Woman'’s Life to disclose
the information to a physician of your choice. We provide the information in this manner
to protect the confidentiality of your health information, and so your medical provider
can answer any questions or concerns you may have. Please provide the physician’s
full name and address, and sign and date your request. We will then disclose the
medical information to the physician by letter.

We are sorry that our decision could not have been more favorable.
Sincerely,

Vickie Fournier
Director of Member Service

Cc: Wiilliam Rohac
File

1338 Military Street PO Box 5020 Port Huron, Michigan 48061-5020
800.521.9292 810.985.5191 www.womanslife.org aLl[7
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Electronically Filed
08/25/2020 1:27 PM

CLERK OF THE COURT
QDRO
WILLICK LAw GROUP
MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 2515
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89110- 2101
Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311
umul(a)wﬂhcklangoup com
Attorney for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-11-448514-D

JESUS LUIS AREVALOQ,
DEPT. NO: E

Plaintiff,
Vvs.

CATHERINE AREVALO
n/lk/a CATHERINE DELAO,

Defendant.

DATE OF HEARING:N/A
TIME OF HEARING: N/A

QUALIFIED DOMESTIC RELATIONS ORDER!

This Order is intended to be a Qualitied Domestic Relations Order (“QDRO”™)
as it pertains to “Participant” and “Alternate Payee” under the provisions of the Public
Employees Retirement Act codified at Chapter 286 of the Nevada Revised Statutes
(the “Act”) and the policies enacted pursuant thereto, etfective on or after October 1,
1993.

o chdex

' This proposcd Order is to be provided to the Court in an editable format as required by
current local rules. However, the lang,uage in lhl<; 01 der has been pre-approved by the Plan and any
changes may result in the Plan rqutmgft. ] fff]ltjtlﬁ)’ the WiLLICK LAW Group if there
is any desire to modify this Order so we ca ne'ifiewill affect its qualified status.

W8



1 This Order creates or recognizes the existence ofan Alternate Payee’s right to,

2 || orassignsto an Alternate Payee the right to receive a pomon ofthc beneﬁts payabl(,

6 This Order does not require the Systeni')to provide any type or form of benefit,
7 or any option, not otherwise provided under the Act and policies or require the
8 )  System to provide increased benefits.

9 The name of the Plan to which this Order applies is the Public Employees’
10 || Retirement System of Nevada. The Plan is specifically directed to pay benefits
11 pursuant to this Order to the Alternate Payee.

12 This Order is intended to be a Qualified Domestic Relations Order (“QDRO™)

1311 valid for distribution of a Nevada Public Employees’ Retirement, as it pertains to

144t “Participant or Member,” Jesus Arevalo, and “Alternate Payee,” Catherine Delao,

L5 || underthe provisions ofthe Act and the policies enacted pursuant thereto. Good cause

16 || appearing therefor;

17 THIS COURT FINDS as follows:
18 I. It is the intent of this Order to qualify as a Qualified Domestic Relations Order

19 | under the Act and policies and the provisions herein shall be administered and
20 | interpreted in conformity with the provisions of the Act and policies.

21 || Jesus is a Participant in the Public Employee’s Retirement System (“PERS™),

2z b 2. Jesus is & Participant in the Public Employee’s Retirement System (“PERS”).
23 3. Jesus Arevalo (*Jesus™), and Catherine Delao (“Catherine™), were married on
24 June 28, 2008.

25 ) 4. The parties” Order from Divorce Trial of May 18, 2012, and Decree of Divorce
26 [ from Decision of May 22, 2012 and Subsequent Hearing on October 30, 2012 was

27 i, {'{m” e o '\7’;‘ 37 1 rae,
) E{‘LMWW W é;ﬂ;i})
28 -
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8

9

10

11

12

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

filed on February 26, 2013, in Clark County, Nevada. Pursuant to the parties’
Decree, the date of trial, May 18, 2012, shall be used as the community end date.
5. To avoid violation of the governing Nevada statutes (NRS 603A.040 and NRS
239B.030), the Code of Federal Regulations (5 U.S.C. § 552a, Privacy Act of 1974),
and court rules concerning privacy, the parties’ dates of birth, and Social Security
Numbers are to be provided to the State of Nevada Public Employees Retirement
System (PERS) in a separate cover letter simultaneously submitted with this Order.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the following definitions apply to this
Order:

A.  PARTICIPANT. Participant is defined as the member of the
Public Employees Retirement System of Nevada.

B. ALTERNATE PAYEE. Alternate Payee is defined as a
spouse, former spouse, child or other dependent of a Participant who is recognized
by this Order as having a right to receive a portion of the benefits payable under the
Act with respect to such Participant.

C. DOMESTICRELATIONS ORDER. Domestic Relations
Order means any judgment, decree or order (including approval of a property
scttlement agreement) which relates to the provision of child support, alimony
payments, or marital property rights to a spouse, former spouse, child or other
dependent, and is made pursuant to Chapter 125 of the Nevada Revised Statutes.

D. PLAN ADMINISTRATOR. The Plan Administrator is the
Executive Officer, whose address is 693 West Nye Lane, Carson City, NV 89703.

E. OTHER DEFINITIONS. Any other definitions necessary
to effectuate this Order shall be adopted from the Act and the policies adopted

pursuant thercto, as may from time to time be amended. These definitions shall

SEP I8 2p00

PERS o

fevada

390



1 include any and all definitions, terms or conditions required by statute to qualify this
2 | Order as a QDRO.

3 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Court recognizes, and assigns to
4 || Catherine, the right to receive a portion of the benefits payable to a plan Participant.
5 Catherine is awarded an interest in the pension and retirement interests with the State
6 ol Nevada Public Employees Retirement System (PERS), accrued through
vl employment, in the name of Jesus Arevalo, as follows:

8 1. The name of the Participant is Jesus Arevalo, his address is 4055 Box
Canyon Falls, Las Vegas, Nevada 89085; the name of the Alternate Payee is
9 Catherine Delao, her address is 7661 N. Jones Blvd., Las Vegas, Nevada 89131, The
Alternate Payec is the former spousc of the Member and is recognized by a Domestic
10 || Relations Court as having a right to receive a portion of the allowance or benefit of
a member or retired empfgoyce from the system,

2. The retirement system is specifically directed to pay the benefits as
12 | determined herein directly to the Alternate Payee at the first possible date. The
, retirement system is not required by this order to provide an allowance or benefit not
13 | otherwise provided under the statutes governing the Public Employee’s Retirement
System of Nevada.

3. This order does not require the retirement system to nu;ke_gaymcnts to
15 || an Alternate Payee prior to the retirement of a Participant or the distribution to or
withdrawal of contributions by a Participant.

4. The Participant shall make payments directly to the Alternate Payee, of
17§ the sum required by this Order, no later than the fifth day of each month until
%aylmcnts from the retirement system to the Alternate Payee commence under this
18 rder.

19 S. The benefit to be payable to the Alternate Payee shall be calculated by
means of a formula as follows, using Option 1 to calcuflate the Alternate Payee's
20 || benefit: All service credits accrued by Member during the parties’ marriage from July
28, 2008, through and including May 18, 2012, as the numerator, and all service
21 | credits accrued as the denominator, multiplied by one-half. The Alternate Payee shall
share in any post retirement increases, to the extent of her marital share.

22
6. The Alternate Payec shall be entitled to the benefit as stated above,
23 | beginning the date of the Participant’s retirement until the death of the Participant or
Alternate Payee, whichever occurs first.

24
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Jesus has waived any privacy or other
25
rights as may be required for Catherine to obtain information relating to Jesus’ date
26
of retirement, final grade and step, and pay, present or past retired pay, or other such
27
28 -4- 4
WLICK LAW GROUP SE P 94\ N
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i information as may be required to enforce the award made herein, or required to
revise this Order so as to make it enforceable. PERS is hereby authorized to provide
3§ specific information to Catherine from the retirement file of Jesus for purposes of
a issues related to this Order.

5 I'T IS FURTHER ORDERED that if Jesus takes any steps to merge the
5 retirement divided herein with another retirement program of any kind, or takes any
7 action that prevents, decreases, or limits the collection by Catherine of the sums to be
¢t paid hereunder; Jesus shall make payments to Catherine directly in an amount
sufficient to neutralize, as to Catherine, the effects of the action taken by Jesus.

PO IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a certified copy of the Order shall
11§ be served upon the Plan Administrator. Said Order is subject to review by the
iz ) Administrator and if approved by the Administrator, is effective on the date set forth
13| herein. If'this Order is determined by the Administrator to be a QDRO, then the Plan
14t Administrator shall, within a reasonable period of time after delivery of this Order,
15 notify the Participant and the Alternate Payee of such determination. If the
16 Administrator determines that the Order does not qualify as a QDRO, the
17 Administrator shall, within a reasonable period of time, notify the Participant and the
L8 Alternate Payee of the reasons for such determination and shall, if the parties are
toll  married and if the Participant is to retire within 90 days of the Order, maintain the
zo || benefits under Option 2 as set forth in NRS 286.545 for a period of 90 days from the
zi )l date of the Participant’s retirement to allow moditication of this Order for
2 qualification. [fthe Order does not comply and the parties are divorced, pursuant to
22 PERS Ofhcial policy 13.8, this Order will serve as a temporary notice to the System
24§ ofa forthcoming Order regarding distribution of a member’s benefit.

25 I'T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Court shall retain jurisdiction to enter

such further orders as are necessary 1o enforce the award of benefits as specified

WS
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herein and in the Order from Divorce Trial of May 18, 2012, and Decree of Divorce

Jrom Decision of May 22, 2012 and Subsequent Hearing on October 30, 2012, calling

for the filing of this QDRO, and the allocation of related rights and responsibilities
set out above, in accordance with the provisions of Nevada case and statutory law,
including the re-characterization thereof as a division ot Civil Service or other
retirement benelits.

I'T IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Order shall be governed by the rules
of the Plan and, in the event of a conflict between this Order and the Order from
Divorce Trial of May 18, 2012, and Decree of Divorce firom Decision of May 22,
2012 and Subsequent Hearing on Qctober 30, 2012, the terms of this Order shall
prevail.

Dated this 25th day of August, 2020
DATED this __ day of ) ,23;‘).

1/ "/&.J\\:/,‘

~

e

J,L

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

6D8 D58 CE43 FE97 sk
Respectfully Submitted By: Charles J. Hoskin
Willick Law Group District Court Judge
s/ Marshal S, Willick ST e
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MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 2515 \\
LORIEN K. COLE, ESQ. o September 1, 2020 5
Nevada Bar No. 11912 s, y
3591 E. Bonanza, Suite 200 W NTES 0 »
l.as Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 S0 et oyt
(702) 438-4100 Fax (702) 438-5311 SE et S
Attorney for Defendant S0 eeHi T 163
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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Jesus Luis Arevalo, Plamntiff
VS,

Catherine Marie Arcevalo,
Defendant.

CASE NO: D-11-448514-1)

DEPT. NO. Department E

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District
Court. The foregoing Qualificd Domestic Relation Order was served via the court’s
clectronic eFile system to all recipients registered for ¢-Service on the above entitled case as

listed below:

Scrvig‘c Date: 8/25/2020
Lorien Cole
Reception Reception
Mallory Ycargan
Jesus Arevalo

Jesus Arevitlo

lorien@willicklawgroup.com
cmail@willicklawgroup.com
Mallory@willicklawgroup.com
wrath702@gmail.com

vinni702@yahoo.com

PRy
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

11/23/2021 2:10 PM
Electronically Filed

E 11/23/2021 2:10 PM’.

CLERK OF THE COURT
1 ORDR

WILLICK LAW GROUP

2 MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 2515

3 3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200

Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101

4| Phone QQI) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311

email@willicklawgroup.com

5| Attorney for Defendant

° DISTRICT COURT

9 FAMILY DIVISION
n CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
11

JESUS LUIS AREVALO, CASE NO: D-11-448514-D
12 DEPT.NO: E
Plaintiff,
13
s Vs.
CATHERINE AREVALO DATE OF HEARING:11/3/21

1541 n/k/a CATHERINE DELAO, TIME OF HEARING: 10:00 A. M.
16 Defendant.
17
e ORDER FROM NOVEMBER 3, 2021, HEARING
Lo This matter came on for hearing on November 3, 2021, before the Honorable
20 Charles Hoskin, District Court Judge, Family Division, Department E. Plaintiff, Jesus
21 Arevalo, was present via video conference, Defendant, Catherine Delao, was present
22 via video conference and represented by counsel, Marshal S. Willick, Esq., and
23 Richard L. Crane, Esq., of the WILLICK LAW GROUP.
24 The Court, having reviewed the pleadings and papers filed herein, after hearing
25 argument of counsel, made the following findings and orders as follows:
26
27
28

WILLICK LAW GROUP
3591 East Bonanza Road
Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101
(702) 4384100

Case Number: D-11-448514-D ’O\«S G



WILLICK LAW GROUP
3591 East Bonanza Road
Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101
(702) 4384100
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25

26

27

28

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS:

All of the orders for which Jesus was in contempt, are clear orders. The Court
does not have any questions with regard to the Jesus’ understanding of the
orders or the clarity of the orders. He knew what he was supposed to be doing
with regard to those orders.

The difficulty that the Court runs into at this point has to do with whether the
violations were willful. Certainly, I think the willful intent was there. The
problem that I’m running into is the availability of funds in order to satisfy the
orders, which takes me out of the realm, I believe, of a contempt finding.
Certainly, there are violations of Court orders, which leads me into the next
part. It appears as though we don’t have alternative means of satisfying the
outstanding judgments. I am approving the indemnification QDRO as an
ability to collect on judgments and enforce orders of the Court. That should
be included as part of the order that we’re generating for today.

As far as the increasing in the amount, I’m not putting that in place with regard
to what is or is not available for the judgment. I believe that the pension will
have rules with regard to that and what is available or not available. Certainly,
they’ll need to approve the indemnification QDRO, as well as whatever
percentage they’re going to approve to be reduced from that monthly benefit,
which plays into a lot of the other portions of this that I will get into as part of
the relief that I’'m granting today.

Holidays and vacations take precedence over regular visitation time. It is
possible to have regular visitation either at the beginning or the end of the two-
weeks, so that is part and parcel, but one takes precedence over the other.
There’s no compensatory time that results from one party taking their Court

ordered vacation time, so hopefully that’s clarified.

-
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WILLICK LAW GROUP
3591 East Bonanza Road
Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101
(702) 4384100
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22

23
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25

26

27

28

With regard to the alleged interference with medical appointments, certainly
the Court does not know that it is in position now to modify the legal custody
situation. What I am going to do today is admonish the parties that they should
not be interfering in the child’s ability to get medical care. If there is ongoing
interference, it will be a basis for the Court to consider modification of the
legal custody with regard to medical decisions. The Court is admonishing the
parties today with the understanding that, if it happens in the future, there is a
really, really good chance that a modification will take place. the Court is just
not inclined to do that at this point.

With regard to the life insurance situation, the Court is going to permit
Catherine to set up a broker or whoever she wants to go with to get that put
together. Certainly, the requirement to cover that still falls on Jesus with
regard to it being approved. The Court is demanding and ordering cooperation
to get us to that point. If we cannot obtain that life insurance policy, the Court
will need to come up with alternative security.

The Court’s concern has to do with eliminating Jesus’s ability to maintain an
income and a living. If we have to go there, the Court will need to make some
determinations with regard to imputing additional income and the potential for
that being something the Court considers, but the Court is not in a position
today to essentially make him destitute, but the Court maintains its ability to
enforce its orders.

The onus is on Catherine to arrange for the life insurance policy and all of the
exams etc., required to obtain the same. If we have no cooperation, then the
Court will have no choice but to go down the path of another form of security.
Certainly, the Court does not to repeat again that Court orders need to be

followed, especially given where we are in this kind of litigation.

3-

o)




WILLICK LAW GROUP
3591 East Bonanza Road
Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 83110-2101
(702) 4384100

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

The Court believes that it has made it clear today that if Jesus is unable to
obtain that insurance policy, the Court will be accessing the balance of his
income in order to make sure that she is secured, because he’s left the Court no
other options. The Court’s hope is, based upon that admonishment, he’ll be
more inclined to cooperate and get us to the point where an insurance policy
can be issued. The Court believes the he does not want to lose the rest of his
income, which is the only step that the Court has left.

The Court is not playing his game anymore, and that based on that, he’ll be
more cooperative with whatever he needs to do to obtain the policy of
insurance. That being said, HIPAA’s in place. He has the ability to have his
own medical situation be private.

As far as attorney’s fees are concerned, certainly there was a violation of Court
orders. I did not find that it was willful, but only because of the income
situation. NRS 18.010 requires me to get to bad faith. While I would typically
award fees. Given that contempt was not found, the Court is not going to
award fees.

There was an admonishment today with regard to Jesus filing a counter motion,
which is contrary to this Court’s order which required a Reply that should not
have been needed. With regard to the fees for the Reply, I am going to award
fees for the preparation of the Reply, because his filing of a countermotion
without permission of the Court was a violation. The countermotion issues
were not appropriately before the Court, so they will not be addressed.

With regard to future service, we have essentially a stipulation that personal
service, where the rules require it, will no longer be required. Electronic

service is acceptable at this point moving forward.
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THE COURT ORDERS THE FOLLOWING:

Catherine’s request for an Indemnification QDRO is hereby granted as an
ability to collect on judgments and enforce orders of the Court.

That the increase in the amount of the judgment is denied.

That vacations take precedence over regular visitation, and no compensatory
time shall be provided for visitation or holidays.

That modification of legal custody is denied.

That Catherine shall arrange a life insurance broker, and Jesus shall cooperate
with obtaining the policy.

That electronic service on Jesus is acceptable in place of personal service from
this point moving forward.

That Jesus’ countermotion was filed without the Court’s permission and is
therefore denied.

Catherine’s request for attorney’s fees on the issue of contempt is denied.
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1] 9. That attorney’s fees and costs are awarded from Jesus to Catherine for her

2 having to prepare an opposition to his countermotion in the amount of
3 $ 2,955.00 | due—on—er—before , and are reduced to
4 judgment and collectible by any legal means bearing the legal rate of interest
5 until paid in full.
6| 10. Mr. Willick is to prepare the Order.
; Dated this 23rd day of November, 2021
—
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Jesus Luis Arevalo, Plaintiff CASE NO: D-11-448514-D

vs. DEPT. NO. Department E

Catherine Marie Arevalo,
Defendant.

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 11/23/2021

Lorien Cole lorien@willicklawgroup.com
Marshal Willick marshal@willicklawgroup.com
Reception Reception email@willicklawgroup.com
Mallory Yeargan Mallory@willicklawgroup.com
Jesus Arevalo wrath702@gmail.com

Jesus Arevalo vinni702@yahoo.com

Charles Hoskin deptelc@clarkcountycourts.us
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2/28/2023 6:30 PM

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Jesus Luis Arevalo, Plaintiff CASE NO: D-11-448514-D
Vs. DEPT. NO. Department E

Catherine Marie Arevalo,
Defendant.

EMAIL SUBMISSION ACCEPTED NOTICE

A document has been filed into the case. Please go to Eighth Judicial District Court Portal
(https://www.clarkcountycourts.us/Portal/) for more information.

Submission Details:

Subject: D-11-448514-D;ORD; In the Matter of Jesus Luis Arevalo

Received Time: 2/28/2023 8:17:04 AM

Verification codes: 53B 875 600C 214E
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Jesus Luis Arevalo, Plaintiff CASE NO: D-11-448514-D
vs. DEPT. NO. Department E

Catherine Marie Arevalo,
Defendant.

EMAIL SUBMISSION ACCEPTED NOTICE

A document has been filed into the case. Please go to Eighth Judicial District Court Portal

(https://www.clarkcountycourts.us/Portal/) for more information.

Submission Details:

Subject: BNCH D-11-448514-D Jesus Luis Arevalo v. Catherine Arevalo n/k/a Catherine
Delao - Bench Warrant

Received Time: 4/7/2023 4:25:02 PM

—

Verification codes: 630 532 5350 D148
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Jesus Luis Arevalo, Plaintiff CASE NO: D-11-448514-D
VS. DEPT. NO. Department E

Catherine Marie Arevalo,
Defendant.

EMAIL SUBMISSION ACCEPTED NOTICE

A document has been filed into the case. Please go to Eighth Judicial District Court Portal

(hitps://www.clarkcountycourts.us/Portal/) for more information,.

Submission Details:

Subject: Arevalo; D-11-448514-D; ORDR  <— /\/ evVes  pleV J‘?“j

Received Time: 4/25/2023 12:39:48 PM ac ’\'U o\\ c T C’l ev

Verification codes: C78 1C0 621C 524A
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