
Supreme Court of Nevada 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS 

KATHERINE STOCKS JOHN MCCORMICK 
State Court Administrator Assistant Court Administrator 

MEETING NOTICE AND AGENDA 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL SELECTION 

Date and Time of Meeting: Friday, February 21, 2025, at 3:00 p.m. 

Venue: Zoom Meeting 
ID: 842 6015 9640 
Passcode: 
155094 

AGENDA 

1. Call to Order 

2. Roll Call and Determination of Quorum Pursuant to Rule 4.F 

3. Public Comment Pursuant to Rule 4.C.ii 

4. Approval of Meeting Summary of January 24, 2025 (Tab 1)* 

5. Seventh Judicial District, Department 2 Interview Schedule 
a. 09:15 a.m. April R. Bradshaw 
b. 09:45 a.m. John W. Muije 
c. 10:15 a.m. -Break-
d. 10:30 a.m. Jane Eberhardy 
e. 11:00 a.m. David Loreman 
f. 11:30 a.m. -Break-
g. 11:40 a.m. Dylan V. Frehner 

6. Adjournment 

*Denotes items which the Commission may take action. 

Accommodation: We are pleased to make reasonable accommodations for the members of the public who are disabled 
and wish to attend the meeting. If special arrangements for the meeting are necessary, please notify the Administrative 
Office of the Courts, in writing to mbautista@nvcourts.nv.gov or call Margarita Bautista at (775) 684-1710. 

Notice: Commission Rule 4.B. public notice of meeting, was provided at least three working days prior to the meeting. 
Notice of this meeting was posted on the Supreme Court Website www.nvcourts.gov. 

mailto:mbautista@nvcourts.nv.gov
http://www.nvcourts.gov/


TAB 1 



   

  

Supreme Court of Nevada 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS 

KATHERINE STOCKS JOHN MCCORMICK 
State Court Administrator Assistant Court Administrator 

MEETING SUMMARY 

Organization: Commission on Judicial Selection 
Eighth Judicial District, Department Y 

Date and Time: Friday, January 24, 2025, at 8:45 am 

Venue: Supreme Court Las Vegas Courtroom and Youtube 

Commissioners Present Guests Present 
Chair, Chief Justice Douglas Herndon Ms. Stephanie Phillips, Veterans in Politics 
Vice-Chair Gregory Kamer Esq. Mr. Steve Sanson, Veterans in Politics 
Ms. Donna Bath Mr. Ryan Cervantez 
Ms. Audrey Beeson Esq. Mr. Ryan Stockey 
Ms. Justina Caviglia Esq. Ms. Jennifer Crosier 
Mr. Andrew Diss Mr. Jason Sherman 
Mr. Peter Guzman Ms. Michael Press 
Mr. Gregory Kamer Esq. Ms. Morgan Crosier 
Mr. Mateo Portelli Ms. Victoria Jones 

Mr. John Jones 
Commission Staff Present 
Ms. Margarita Bautista 

AGENDA 
1. Call to Order 

Chair Herndon called the meeting to order at 8:47 a.m. 

Chair Herndon stated the Commission meeting is being streamed live on the Court’s Youtube Channel. 
He welcomed the Commissioners and thanked Mr. Mateo Portelli for returning as a temporary 
commissioner. Chair Herndon also congratulated Commissioners Kamer and Slabaugh on their re-
appointment. 

2. Roll Call and Determination of Quorum Pursuant to Rule 4.F. 

Sec’y Stocks took roll and a quorum was present. 
3. Public Comment Pursuant to Rule 4.C.ii. 

Public comment was set for two minutes per individual. The following members of the public provided 
comments to the Commission. 

- Stephanie Phillips 

Supreme Court Building ♦ 201 South Carson Street, Suite 250 ♦ Carson City, Nevada 89701 ♦ (775) 684-1700 

Supreme Court Building ♦ 408 East Clark Avenue ♦ Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 



 

 

- Ryan Stockey 

- Jennifer Crosier 

- Jason Sherman 

- Michael Press 

- Ryan Cervantez 

- Morgan Crosier 

- Victoria Jones 

- John Jones 

- Steve Sanson 

This meeting summary also includes written public comments. 

4. Approval of Meeting Summary from December 19, 2024* 

Chair Herndon asked the Commissioners for any changes to the meeting summary from December 19, 
2024. 
Vice Chair Kamer moved to approve the meeting summary. 
Com’r Guzman seconded the motion. 

• The motion passed unanimously. 

5. Disclosures pursuant to Commission Rule 2 

relationship, whether positive or negative, with any applicant that may directly or indirectly influence a 
commissioners decision. 
Com’r Beeson stated she is a family law attorney and is aware of all the applicants in social settings. She 

Com’r Guzman stated he knows Ms. White well and can proceed without conflict. 
At the conclusion of disclosures Chair Herndon asked whether the Commission believed any of the 
disclosures should lead to disqualification of any commissioner from the process. No Commissioners 
found a conflict under Rule 2 and proceeded with all commissioners. 

6. Appointment of Vice Chair pursuant to Rule 4.E* 

Chair Herndon asked for disclosures pursuant to Commission Rule 2 for any personal or business 

noted she has eaten dinner with Ms. White a few times per year. 
Chair Herndon clarified the distinction between the Canons and an appearance of a conflict of interest 
and asked whether Com’r Beeson felt she could remain nuetral in the decision. 
Com’r Beeson stated she believed she could be impartial. 

Chair Herndon stated the Commission Rules require the appointment of a Vice-Chair at the first public 
meeting of each calendar year. Chair Herndon asked for any motions to nominate this year’s Vice-Chair. 
Com’r Diss nominated Mr. Kamer. 
Com’rs Caviglia and Guzman seconded the motion simultaneously. 

• The motion passed unanimously. 



9:15 a.m. 

7. Interviews for Eighth Judicial District Department Y** 

a. 09:19 a.m. Emily McFarling 

b. 09:49 a.m. Melvin Grimes 

c. 10:46 a.m. Jason Stoffel 

d. 11:19 a.m. Nicholas Petsas 

e. 12:20 p.m. Paul Gaudet 

f. 12:56 p.m. Adriana White 

1:00 p.m. 

8. Executive Session Pursuant to Rule 3.E 

At 1:00pm the Commission went into Executive Session. 

9. Selection of Department Y Nominees Pursuant to Rule 9.D* 

At 2:05 p.m. the Commission returned to public session to commence voting. After one round of 
balloting, the Commission selected three nominees by majority vote. The nominess were: 

• Paul Gaudet 

• Nicolas Petsas 

• Adriana White 

10. Adjournment 

The Commission adjourned at 2:28p.m. 



https://veteransinpolitics.org/2025/01/exposing-
clark-county-family-court-depart-y-applicants-for-
the-nevada-judicial-selection-commission/ 

Clark County Nevada 

January 5, 2025 

This article aims to encourage Nevada Voters to 
attend the Nevada Judicial Commission interviews 
on Friday, January 24, 2025, at the Nevada 
Supreme Court 408 East Carson Avenue and voice 
their opposition or send a letter to the commission. 

Six Applicants that would like to fill a vacancy in 
Family Court Department Y, Vacated by Judge 
Stephanie Charter: 

They are as follows: 

Paul M. Gaudet 

Melvin Grimes 

Jason Stoffel 

Emily McFarling 

Nicholas Petsas 

https://veteransinpolitics.org/2025/01/exposing-clark-county-family-court-depart-y-applicants-for-the-nevada-judicial-selection-commission/
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Adriana White 

According to the Nevada Constitution: 

Under the Nevada Constitution, Article 6, Section 
20, the Nevada Judicial Selection Commission must 
submit at least three nominees to the governor 
when a judicial vacancy arises. The governor then 
selects one of the nominees to fill the vacancy. 

This process ensures that the governor has 
multiple qualified options while maintaining the 
integrity and impartiality of the judicial selection 
process. If fewer than three applicants are deemed 
qualified, the commission may request additional 
applications or take other measures to meet the 
requirement. 

Jason Stoffel: 

Jason P. Stoffel, 47, has attempted an 
appointment because he cannot win an election. 
He couldn't even beat Family Court Judge Vincent 
Ochoa even after giving Veterans In Politics 
information on Judge Ochoa's son's arrest for 
robbing a balloon store with a knife. His employee, 
Melvin Grimes, opposes him for the same 
appointment. 

https://sendgrid.com/marketing_campaigns/ui/campaigns/20155353/edit


In 2017, Stoffel was named in a legal malpractice 
lawsuit by Russell Zitch. He alleged negligence and 
breach of fiduciary duty (see Russell Zitch to 
discuss the corruption of family court judicial 
candidate Jason Stoffel on VIP Talk 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IgJE9z 
5paVA&t=392s). 

In 2014, Stoffel lost against Judge Vincent Ochoa. 

In 2020, Stoffel lost against Judge Nadin Cutter. 

Stoffel has applied for an appointment numerous 
times. 

Stoffel is a poor communicator. 

Stoffel has no children and cannot relate to 
litigants. 

Stoffel doesn't even recognize his wife, Family 
Court Attorney Amanda Roberts, in any of his 
campaigns, as if he was embarrassed by her. 

Stoffel had a physical altercation against Judge 
Ochoa at a Family Law Conference. 

One of the criteria for being appointed is winning 
your election, and Stoffel has proven that he 
cannot win. 

https://sendgrid.com/marketing_campaigns/ui/campaigns/20155353/edit
https://sendgrid.com/marketing_campaigns/ui/campaigns/20155353/edit


 

 

Paul Gaudet: 

Look who is trying to get reappointed after losing 
an election: Paul M. Gaudet, 59. 

Gaudet is arrogant and doesn't deserve to sit on 
the family court bench. He lacks judicial 
temperament and knowledge of the law. 

Let's take a look at his resume while being on the 
Bench: 

Paul M. Gaudet was appointed to the Eighth 
Judicial District Court, Family Division, Department 
N, in March 2023 by Governor Joe Lombardo. ￼ 

Paul M. Gaudet, a judge in Nevada's Eighth Judicial 
District Court, Family Division, has had several 
decisions overturned on appeal. 

Notable cases include: 

1.Termination of Parental Rights Case: In 
September 2024, the Nevada Supreme Court 
reversed Judge Gaudet's decision to terminate 
a father's parental rights. The court found that 
Gaudet misapplied Nevada statutes and 
disregarded substantial evidence, leading to an 
unjust termination. ￼ 

2.Child Custody Case: In August 2024, the 
Nevada Court of Appeals overturned Judge 



 

 

Gaudet's temporary custody orders. The 
appellate court cited his improper reliance on 
California law, which it deemed a manifest 
abuse of discretion. ￼ 

It's worth noting that Kerri Maxey defeated him on 
November 5, 2024, during the special general 
election for the position of Department N. ￼ 

One of the criteria for getting appointed is the 
ability to win an election. Gaudet has already 
embarrassed the Nevada Selection Commission 
and the Governor. He is ready for punishment as 
he tries to get appointed once again. 

Click on videos: 

Family Court Litigants discusses Judge Paul 
Gaudet TEARS FAMILIES APART on Veterans 
In Politics Talk 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4Blmt2 
Hsiog&t=2108s 

Clark County Family Court Judge Gaudet 
should be removed from the Bench! 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=a6eabYvztvA& 
t=61s 

https://sendgrid.com/marketing_campaigns/ui/campaigns/20155353/edit
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Melvin Grimes: 

Melvin Grimes, 58, from Henderson, is a senior 
attorney at Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group. 

Grimes, in opposition against his boss Jason Stoffel 
for the same seat. 

Grimes has no loyalty to anyone. 

Grimes took on a case, Loftus vs. Hall, where the 
mother, Vannesa Loftus, caused the death of her 
son Isreal; she was arrested and convicted and is a 
known felon. She also resides with another known 
felon, which is against the Nevada Revised 
Statutes not to engage with another known felon. 

Well, Grimes took this case pro bono in support of 
the mother, who was convicted of negligent 
homicide. He took this case against the father, an 
Army veteran Burke Hall, simply because he was 
associated with Veterans In Politics. 

Then, he tried to charge Hall $16,000 for legal 
expenses when he took the case pro bono, which 
means free legal service. 

Grimes is a simple-minded individual who is 
motivated by revenge. 

Click on the link below: 



Nevada Family Court Attorney Melvin 
"Greasy" Grimes 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7IauHzlrAjw&t 
=2s 

None of these three attorneys should ever be 
allowed to wear the robe and be identified as a 
judge. 

Click on the video below: 

Exposing Clark County Family Court Depart. Y 
Applicants for the Nevada Judicial Selection 
Commission 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fiKJXkuVq5M& 
t=296s 

Thank you for your time. 

Steve Sanson 
President of Veterans In Politics International, Inc. 
PO BOX 28211 
Las Vegas, NV 89126 
702 283 8088 

https://sendgrid.com/marketing_campaigns/ui/campaigns/20155353/edit
https://sendgrid.com/marketing_campaigns/ui/campaigns/20155353/edit
https://sendgrid.com/marketing_campaigns/ui/campaigns/20155353/edit
https://sendgrid.com/marketing_campaigns/ui/campaigns/20155353/edit


 

 

 

 

 

From: Ryan Cervantez 
To: Bautista, Margarita 
Subject: Re: Testify on Friday 
Date: Thursday, January 23, 2025 9:07:24 PM 
Attachments: image001.png 

image002.png 

I am sorry for the constant email. This is my first time making a public statement, and I am a 
little nervous. In case I go over, here is the full speech: 

Good morning Members of the Commission, 

My name is Ryan Cervantez, and I am here to express my strong support for either 
Attorney Melvin Grimes or Judge Paul Gaudet for Family Court in Department Y. Both 
candidates have demonstrated exceptional dedication to public service and possess 
unique qualifications that make them ideal for this role. 

Judge Paul Gaudet has showcased his dedication, integrity, and expertise in family 
law during his previous appointment to Department N. His commitment to justice and 
extensive experience make him a valuable asset to the Family Division. Judge 
Gaudet ensures that both parties are heard and treated with dignity, making him an 
excellent candidate for Family Court Judge. 

Attorney Melvin Grimes has dedicated his life to public service, beginning with his 
brave service in the Navy. He then spent 22 years as a school teacher, where he 
interacted with youth daily, gaining a deep understanding of their needs and 
challenges. As someone who aspires to become a teacher before pursuing a career 
in law, I look up to Mr. Grimes because he has lived my timeline and serves as an 
inspiring role model. His commitment to public service and unique insights into the 
best interests of children make him an ideal candidate for Family Court Judge. 

I wholeheartedly support the nomination of either Attorney Melvin Grimes or Judge 
Paul Gaudet and believe that both will serve our community with distinction. 

Thank you for assisting me, and I look forward to seeing you and the commission tomorrow! 

Ryan Cervantez 
702-327-6888 
cervantezryan24@gmail.com 

On Wed, Jan 22, 2025 at 11:29 AM Bautista, Margarita <mbautista@nvcourts.nv.gov> wrote: 

Yes, that is perfectly fine, you can even support all of them, as long as your comments are 
made in 2 minutes or less, you are perfectly fine. 

mailto:cervantezryan24@gmail.com
mailto:mbautista@nvcourts.nv.gov
mailto:cervantezryan24@gmail.com
mailto:mbautista@nvcourts.nv.gov




ROBERT W. LUECK, LTD 
Attorney and Counselor at Law 

Telephone 318 S. Maryland Parkway Web 
(702) 385-7385 Las Vegas, NV 89101 www.Lueckfamilylaw.com 

Facsimile Email 
(702) 385-3225 Luecklawcenter@yahoo.com 

December 30, 2024 

Commission on Judicial Selection 
Supreme Court of Nevada 
Suite 250 
201 S. Carson Street 
Carson City, NV 89701 

RE: Application of Melvin Grimes for Dept. Y vacancy Family Court 

To the Commission: 

I became aware of a vacancy in Dept. Y, Family Court, and that eight 
attorneys had applied for the position. One of those attorneys is Melvin 
Grimes. 

There is important information that the Commission needs to know. 
About three years ago, Mr. Grimes was retained to represent Enrique Ivan 
Velasquez-Gonzalez in a divorce case brought by the former wife, Luba 
Gonzalez, aka Luba Snow. Case No. D-18-575860-D in the Family Court, 
Eighth Judicial District Court. The divorce case is sealed except for those 
matters, pleadings, orders and judgments, which can't be sealed. 

A stipulated Decree of Divorce was filed on December 8, 2021 . A 
provision in that Decree provided for the sale of the marital residence. It is 
stated at page 3 of the Marital Settlement Agreement which was merged 
into the decree. Exhibit 1. 

Soon after the divorce was final, Luba filed a Chapter 7 petition in 
bankruptcy in Case No. 21-15676-nmc in Las Vegas. Exhibit 6. The filing 
of the bankruptcy petition triggers the automatic stay of all civil proceedings 



Page 2 
Commission on Judicial Selection 

concerning the debtor. There are limited exceptions but none are involved 
in this matter. 

Soon after that petition was filed, Mr. Grimes filed an emergency 
application in Family Court for a restraining order. The Honorable Mary 
Perry granted that order on December 16, 2021 . Exhibit 2. That order 
allegedly enjoined Luba from filing a bankruptcy petition. 

There is only big legal problem with that order. It was completely 
illegal. No state court has the authority to prohibit a person from filing a 
bankruptcy petition. 

Since the divorce case is sealed, I did not have access to all of the 
case documents. On December 20, 2021 , Judge Perry issued an Order to 
Show Cause why Luba should not be held in contempt. Exhibit 3 

However, it must have related to the petition filing because at the 
show cause hearing on December 22, 2021, Judge Perry made certain 
gratuitous "findings" she said she would have made if there had been a 
trial in the divorce case. Exhibit 4. However, the case was voluntarily 
settled. 

Judge Perry held another hearing on March 30, 2022 but in the 
absence of court filings, it is not certain what was still pending before the 

· court. 

In the bankruptcy case, Luba filed documents regarding the 
violations of the automatic stay done by Mr. Grimes, his law firm and his 
client. The proceedings resulted in a substantial monetary judgment 
against Mr. Grimes and the Roberts Stoeffel law firm, and Mr. Enrique 
Velazquez-Gonzalez. The damages awarded were in excess of 
$50,000.00. The law firm's carrier may have paid the judgment but that is 
not known to me as a fact. 

There was more consequences. Luba Snow filed a complaint with the 
Commission on Judicial Discipline. Her care was one of two before that 
Commission and it was resolved by a public censure. Exhibit 7 

https://50,000.00
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Luba's prior attorn~y, Ben _Childs, filed a St~te Bar c_omplaint a.gajost 
Mr. Grimes. It resulted in a form of discipline. Exhibit 8. 

I would note that the claims against Mr. Grimes were the result of his 
litigation tactics in that case. I suspect that Mr. Grimes was a partner in the 
Roberts Stoeffel Law Firm and that he did these actions on his own 
initiative. 

I mention this became Jason Stoeffel is also a candidate for this 
appointment. I have known him for many years and have worked with him 
on alternative conflict resolution methods and practices. I have no reason 
to believe that he had any involvement in what Mr. Grimes did in the 
divorce case. Nothing that Mr. Grimes did should be held against Mr. 
Stoeffel by this Commission. 

What Mr. Grimes did was far below the acceptable standards of 
practice for family law and bankruptcy.. I have been licensed to practice 
since 1976 and have handled many divorces and several bankruptcies in 
my career. The automatic stay is a very well known aspect of bankruptcy 
and I have never heard of a state court judge attempting to prohibit a 
litigant from filing a bankruptcy petition. No law permits that. 

What the Commission does with this information is entirely within the 
Commission's discretion. The information provided is done as a public 
service. I have no personal axe to grind nor will it benefit me in any way. 

Sincerely yours, . p IL 

~~~ 
ROBERT W. LUECK, ESQ. 
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Electronically Filed 
L08/2~21 9:59 AM_, . 

~-~..-
CLERK OF THE COURT 

DECD 
R. NATHAN GIBBS, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5965 
KELLEHER &KELLEHER, LLC 
40 S. Stephanie Street, Suite #201 
Henderson, Nevada 8901.2 
Telephone (702) 384-7494 
Facsimile (702) 384-7545 
RNGibbs@KeileherandKeileher.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

) 
LUBA GONZALEZ, ) CASE NO.: D- l 8-575860;D 

) 'DEPT. NO.: P 
Plaintiff, ) 

V. ) 
) 

ENRlQUE IVAN VELAZQUEZ-GONZALEZ, ) 
) 

Defendant. ) 

STIPULATED DECREE OF DIVORCE 

COMES NOW Plaintiff LUBA GONZALEZ, now known as LUBA SNOW;; being 

represented by R. Nathan Gibbs, Esq., ofthe law firm Kelleher &Kelleher ,LLC.; and the Defendant, 

ENRIQUEIVAN VELAZQUEZ-GONZALEZ being represented by Melvin Grimes, Esq ofRoberts 

Stoffel Fainily Law Group. having reached a full settlement and ag~eementofaU issues before.the 

Court, which were placed on•the.:r~cord in open court on O<;tober 11 and October 12, 2021, which 

is more fully set forth inlheir marital settlement agreen'ie?t, a copy ofwhich. is attached hereto~ the 

Court Finds as follows: 

l. That this Court has completejurisdictionin the premises., ·bothasto the subject matter 

thereof as well as the partie~ heret?- Plaintiff. LUBA GONZALEZ, now known as LUBA SNOW 

is now and for mo.re than six weeks preceding the commencement ofthis action has be-en, an actual, 

bona fide resident of the County of Clark. State of Nevada, and .during all said. period oftime. has 

been actually. physically and corporea:tly present, residing and domiciled in .Clark County, State of 

Nevada. 

Statistically closed : USJR-FAM-Judgm~nt Reache~ (Bench Trial) (Close Case) (UJ 

https://ENRIQUE.IV
mailto:RNGibbs@KeileherandKeHeher.com
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The parties were married on on March 30, 2013 in Las Vegas;Nevada, and have ever 

since been. and still are, husband and wife. 

... 

.) . The parti.es are incompatible in marriage and there is no possibility ofreconciliation. 

4. The parties have one minor chtld born the issue of this marriage to wit Isabella 

Gonzalez born August 27, 2016. Plaintiff is currently not pregnant andihereareno adopted minor 

children. 

WHEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED ADJUDGED AND DECREED thatthe bonds 
. . 

ofmatrimony now and heretofore existing betweenthe parties are hereby wholly dissolved, set aside 

and forever heid for naught, and an absolute decree of divorce is hereby granted to the parties, and 

each of them, ·are hereby restored to the status ofa single, unmarried :person. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Marital Settl.ement 

Agreementsigned by the parties is hereby incorpprated and merged into this Decree by reference, 

attached hereto and marked as Ex:hibit 1, and addresses division o(a:ssets and debts. The Marital 

Settlement Agreement was executed and acknowledged pursuanno NRS 1.23.270. 

IT lS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJ.UDGED AND DEGREED that aH matters regarding· 

contmunity property and debt, and alimony are address.ed in the parties' Marital Settlement 

Agreement attache<i hereto as Exhibit l. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this Decree of Divorce, 

including the incorporated and. merged Marital. Settlement Agreemen~, constitute a full ·andA'inal 

settlement betweenthe parties . 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREEDthatJ>taintiff has during the 

pendency ofthis action legally changed her name to LUBA SNOW, and hereafter shall be known 

as LUBASNOW. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND D~CREBD thateach party shall do each 

and every act required by and comply fully with,each and every provision set forth in this Decree, 

in its entirety. If either party fails to.comply with this Decree, s11ch parry, among other. things, shall 

be subjectto this Court's power to imppse penalties ofcontemptuponhrm 'Qt her, and the.one failing 

to comply with this Decree shall be assessed with all. attorney's fees and costs.of the other party. 

2 

https://marri.ed
https://costs.of
https://address.ed
https://parti.es


1 IT lS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that if any claim, action or 

2 proceeding is brought seeking to hoJd a party liable on account of any debt, obl igation or liabiiity 

3 assumed by the other party, the party who has assume.d the debt, obligation or liability will, at his 

4 or her sole expense, defend the other against any suc.h claim or demand. and he or she will 

5 indemnify, defend and hold harmless the other party. 

6 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that each party shall execute 

7 any and all legal doc1..1ments, certificates -of title, bills of sale, deeds or other evidence of transfer 

8 necessary to effectuate this Decree. Shall either party fail to execute any cif said documents to 

9 transfer interest to the other, then it is agreed that this Decree shall consti.tute a full transfer of the . . 

10 interest ofone to the other, as herein provided. 
J -

11 IT IS FURTHERORDERED,ADJUDGEDAND DECREEDthatneitherpartycon,trictany 
V 
..J 
..J 12 debts, charges or Ji.abilities whatsoever for which the other:'s_property or:cstate shall or may become 

13 foible and shall hold the other pa11y harmless and indemnify therefrom. 
. . . ~ , . 

1 4 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this Decre.e of Divorce 

1 5 sh.all constitute a release ofany and all cJa:ims, whether civil or otherwise, that may .have been filed 

16 by either party against the other through and including the date of this Decree that any motions ~ 

17 pending with the·comtare hereby vacat~. The parties bothagreecHo settle and not proceeding with 

18 litigation and/or trial. 

19 • IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that both parties agree to 

2 0 waive their right to \\Titten notice of entry, appeal, findings of fact and conclusions of la\v, and/or 

2 1 the right to seek Rule 60(b) relief or other poshjudgment relief from thi:s Court, except motions to 

2 2 compel compliance with thi.s Decree, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED; ADJUDGED AND DECREED that both parties shall 

2 4 confidentially file their Social Security numbers with the court c.lerk pursuant to NRS. 125 .130. 

2 5 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED. ADJUDGED AND DECREED that pursuant to NRCP 70the 

2 6 court derkmay sign any and all documents riecessaryto effectuate the. terms ofthis divorce ifeither 

2 7 party is unwilling or unable to do so after the decree of divorce is entered. 

2 8 
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ITIS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the parties have agreed 

that the provisions in this Decree of Divorce are fair and reasonable, and voluntarily agree to be 

bound by all its terms. 

Submitted by: 

Dated this 8th day of December, 2021 

LVIN RIMES,.ESQ. 
Nevada Ba~ N(). 12972 
4411 .South Pecos Rd. 
Las.Veoas. NV 89121 . t:) , · I 

Attomeyfor Defendant 
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MARITAL SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
."IL 

THIS AGREEMENT is made on thi.s 7..:.:__ day of December, 2021, by and between 

ENRIQUE IVAN VELAZQUEZ-GONZALEZ, hereinafter referred to as Husband, and LUBA 

SNO\V, formerly known as LUBA GONZALEZ, hereinafter referred to as Wife (or Jointly refen·ed 

to as "the parties"). with reference to the follo\Ving facts : 

A. The parties were married on March 30, 20 l 3 in Las Vegas, Nevada. 

B. The parties have one (J) minor child ;: ISABELLA GONZALEZ, born August 27, 

20. l. 6. Wife is currently not pregnant and there are no adopted rninor children. 

C. In-econcilable difforences and incompatibility arose between Husband and Wife. 
" • 

D. The parties have a pending div?rce action in the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark 

' .County Nevada, Family Division in .case number D-18-575860-D. ; 

E. The parties intend tha.t this Agreement will be in:corporated and merged into and 

become a part of their final Decree of Divorce. 

F. Husband was born on August 22, 1986. Wife was borJ.! on November 9; 1980. 
' 

G. Wife has been represented by R. Nathan Gibbs, Esq. from December 18, 2019 through

October 15,2020,and from February 9, ~02 J to present. Husband has been .represented by Melvin 

R. Grimes Esq. since March 18, 2019. 

ARTICLE.! 

PURPOSES OF AGREEMENT 

1. l. Final Settlement. To make a final and c-0mplete•settlementof all property rights and 

debt obligations betwe,en the parties, as well as all issues relating .to child custody and. visitation~ 

other than the issue of the. child's schooling. 
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1.2. Support. To resolve, finally, the support rights and obligations, including spousal 

support and child suppo11 between the parties; and 

l.3. Claims. To relinquish any and all past, present, or future claims that each may have 

against the property or estate ofthe other, or ofHis or her executors, administrators, representatives, 

successors, and assigns, except as otherwise provided herein. 

WHEREFORE, the parties agree to the follo·wing: 

ARTICLE 2 

EFFECTIVE DATE 

. I : 
2. L Effective Upon Execution. This Agreement \.VUI he effective as of0ctobed2, 202 L, 

when these agreements were placed on the record.in open court, and the parties were divorced by 

the Court. 

ARTICLE3 

SPOUSAL SUPPORT 

3.1. Waiver of Spousal Support. Husband and W-ife each forever waive the right to 

receive aqy spousal support from the other. Husband and Wife eachacknowledgethatthey have been 

advised that the waiverofspciusal support is permanent, and nonmooi.fiable. Each understands that 

even ifthis agreement works a financial hardship on either partyiqthe fotute,.th~y cannot.hereafter 

seek spousal support nonetheless. With full knowledge ofthe foregoing, each party enters into this 

waiver spousal support freely and knowingly. 

2 
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ARTICLE4 

DIVISION OF ASSETS 

4.1. Assets and Obligations Listed. The parties agree that the separate and community 

property will be divided as follows: 

4.l.1 Marital Home: 

The marital home at 7260 Sunny Countryside Avenue, Las Vegas Nevada 89179 shall be 

listed for sale underthe following protocol: Husband ' s attorney shall provide to Wife 's attorney the 

names ofthree (3) real tors as possible candjdates to represent ~usband and \Vifeas the sellers ofthis_ 

home. Wife shall select one of those three names to be the realtotto list the home for sale on behalf 

of Husband and Wife. Husband and Wife shall follow the realtor ·srecommendations with respect 

to the I isting price, sales price, and sales terms of the marital residence.Jfforsome reaso.n,the realtor 

chosen does not meet the parties' expectations, a different realtor may be selected to sell the home 

after the contract with that realtor expires. 

The parties shall obtain contact information and documentation ofup to date balances owed 

for all creditors ,vhich are dee1ned joint obligations under subsection 5.l. l below., and provide the 

same to their counsel, such that both counsel shall have this documentation and information. 

Ht.isband ' s comisel and/or Wife's counse.l shall contact the creditors ofthe joint obligations and shall 

endeavor to obtain agreements for payoffs at re,duced balances. 

Upon sale of the home, the mortgage and other voluntary encumbrances, including any 

government assistance programs, shall -be paid, and the joint obligations as definedin subsection 

5 .. 1. l :Shall mr paid offatthe reduced balances negotiated. by the anomey(s), er if the creditors will 

not reduce the balances, paid off. To accomplish this, the proceeds from the ·sale shall be deposited 

https://terms.of
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into the trust account ofRoberts Stoffel Law Group, and held there until the joint debt is negotiated 

and paid. Any payments to any creditors or parties from the trust account.shall only be made upon 

by a written stipulation executed by both the attorneys and both the parties, or if either party 

represents themselves hereafter, by that pa11y in proper person and the other represented party and 

their counsel. The balance of the proceeds shall be equally divided and paid to the parties from the 

trust account. 

4.1.2~ Assets to Husband. Husband shall receive as bis so le and separate property 

the following items: 

A. Any and all bank accounts in his name; 

B. His share of the proceeds from the marital home, as set forth in 

section 4.1. l above. 

C. Any and all personal property currently in his possession and any 

other assets titled in his individual name wHl remain his sole ,and 

separate property. 

4.1.3. Assets to Wife. Wife shaH receive as her sole and separate property the 

following items: 

A. Any and all bankaccounts in her name; 

B. Her share of the proceeds from the marital home, as set forth in 

section 4 . l. l above. 

C. Any and ~ll personal property currently in her 
~ 

possession and any 

other assets titled in her individual name will remain her sole and 

separate property. 
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4.2. Retirement accounts. The parties confinn that there are no retirement accounts to 

be adjudicated by the court. 

4.3. Taxes. The parties shall file any and all stale or federal income tax returns 

individually. beginning in the 2020 tax year. 

ARTICLES 

DIVISION OF DEBTS 

5.1. Assets and Obligations Listed. The parties agree .thatthe debts shall be allocated 

as follows: 

5.1.1 Joint Obligations.: 

Pursuant to the decision by the court at the divorce trial, the following debts shall be deemed 

joint obligations that both parties shall be responsible for: 

A. The \VeHs Fargo.Joint Credit Card. including any liability for suit; 

B. The Capitol One Ct."edit Card, induding any liabiJityfor suit; 

C. The Babies R Us debt; 

D. The Target/TD Bank Debt, induding any liability for suit; 
' • 

E. The Macy's card Debt/Cavalry debt,indudfog any liability for suit; 

F. The Chase Bank/Mazda, debt; and 

G. The Home Depot debt. 

5.1.2 Obligations to Husband. Husband shall assume as his sole and separate 

debt, and shall forever indemnify and hold Wife harmless fi:om, the following: 
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A, His½ share of the debts identified in Subsection 5.1.1 above.; 

B. The American Express Card·in Husband 's Name; 

C. Any credit cards in his own name and aU other debts held solely in his name. 

5.1.3 Obligations to \\life. Wife shall assume :as her sole and separate debt, and 

shall forever indemnify and hold Husband harmless from the following: 

A. Her ½ share of the debts identified in Subsection 5.1.1 above; 

8 . The RC Wi lley/Richland Holdi11gs Debt; 

C. The Commity/Victoria' s Secret Debt; 

D. The Americai1 Qem debt; 

E. The Floor and Decor/Synchrony Bank Debt; 

F. The Hollf Sheets debt 

G. Any other credit cards in her own name and all other debts in her own name. 

Credit Card Accoun1s. Within thirty (30) days of the signing of ~hls Agreement, 

each party \~m remove the other from any. credit cards or other accounts-upon which the other' s 

name appears, ifany, for any credit accounts that are under his or her control. Each ofthe.parties will 

be solely responsible and forever hold the other harmless from any.debts incurred.on any c.redit card 

or other accounts rnajntained by him or her from the date of execution ofthis: Agreement. 

ARTICLE 6 

CREDITORS1 REMEDIES 

6.1. Creditor's Remedies. The parties acknowledge and understand that evet1 though a 

debt or obligation may be assigned to one party as part of the division of property and debts, that 

assignment does not restrict creditors' rights to . seek payment from the other 'party; In the event of 
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any creditor's action against the, party who is not responsible for that debt under the tenns of this 

Agreement, the debtor party will hold the other free and harmless from and folly indemnify the other 

for any such payment and any court costs and attorney fees incurred in defending against any 

creditor's daim. 

ARTICLE 7 

WARRANTIES, COVENAl\TS, AND RELEASES 

7.1. Disclosure of Assets. The parties warrant to each other that neither party 0\1/ns any 

community property of any kind, other than the property ,listed in this Agreement. The parties 

acknowledge that each of them has conscientiously endeavored to fulfill the duty of full disclosure. 

7.2 Unauth.orized Gifts. Each party warrants to the other that the wan-antor has not made, 

wi.thout the warrantee 's knowledge and consent, any gift or dispositionf~f co'mmuHity property other 

than djspositions in exchange for adeq:uate consideration to the community. 

ARTICL.E8 

INHERITANCE RIGHTS 

8.1. Mutual Waiver of Inheritance Rights. Each party waives and renounces any and a11 

rights to inherit the estate of the other at the other's. death or to receive ~y prope1ty ofthe other 

under a will executed before the effective dated of this Agreetn.ent or to claim any (a) family 

allowance, (b) probate homestead, © rights or claims ofdower, curtesy, or any statutory substitute 

now or hereafter provided under the laws of anystate in which the parties may die,domiciled or in 

which they may own real property, or to actas executor or other personal representative,under a will 
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of the other executed before the effective date -of this Agreement. or to act as administrator, or as 

administrator with the will annexed, of the other's estate under any circumstances. 

ARTICLE9 

CHILD CUSTODY Al~-u VISITATION 

9.1. Legal Custody. The patties agree that they shall share joint legal cu:Stodyoftheminor 

child, Isabella Gonzalez. Joint legal custody shall be defined as follows: 

The parents shall confer with each other on all important matters pertaining 
to the chi ldren's health , welfare, education, religious training and upbringing to 
arrive at a harmonious policy to promote the· children's best interests, and not to 
promote the personal desires of either party. 

The parents shalJ confer with _each other on all matters r.:egarding the 
children's health care, including but not · limited to, medical, dental. orthodontic, 
surgical, optical, or psychological, and shalJ immediately inform:the other parentof 
any health condition of'the children except in emergency situations when prfor 
consultations are not possiple. • 

The parents shall confer with each other on all matters pertaining to the 
religious training an& upbringing ofthe children. 

The parents shall confer with each other regarding decisfonspertain'ing to the 
education and schoolcurriculum of the children. 

Each parentshall share with the other parent information concerning the well
being of the children, including, but not..Hn:1ited to, copies of report cards; school 
meeting notices; vacation schedules; class prograins;.requests for conferences; resul(S 
of standardized or diagnostic tests; notices of activ1tt!=S invol\'ing the children; 
samples of school work;. order forms for school pictures; and all com:r:nunications 
from health care providers, childcare providers, and educators. 

The parents shall confer with each other regarding the extracurricular 
activities whkh are available to or contemplated for the children either through the 
regular school curriculum or outside of the school curriculum, ahd shall inform the 
other parent of the times and places of athletic events and extracurricular .eve.nts ·of 
the children so that the other parent shall also have the opportunity to participate in 
such activities. 

Both parents shall be alfowed free access to any and all r~cords,pertaining to 
their children. Both parents shall be allowed to confer independently with any and 

8 EG\
•. / 



.

all professionals invo[ved with their children. 

Each parent shall keep the other parent informed oLhis or her respective 
address, home and work telephone numbers, and shall notify the other parent.ofany 
change thereto within twenty-four (24) hours of any change. 

Each parent shall be entitled to reasonable telephone communicationwith the 
children. Each parent is restrained from unreasonably interfering with the children's 
right to privacy during such telephone conversations with the other parent. 

.ln the evemthat either parent shall take the children out of state on vacation, 
that parent shall specifically notify the other parent of the plans in advance and 
provide a te[ephone number and itinerary to the other parent. 

9.2. Physical Custody. The parties agree that they will share joint physical custody of 

Isabella Gonzalez, born August 27, 2016, subject to the visitation s~hedule as set forth below. 

9.3. •Regular Visitation. The parties' custodial schedule .is descrihed with sufficient 

particularity per NRS T25C.010. The parties agree that custodial shall take p.lace as follows: The 

parties shall exel'cise a week on. week off scheduled with Husband having custody of the minor 

children every other week from Wednesday morning at.9:00 a.m., "\-vhen.schoolcommences until the 

' following \Vednesday at 9:00 a.m" except where superceded by holiday, vacation or other special 

custodytimes, as more follysetforth be!ow. The sending parent shall del.iverthe child to schoolon 

Wednesday, and the receiving parent shall pick. the chil.d up from school at the conclusion of the 

school.day that same day. on Wednesday. 

Except where superceded by holiday. vacation, or other special holiday custodytimes, as 

more folly set forth below, in the event that there is no school on a Wednesday, the custody time 

shall be at 9:00 a.m. at the Chevron Gas Station located at 10890 W. Charleston Blvd., Las Vegas, 

, Nevada 89135. This .shall also be the exchange point whenever a custody exchange is to be made 

someplace other than the child's school. When a custody exchange is made..at the Chevron Gas .£_ 
. 
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Station located at .!0890 W. Charleston Blvd., Las Vegas, Nevada 89135, the parties agree that 

neither shall approach the other's vehicle except insofar as. is necessary to facilitate the exchange 

safely. Neither party shat.I attempuo engage the other in conversation, but shall simply see that the 

- child gets to the receiving parent's vehicle safely, and leave. 

In the event that the child falls ii.I.after she is delivered to school by the sending parent, or is 

sent home by the school for some reason before the end of the school day, the receiving parent shal I 

have the right and the responsibility to get the child from school, as once the child is delivered to the 

school. the custody time of the receivir~g parent commences. 

Additionally. whereas Husband travels outside of the country, and \Vife may also travel. the 

parties agree that in the event either parent is away from thed1ild during the commencement of his 

or her custody time, and wil! not be with the child for more than 24 hours after the time his or her 

custoqy time should begin. the child will remain with the other parentuntiJ the away ·parentdoes 

return. at which time the away parent's custody time shall commence, and shall continue until the 

same time it would have ended if it commenced at 9:00 a.m. 011 Wed.n:esday. 

9.4. HolidayNacation Visitation. The parties have been.advised that with an alternating 

weekly schedule suchas this. they win likely each have the opportunity to enjoy major holiday times 

in an alternating yearly fashion. Nonetheless, the parties have agreed to the following specifics items 

with respect to holidays. 

9~4.1 \Vife's Birthday. Each year the minor child shall be with Wife on her 

birthday, which is November 9'1\ from I0:00 a.m. on November 91
h through 

12:00 p.m. on November l0111 
. 

9.4~2 Husband's birthday. Each year the minor child shall be with Husband on 
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his birthday, which is August 22n, from 10:00 a.rt1 . on August 22nd through 

12:00 p.m. on August 23rd. 

9.4.3 Mother's Day. Each yearthc minor child shaU reside with Wife from 10:00 

a.m. on Mother's Day through 12:00 p.m. on the day following Mother's 

Day. 

9.4.4 Fatber~s Day. Each year the minor child shall reside wi th Husband from 

10:_00 a,m. on Father's Day through 12:00p.m. on the day following Father's 

Day. 

9.4.5 Thanksgiving 2021/2022: Husband shaft have the minor child for the . 

Thanksgiving holiday in 2021 fron1 10:00 a.m . to 8:00 p.m .. Wife shall have the ,minor chitd on 

Thanksgiving Day in 2022 from I 0:00 a.m. to 8:00.p.m. The parties sha(l altema~ Thanksgiving 

" each year thereafter such that Husband has the child for Thanksgiving Day in odd numbered years 

and Wife has the child for Thanksgiving Day in even numbered years. 

9A.6 Halloween Holiday 2021/2022i Husband shalth.ave·the minor child,for the 

Halloween holiday in 2021 from 12;00 p.m. until 7:00 p.m, and Wife shall have the minor child for 

the Halloween holiday in 2022 from 12:00 p.m. until 7:00 p.m. Thereafter whichever party has the 

child on October 3 I. 2021 shall be entitled to obs·erve the holiday with the cnild during his or her 

time. 

9.4.7 Christmas Holiday/\Vinter Break; Wife shaff have the minor child from 

December 17. 2021 thrm1gh December 26, 2021 at 12:00 p.m. in 2021. Husband shall have the 

minor child from December.26, 2021 at 12:00p.m. through January 5; 2022;.at 12:00 p.m. 

Beginningin 2022, Winter-Break with the Child sh~ll consist oftwo parts. Th,efirst part stars 
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on the last day of the child's school and runs through December 26m at lZ:00 p;m. The second part 

runs from December 26 at 12:00 p:m .. and runs through the first Wednesday in January, the nonnal 

exchange day. Beginning 2022 whichever parent WOLLld have the child for the day of school before 

the Winter break will also have the first segment of the Winter break with the child through 

December 26L¾ at 12:00 p.m., and the other parent shall have the minor child from December 26th 

through the first day in January 2022, at which time the child will then go to the.other parent, starting 

the normal weekly custody schedule. 

9.5 Vacation Time with the Child. Husband and Wife each have the right to take up to 7 

days of vacation tiine per year with the ch i.ld, which must be takenJn one block of no more _than 7 

days per year. ff i.n a given year Husband or Wife chooses to exercise a vacation block of time lasting 

less th.an 7 days, duration, he or she will forfeit the ha.lance of their vacation days for that year. The 

' vacation period may be added to normal custody time such that Husband or \Vife may, by exercising 

vacation time have the .child for up to three weeks total by taking the child for his or her normal one 

week of custody time, plus a vacation week. then continuing to have the child. during the following 

week, which would othe.n,v.ise he the vacatingparent's custody time anyway. Each party is requite.cl 

to give no less than 30 days' written notice of the planned vacation, and in the event of a dispute 

wherein both parties want the same dates or overlapping dates fora vacation-with the child, the party 

who first gave written notice shall be entitled to take the vacation block.he or she provided in \vritten 

notice to the other. 

There is no requirement that a vacation be spent outside of Nevada or outside ofLas Vegas. 

9.5.1 Itinerary. Whenever a party travels outside ofNevada with,the minor child, 

thatparty shall provide a written itinerary to the other,parent as .soonas is practicable, 
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otherwi~e. The partie.s shall check Talking Parents messages and open them; and respond no later 

than within 24 hours of the message being sent. Neither party shall use Talking Parents to harass the 

other. and hath parties shall endeavor to use professional, polite, and respectful language in the 

Talking Parents communications, and refrain from name.-caUing or foul language directed .at the 

other party. 

9.9. Counselor. The parties agree that the minor child may go to seea cou.nselor. \Vife inay 

select the counselor and will be responsible to pay all co-pays for the same. The counseling will take 

place only during Wife's custody time, unless an agreement is reached otherwise hereafter. 

Husband and \Vite understand and agree that the counselor is not to be used as a tool to develop court . 

testimony for a custody battl.e, unless there is a mandatory reporting issue that ·arises involving the 

counselor, but that the counseling shaH be solely for the purpose of assistittg ~he child with any 

difficulty she has relative to the divorce, or other life circumstances. Both 'parties shall participate 

in counseling as needed. 

ARTICLE lO 

CHILD SUPPORT. 

10.1. Monthly Child Support/Waiver of Arrears. Effective October 12, 2021 the parties 

agree that whereas ne-ither party is currently working, the amount of child support due to the other 

pursuant to NAC 425; 140 is $(i.00, The parties further agreethat neither party will seek child. support 
... 

from the other, nor h~~e a right to look into the earnings of the other pa1ty until l8 months have 

elapsed since the October 12, 2021 Court date. After 18 months have elapsed, the parties shall 

exchange financial information to determine whether either party should pay child support: to the 

other. 
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There is currently a chi.Id support order in effect whereby Husband was ordered to pay child 

support to Wife. Husband and Wife agree that any monies due under that order, including any and 

all unpaid. arrears, interest or penalties are hereby waived by Wife. Wife certifies that she has not 

received any welfare monies, ~nd this waiver will not cause her to be on government welfare 

assistance. Husband and Wife further agree that any and all chi.Id support arrearswhi.ch could 

potentially could become due prior to October 121 2021 by either party to the other are hereby 

vrnived, and neither party shaU owe the other party any· child.support for ai1y period prior to October 

12.2021. 

10.i,- Other Expenses. The parties agree to evenly divide the:costs of all mutually agreed- . 

upon extracurricular activities for the chi Id. If the parties do not agree on an activity for the children, .. 

the parent wanting to enroll the child in that activity will bear the full cost associated with the 

activity. 

10.3. Wage Assignment. That parties are hereby put on notice that, pursuant to NRS 

125.450, a parent responsible for paying child support is subject to NRS 3 IA.020 to 3 lA.240, 

inclusive, and Sections 2 and 3 of Chapter 31 A of the Nevada Revised Stattites regard1ng the 

withholding ofwages and commissions for the delinquent payment ofchild strpport. The.se statutes 

and provisions require that, ifa parent is responsible for paying chi Id support is delinquent. in.paying 

the support of a child that such person has been ordere.d to pay, then that person's wages or 
( ' · ~ 
-~ .-·, ·-

. . ~· ' \commissi.ons shall immediately be subject to wage assignment, pursuant to the .provisions to the 

above-cited statutes. 

10.4. Review·. The partiesare also put on notice that NRS 1258.145 andNRS 125.230 

allow the court to review a child support order every three years to determinewhether child support 
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can be modified to align with the statutory fonnula set out in NRS 125B.070; the parties must 

request a review, it is not an automatic function of the court. The parties have however stipulated 

to an 18 month review voluntarily, as a condition ofthis agreement. 
' 

10.5. • Medical Insurance. Wife shall each provide insurance coverage for the child if 

available through work at a reasonable rate, or if available through a spouse' s work if \Vife 

remarries. Any of the minor child's unreimbursed medical expenses will be divided equally between 

the parties, other than copays or out ofpocket expenses fort.he minor child· s counseling. which Wife 

has agreed to alone bear, as set forth above. The paying party will have thirty (30) days to provide 

a receipt for medical services rendered, and the reimbursing parry will have thirty (30) days· in which 

to rei.mburse his or her half of the bill. lfthe paying party does not provid~ the receipt withiri thirty 

(30) days, the expense may be considered waived. If the reimbursing party does not remit payment 

within thirty (30) days, he or she may be held in contempt of court. 

10.6. Tax Benefit. The parties shall alternate the child tax credits each year with Husband 

claiming the minor children beginning in odd numbered tax years and Wife claiming the minor 

children in even numbered tax years. 

10.7 Passport. The parties agree that the minor child' s passportshaH be renewed: Wife has 

executed the documents requested to accomplish the renewal, and agrees that she shall execute any 

other documents necessary for the minorchildto renew her passport, and Husband will also ex.ec.ute 

whatever documents are needed for the minor child to have her passport renewed. 

In the summer monihs when the minor child is not in school,. the passport shall be exchanged 

by the parents with the child such that it is always with the custodial parent. During the rest ofthe 

year in 2021 and in even numbered years thereafter, Htisband shall have the passport whenever it is 
• •. 
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not needed by Wife for her international travel, and in odd numbered years c:luring the rest ofthe year 

other than summer. Wife shall have the passport whenever it is not needed by Husband for his 

international travel. Both parties have a duty to provide an itinerary prior to travel wiih the minor 

child, as elsewhere provided .herein , and both parties have a duty to ensure that.the party who \.'Vill 

need the minor child's passport for traveling with the minor child at the last custody exchange to the 

traveling parent immediately prior to the planned i11ternational travel with the minor child. 

ARTICLE 11 

RESIDENCE OF TH.E MINOR CHILDREN AND NOTICES 

11. l. Pursuan.t to NRS l25C.100. the minor children's habitual residence is Nevada. 

H.2. Notice is hereby given of the following provision ofNRS 125C.2O0; 

L Jf primary physical custody has been established pursuant -to an 
order,judgment or decree ofa comt and the custodial parent intends 
to move relocate his or her residence to a place outside of this State 
or to a place within this State that is at such a distance that would 
substantially impair the ability of the other parent to maintain a 
meaningful relationship with the child, and the custodial parent 
desires to take the child with him or her, the custodial parent must, as 
soon as.possible. and before the planned move, attempt shall, before 
relocating: 

(a) Attempt to obtain the wTitten consent of the poncustodial 
parent to move relocate with the child from this State. If ; and 
(b) If the noncustodial parent refuses t,o give that consent, the 
custodial parent shall. before leaving this State w:ith the child, 
petition the court for permission to move relocate with tile child. 
The failure of a parent to comply with the proV1sions' of this 
section may be considered as a factor if a change of custody is 
requested by the noncustodial parent. 

2~ The court may award reasonable attorney's fees-and costs to the 
custodial parent ifthe court finds that the noncustodial parent refused 
to consent to .the custodial parent's relocation with the child.: 

(~) Without having reasonable grounds for such refusal; or 
(f:t.) For the purpose of harassing.the custodial parent. 

3. A parent who relocates with a child pursuantto this secti.on. without$ ·• 
'--- I 
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tbe written consent ofthe noncustodial parent or the permission ofthe 
court is subject to the provisions ofNRS 200,359. 

1t .3. That pursuant to the amendments to NRS Chapter l 25C set forth in A.B. No. 263 0 

Section l 0(6), which became effective on October i, 2015, the parties are hereby placed on notice 

of the fo!Iowrng: 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION. 
CONCEALMENT OR DETENTfON OF A CHILD IN VIOLATION 
OF THIS ORDER IS PUNISHABLE AS A CATEGORY D 
FELONY AS PROVIDED IN NRS 193.130. NRS 200.359 provide.s 
that every person having a limited right.of custody to a child or any 
parent having no right of custody to the child '\-Vho willfuUy detains, 
conceals or removes the child from a parent, guardian or other person 
having rawful cus.tody or~ right of visitation of the child in vi.olation 
of an order ofthis court, or removes the child from the jurisdiction of 
the court without the wnscnt ofeither the coun or all persons who 
have theright to custody or visitation is subject to being punished for 
a category D felony as provided in NRS 193.130. 

11.4. That pursuant to the amendments to NRS Chapter 125C set forth in AB. No. 263, 

Section 10(7) and (8), which became effective on October I, 20I5, the pardes are hereby placed on ' 

notice that the terms of the Hagu.eConvention of October 25, 1980, adopted by the 14th Session of 

the Hague Conference on Private International Law, apply ifa pa:rent abducts or wrongfully retains 

a child in a foreign country. 

ARTICLE 12 

ATTORNEY FEES 

12.l. Attorney Fees and Costs. Husband agrees to be responsible torhis~mvnattorney's 

fees and costs incurred inthe divorce litigation and in connection withthe negotiation, drafting, and 

filing. of this Agreement and the final dissolution of th~ marriage, inc.luding the underlying 

dissolution proceedings since inception through execution of this Agreem .. •. • ent. Wife,:. ees to be 
, I 

• . 1s Eei 62-, 
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responsible for her mvn attorney's fees and costs incurred in connection with the negotiation, 

drafting, and filing of this Agreement and the final dissolution of the marriage, including the 

underlying dissolution.proceedings since inception through.execution of this Agreement. 

ARTICLEl3 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

13.1. Eutire Agreement; Settlement and Release. The parties intend this Agreement to be 

a final and complete settlement of all. of their rights. and opligations arising out of the marriage and · 

acknowledge that it c-0ntains the entire agreement on the matters it covers and it supersedes any 

previous Agreement between the paities. Except as otherwise provided in thi~ Agreement,each party 

releases the other from any and all debts. obligations. and liabilities owing to the other, whether 

incurred before or after the ·effective date of this Agreement. ~ach party releases and discharges the 

other from any right to claim any interest in the property of.the ·other; except as provided in this 

Agreement. Each party releases the other from anycJairns of reimbursement because:.ofconduct of 

either party during the marriage or with respect to any asset during the pendente lite period up to the 

dace upon wh.ich th.is Agreement is last exe-euted. 

13.2. Execution ofOther Documents. Each party agrees that h.e or she will, upon request. 

execute, acknowledge. and det i ver to the other party or to the other party's executor or representative 

any and atl documents, deeds, contracts, reteases,.biUs ofsale, promissory notes, orother instruments 

necessary to effectuate the terms of this Agreement. Either party who fails to comply with this 

paragraph wil I reimburse the other for any expenses, including attorney fees and court costs, that, 

as a result of this failure, become reasonably necessary for carrying out this Agreement. 

19 



13.3. Mutual Relea~e from lnterspousal Obligations. Except as otherwise provided in 

this Agreement, each party hereby releases the other from all interspousal obligations, whether 

incurred before ?rafter the effective date, and all claims tp the property of the other. This release 

extends to all claims based on rights that have accrued before the marriage. The parties have 

considered and provided for such claims in this Agreement. 

13.4. Amendment. The provisions of this Agreement may only be waived, altered, 

amended, modified, revoked, or terminated, in whole or in part, in a subsequent written agreement 

specifically referringto thisAgreementand signed by both parties. However, those prov isions of Lhis 

Agreement that are speci.fically modifiable may be modified. either by the writ~en consent of both 

parti.es or by an order of a court of competent jurisdiction. Each party waives the right to claim, 

contend, or assert in the future that this Agreement was modified. canceled, superseded, or changed 

by oral agreement, course ofconduct, or estoppel. 

13.5. Binding Effect. This Agreement will inure to the benefit ofand be binding on the 

parties and their heirs, personal representatives, assigns, and other successor ininterestof each party. 

13.6. Effect of Reconciliation. Any reconciliation.between the .parties will not cancel, 

terminate. or modify the forc.e or effect of any provision of this Agreement dealing \Vith the present 

assets or obligations of either or both parties. 

13.7. Severability. This is an integrated agreement entered into by the parties because of 

the overall settlement. Therefore, ifany te1m, provision~ or condition ofthis Agreement is altered 

or held by a court of . proper jurisdiction to , be invaHd, void, or unenforceable, and should 

enforcement of the remaining provisions then result in a substantial injustice to one party, the parties 

request and agree that the Court retain jurisdiction to modify the remainder of the Agreement to the 

£~,i 
/o-7)/ 
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extent necessary to cure the injustice. Otherwise, the remaining provisions will remain .in :full force 

and effect a11d \.ViH in no way be affected, impaired, or invalidated. 

13.8. Governing La,\·. Th.is Agreement will be construed in accordance with, and 

governed by the la\VS of the State of Nevada, except that this Agreement will not be construed in 

favor of or against either patty, but in a manner that is fair to both parties. 

13.9. Continuing Jurisdiction. The parties agree that the Court will have continuing 

jurjsdiction to enforce tbe execut0Q' provisions of this Agreement. 

13.10. Rea.din.gs. The parties agree that section headings as used in ihis Agreement are for 

convenience and reference only and will not influence the interpretation of any of the terms or 

provisions of thjs Agreement. The parties intend paragraph numbers. as used in the body of this 

Agreement, to be read as including the paragraph listed and all of its sub-part~. 

13.11. Incorporation into Judgment. This Agreement will be submitted to the Gourt in 

the parties' dissolut.ion action and be incorporated into the judgment of dissolution. The parties by 

the terms of said judgment will be ordered to comply with the terms ofthi.s Agreement. However, 

the parties intend and agree that the terms of this Agree1nent will ·bind them regardless .;>f its 

incorporation into anyjudgment of dissolution of marriage. This Agreement does not depend on 

approval of the Court for it to be binding upon the parties. 

13. 12. Drafter. Neither party shall be deemed to be drafter ofthis Agreenient. 1n the event 

this Agreement is ever .construed by a court of law or equity, such court shall not construe th1s 

Agreement or any provision hereof against either party as the drafter ofthe Agreement. Husband and 

Wife hereby acknowledge that both parties have contributed substantiaJJy and ·materially to the 

preparation of this Agreement. 
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13.13. Agreement Voluntary and Clearly Understood. ln affixing their.signatures to this 

Agreement, each ofthe parties is acknowledging that he or she has readtheAgreernent and discussed 

it with his. or her attorneys, that each understands all of its terms, and agrees to be bound by its 

provisions. The parties have notentered into the terms of this settlement under duress .or coercion, 

but upon due reflection. /~\ 
Dated this _Q'1 day of December, 2021 . 

!' ' 
• 

' 
• 

~ · 
~ - • 

Enrique [van Velazquez-Gonzalez, Husband; 

•Dated this dav of December, 2021. 
-. - -

Luba Snow Wife ' 
' 
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ATTORNEY CERTIFICATION FOR HUSBAND. 

The undersigned, MEL VIN R. GRIMES,, ESQ., certifies that he is an attorney at la\\' duly 

licensed to practice and admitted to practice in the State of Nevada; that he has been employed by 

ENRlQUE fV AN VELAZQUEZ-GONZALEZ, a party to the foregoing Agreement, and has 

explained to him the meaning and legal effect of it, and that ENRIQUE IVAN VELAZQUEZ

GONZALEZ has acknowledged his full and complete understanding of the Agreement and its legal 

consequences, and h~J~ly and voluntarily executed the AgreemenL
1 

Dated this 7__~day ofDecember, 2021. ___,,~:::::;:'?"~(-----

~ 
/ 

Nevcida Bar.No. 12972 
Rob~rts Stoffel .Family Law Group 
4411 S. Pecos Rd, 
Las Vegas. Nevada 89121 
Attorney for Husband 
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ATTORNEY CERTIFICATION FOR WIFE 

The undersigned,. R. NATHAN GIBBS, ESQ., certifies that he is an attorney at law duly 

licensed to practice and admitted to practice in the State ofNevada; that he has been employed by 

LUBA SNO\V, a party to the foregoing Agreeml?nt,, and has explained to her the meaningand legal 

effect of it, and that LUBA SNOW has acknowledged her fuH and complete understanding of the 

Agreement and its legal consequences, and has freely and voluntarily exe.cuted the Agreement. 

Dated this / day of December, 2021. 

___,,;Jr-- ;,,, .. .- ----- -~,:? _. _;-:>'._.-::.-~~:S?_-_:_;::__-;f' 
..,,,,/<,•·\"'--- i ,.· _,•::>-,~ _.:1-::··½-ct 

- ./ ' , . ./ ./ r _,.. ,e.. C/'✓• ~i,,_:. ,..,_-

R. NATHAN Gf'.BBS, E'SQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5965 
Kelleher & Kelleher, LLC 
40 S. Stepharlie St. Suite 201 
Henderson, Nevada 89012 
Attorney for Wife 
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VERIFICATION TO MARITAL SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

STATE OF NEVADA ) 
)ss. 

COUNTY OF CLARK ) 

ENRIQUE IVAN VELAZQUEZ-GONZALEZ, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That he is the Husband in the above entitled Agreement; that he has read the foregoing 

Mar.ital Settlement Agreement and kno\VS the contents thereof; that the same is true of his own 

knowledge. He also verifies that he has signed the aforesaid document ofhis own free will , without 

duress, coercion or wbile under the influence of a substance that would impair his ability to 

understand the document he signed. He ackno\'dedges hrs full and complete understanding of the 

Agreement and its legal consequences. and has freely and voluntarily executed the Agreement. 

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to. before me 
this I day ofDecemter. 2021. 

~~ · I) f[\ ~ .~ ~'\_._) '- -{J ~ 

NOTARY PUBLIC 

• . COU;EEN O'!R!E!I . •. 
. . •Nota,y llubllci Stat• of ~•rad.I 
~- Ni,, 07-'404?• 1 

• MyAppt. ~~27, 202'4 
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VERIFICATION TO MARITAL SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

STATE OF NEVADA ) 
)ss. 

COUNTY OF CLARK ) 

LUBA SNOW, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That she is the Wife in the above entitled Agreement; that she has read the foregoing i\farita1 

Settlement Agreement and knows the contents thereof; that the same is true of her own knowledge. 

She also verifies that she has signed the aforesaid document of her own free will, without duress, 

coercion or while under the influence. ofa substance that would impair her ab1lity to understand the 

do~ument she signed. She ackno\vledges her full and complete understanding ofthe Agi•eement and 
'. 

its legal ·consequences, and has freely and voluntarily execut;<l lh\Agree1_nent. ( 

6t&~B41il..ar✓
. (

Luba Snow 

SUBSCRIBED and S\VORN to before me 
this ~ day ofDecember, 2021. 

~f)-)\~
NOTARYPLJC 

• COLLEEN O'B~Oi 
· . Haury. Pubtk, Sate af ~"Ida 

. .l\ppoii'ltment tlo. . 07•~7;1 
/,ly.Al:19t.·Elc;lirn Noll 1.1, 202.4 
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Luba Gonzalez, Plaintiff 

VS. 

Enrique Ivan Velazquez
Gonzalez, Defendant. 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

CASE NO: D-18-575860-D 

DEPT. NO. Department P 

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

Service Date: 12/8/2021 

Enrique Velazquez-Gonzalez 

Dawn Lozano 

Nathan Gibbs 

Luba Gonzalez 

Philip David 

John Kelleher 

Melvin Grimes 

enrike.gonzalez@grnail.com 

LozanoLawL V@gmail.com 

mgibbs@kelleherandkelleher.com 

snowluba@gmail.com 

philip.dace@gmail.com 

efiling@kelleherandkelleher.com 

efile@lvfamilylaw.com 

mailto:efile@lvfamilylaw.com
mailto:efiling@kelleherandkelleher.com
mailto:philip.dace@gmail.com
mailto:snowluba@gmail.com
mailto:mgibbs@kelleherandkelleher.com
mailto:LozanoLawLV@gmail.com
mailto:enrike.gonzalez@grnail.com
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Electronically f iled 

~~l 8:48 AM~ 

CLERKOF THE COURT 

ORDR . 
Melvin R Grimes, Esq. 
State Bar of Nevada No. 12972 
ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP 
4411 South Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
PH: (702) 474-7007 
FAX: (702) 474-7477 
EMAIL: efile@lvfamilylaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 

DISTRICT ·coURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

LUBJ\ GONZALEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

Case No: 
· Dept No: 

D-18-575860-D 
P 

V. 

ENRIQUE IV AN VELAZQUEZ-
GONZALEZ, 

Defendant. 

ORDER GRANTING EX PARTE TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 
AND SETTING BRIEFING SCHEDULING FOR HEARING ON MOTION 

FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

Having reviewed the Plaintiffs Ex Parte Application for An Order for A 

Temporary Restraining Order Pursuant To EDCR § 5.520, the supporting Affidavit 
I 

and the other documents/pleadings on file in this matter the Court finds and Orders 

as follows: 

NOW THEREFORE, 

Pagel of 3 
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THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that Defendant will be irreparably harmed 

unless the Plaintiff is enjoined from filing bankruptcy prior to the sale of the marital 
.t 

home located at 7260 Sunny Countryside Avenue, Las Vegas Nevada 89179. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Plaintiffs actions are being taken in 

bad faith and are intended frustrate. the sale of the home. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Defendant shall be enjoined from 

filing bankruptcy or taking any other action that will empede or frustrate the sale of 

the real property located at 7260 Sunny Countryside Avenue, Las Vegas Nevada 

89179. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS-that this Order was properly granted 

without notice to the Defendant due to the nature of the action, which seeks to 

prevent any further damage related to Defendant releasing funds or encumbering 

real property. 

NOW THEREFORE, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the Defendant is granted a Temporary 

Restraining Order and the Plaintiff is restrained and enjoined from filing 

bankruptcy or taking any action that will delay or frustrate the sale of the real 

property located at 7260 Sunny Countryside Avenue, Las Vegas Nevada 89179 

until such time that the Motion may be heard by the Court, up to fifteen (15) days, 

as follpws: 
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l. Plaintiff and her agents are retrained and enjoined from filing 

bankruptcy until this matter is heard by the court or the home is sold. 

2. Plaintiff and her agents are restrained and enjoined from taking any 

action that will delay or frustrate the sale of the f(:!al property located at 

7260 Sunny Countryside Avenue, Las Vegas Nevada 89179. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Plaintiff shall file a Motion to address 

these issues within fourteen ( 14) days of this Order being issued. 
DECEMBER 22, 2021 ·:at 11 :30 a 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a hearing is scheduled on the,. • clay of 
To be heard via BlueJeans video conference Meeting ID: 568 582 765 -- ·• 

Participant Passcod~: 7532 
___________, 2021, at---------'---

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this 16th day of December, 2021 

. v.J_ 
Respectfully submitted this /S_·day 
of December 2021. 

9D8 638 1192 0C52 

ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY 
Mary Perry 
District Court Judge 

LAWGROUP 

By:£_~.,L.:.~~~===i============---
Melvin . Grimes, Esq. 
State r of Nevada No. 12972 
4411 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 . 
PH: (702) 4 7 4-7007 
FAX: (702) 474-7477 
Email: efile@lvfamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

Luba Gonzalez, Pl~intiff CASE NO: D-18-575860-D 

VS . DEPT. NO. Department P 

Enrique Ivan Velazquez
Gonzalez, 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: 12/16/2021 

Enrique Velazquez-Gonzalez enrike.gonzalez@gmail.com 

Dawn Lozano LozanoLawL V@grnail.com 

Luba Gonzalez snow luba@grnail.com 

Philip David philip.dace@gmail.com 

Melvin Grimes efile@lvfamilylaw.com 
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10 

15 
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25 

17 

Electronically Filed 

~~l 3:46PM.., 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

1 SC 
elvin R. Grimes, Esq. 

2 tate Bar ofNevada No. 12972 
OBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP 3 

· 411 South Pecos Road 
4 as Vegas, Nevada 89121 

H: (702) 474-7007 
AX: (702)474-7477 

6 MAIL: efile@lvfamilylaw.com 
ttorneys for Plaintiff, Sharon Hall 7 

8 DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

9 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

11 
LUBA GONZALEZ, 

12 . Plaintiff, 

13 V. 

14 ENRIQUE IV AN VELAZQUEZ
GONZALEZ, 

16 Defendant. 

Case No: D-18-575860-D 
Dept No: p 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

This Court having reviewed and considered the foregoing Motion for an 
18 

Order Show·Cause why the Plaintiff, Luba Snow, should not be held in contempt of 
19 

Court for knowing and willfully violatinjfthe Court's Order as follows: 

21 Counts 1: 
22 

23 

24 

26 

Failure to follow the-Court's Order from October 12, 2021, 
as contained in the Decree ofDivorce filed December 8, 
2021. Specifically, Plaintiff failed to "execute any and all 
legal documents, certificates of title, bills of sale. deeds or 
other evidence of transfer necessary to effectuate the 
Decree," as mandated on page 3, lines 6-10 of the Decree of 
Divorce. 

NOW THEREFORE, • 
27 

28 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiff, Luba Snow, shall appear in 

District Court at the courtroom of the above entitled Court, located at 601 N. Pecos 

DECEMBER 22, 2021 AT 11 :30 AM 
Road, Las Vegas, Nevada, on __.__________, 292~, ar 

____a.m./p.m., in Department "P" of said Court, and t~en and there show 

cause, if any she has, why she should not be:adjudicated guilty of contempt of 

Court and punished accordingly. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Plaintiff, Luba Snow, has the right to file , 
\ 

an Affidavit of her behalf and may appear persopally or by the way of an attorney~-. 

and present testimony on his behalf at the time o~ the hearing. 

Ill IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Luba Snow's Ban~ruptcy attorney shall be served 

Ill with a copy of this Order via the court's efiling service. 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if Plaintiff, Luba Snow, fails to appear, she 

shall be deemed to have waived her right to a hearing and that such case, the Court -

may hold her in contempt and issue a warrant for her arrest. 

IT IS SO ORD~RJ;;D tl-tio acty of 

Dated this 20th day of December; 2021 

Respectfully sub~itted this /1day 
of December 2021. • • • 6AB 200 BDC4 BF81 

Mary Perry 
District Court Judge 

ROBERJ:S STOFFEL FAMILY 
LAW GROUP 

By: 
, q. 

evada Bar No. 12972 
4411 South Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
PH: (702) 474-7007 
FAX: (702) 474-7477 
EMAIL: efile@lvfamilylaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendant, Linda Watkins 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARKCOUNTY,NEVADA 

Luba Gonzalez, Plaintiff CASE NO: D-18-575860-D 

VS. DEPT. NO. Department P 

Enrique Ivan Velazquez
Gonzalez, Defendant. 

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

Service Date: 12/20/2021 

Enrique Velazquez-Gonzalez enrike.gonzalez@gmail.com 
. 
' : 

Dawn Lozano LozanoLawLV@gmail.com 

Luba Gonzalez snowluba@gmail.com 
• . 

Philip David philip.dace@gmail.com 

Melvin Grimes efile@lvfamilylaw.com 

mailto:philip.dace@ginail.com
mailto:snowluba@gmail.com
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Ll5/2~22 I0: I 7 At-(1 

~-~... --
CLERK OF THE COURT 

ORDR 
Melvin R. Grimes, Esq. 
State Bar of Nevada No. 12972 
ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP 
4411 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
PH: (702) 474-7007 
FAX: (702) 474-7477 
EMAIL: efile@lvfamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant, Enrique Ivan Velazquez-Gonzalez 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

LUBA GONZALEZ, •) Case No: D-18-575860-D 
p) DeptNo: 

Plaintiff, ) 
) Date of Hearing: December 22, 2022 

V. ) Time of Hearing: 11:30 a.m. 
)ENRIQUE IV AN VELAZQUEZ-

GONZALEZ, ) 
) 

Defendant. ) 
_____________) 

ORDER AFTER HEARING 

THIS MATTER having come before this Court on the 22nd day of December, 

2022, for Hearing Required for TPO: & Order to Show Cause ... Motion: Luba 

Snow Motion to Set Aside. The pefendant, Enrique I van Velazquez-Gonzales, 

being present and represented by and through his attorneys of record, Melvin R. • , 

Grimes Esq., of Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group; and the Defendant, being 

present and represented by and through her attorney of record, 
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Benjamin B. Childs, ESQ, of the Law Office ofBenjamin B. Childs. The Plaintiff 

and Counsel appeared in person. The Defendant and Counsel appeared via Blue 

Jeans video application, in accordance with Administrative Order. The Court 

having heard arguments of Counsel and reviewed the pleadings on file herein 

hereby Orders as follows: 

THE COURT NOTED that the bankruptcy Court needs a clear record of the 

findings of the case. 
• ' 

THE C9URT FURTHER NOTED that it would have entered•aqverse finding 

against the Plaintiff including: 

1) Luba attempted to perpetrate a fraud on the court by combining two. 

separate documents into.one document and calling it a quick claim deed. 

Video cite at 01:38. 

2) That the agreement that was page two of that quick claim deed was signed 

under duress. Video cite at 01:49. 

3) That Plaintiffused the child as a weapon to force the Defendant to sign 

the quick claim deed. Video cite at 01 :57. 

4) That the home located at 7260 Sunny Side Avenue Las Vegas, Nevada 

89179 is in fact and has always been community'property. V_ideo cite at 

02:01. 
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THE COURT FURTHER NOTED that the home located at 7260 Sunny Side 

Avenue Las Vegas, Nevada 89179 either needs to be sold or refinanced with the 

Defendant receiving his full community property share of this money with the value 

being no less than it was on the date of the Decree of Divorce. 

THE COURT FURTHER NOTED that the Plaintiffs community property 

share could have been placed in the attorneys trust account until the bankruptcy 

court reached its decision. 

THE COURT FURTHER NOTED there is now a stay on the proceeding 

until the Bankruptcy Court is complete. 

THE COURT FURTHER NOTED that the Plaintiffs share could have been 
l . 
' •' 
I 

placed in the Att01ney's trust account until the Bankruptcy Court reached a ded~'ion 

so that it would have not adversely affected the new buyers of the property or the 

Defendant of the property. 

THE COURT FURTHER NOTED that Attorney Grimes stated that for the 

record he did not mislead the Court or violate any sections. 

NOW THEREFORE, 

THE COURT HEREBY O.RDERS that there is an automatic stay on the 

proceedings therefore the Matter shall be taken OFF CALENDAR. 

Ill 

I I I 
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THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS Attorney Grimes shall prepare the Final 

Order and submit it to the Court. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
ORDERED, that this Order may 

Dated this 15th day of April, 2022 

be signed/filed out of sequence 
with Court proceedings and 
subsequent orders. This Order is 
filed for the purposes of 

• maintaining the Court's record, 
and is not intended to supercede 

. any orders emanating from later 
hearings 

CD9 8D9 D81E 36B6 
Mary Perry 
District Court Judge 

Submitted this __ day of Approved as to Content and Fonn: 
April; 2022. 

ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY 
LAWGROUP 

By7!_~~~=:ts=--]By: ~\:,~\JS~\J1a ,.sl1N 
Me Benjamin B. Childs, Esq. 
State eva a ar o. 12972 State ofNevada Bar No. 3946 
4411 South Pecos Road • 318 South Mary land Parkway 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
PH: (702) 474-7007 PH: (702) 251-0000 
FAX: (702) 474-7477 FAX: (702) 385-1847 
EMAIL: efile@lvfamilylaw.com EMAIL: ben@benchilds.com 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

Luba Gonzalez, Plaintiff CASE NO: D-18-575860-D 

vs. DEPT. NO. Department P 

Enrique Ivan Velazquez
Gonzalez, Defendant. 

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
~ourt. The foregoing Order was served via the comt's electronic eFile system to all 
recipients registered fore-Service on the above entitled case as listed below: 

Service Date: 4/15/2022 

Enrique Velazquez-Gonzalez enrike.gonzalez@gmail.com 

Dawn Lozano LozanoLawL V@gmail.com 

Luba Gonzalez snowluba@gmail.com 

Philip David philip.dace@gmail.com 

Melvin Grimes efile@lvfamilylaw.com 

Benjamin Childs ben@benchilds.com 
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Electronically Filed 
£28/2~22 8:53 AM._ 

~-~--
CLERK OF THE COURT 

ORDR 
Melvin R. Grimes, Esq. 
State Bar of Nevada No: 12972 
ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP 
4411 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
PH: (702) 474-7007 
FAX: (702) 474-7477 
EMAIL: efile@lvfamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant, Enrique Ivan Velazquez-Gonzalez 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

LUBA GONZALEZ, ) Case No: D-18-575860-D 
) DeptNo: P 

Plaintiff, . ) 
) Date ofHearing: March 30, 2022 

V.' ) Time ofHearing: 11 :00 a.m. 

ENRIQUE IV AN VELAZQUEZ- ) 'I 

GONZALEZ, ) 
. 

·) 
Defendant. ) 

______________). 

ORDER AFTER MARCH 30, 2022 HEARING 

THIS MATTER having come befote this Court on the 30th day of March, 

2022, for Motion: Plaintiffs Motion To Amend Or Make Additional Findings Of 

Facts [NRCP 52 B and/or to Alter or Amend, Judgment...( continued from 

03/16/2022)...Defendants: Opposition & Countennotion: Defendant's Motion 

(continued from 03/16/2022) and Plaintiffs Reply To Opposition To Motion To 

Amend (Continued From 03/16/2022). The Defendant, Enrique Ivan Velazquez-

Page 1 of 3 
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· 

Gonzales, being present and represented by and through his attorneys of record, 

Melvin R. Grimes Esq., of Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group; and the Defendant, 

being present and represented by and through her attorney ·of record, Benjamin B. 

Childs, ESQ, of the Law Office of Benjamin B. Childs. The Parties and Counsel 

appeared via Blue Jeans video application, in accordance with Administrative 

Order. The Court having heard arguments of Counsel and reviewed the pleadings 

on file herein hereby Notes as follows: 

. ' .. 

THE COURT FURTHER NOTED that Attorney Childs stated that the 
. J 

bankruptcy has been filed and court noted that there is an automatic stay. 

THE COURT F,URTHER NOTED that the Department reviewed the 

competing Orders that were submitted and the Court chose the correct Order. 

THE COURT FURTHER NOTED that the Court will not force someone to 

attend therapy. 

NOW THEREFORE, the Court Orders as Follows: 

1) THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS The Plaintiffs Motions shall be 

DENIED. 

2) THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS Attorney's fees shall be GRANTED. 

3) THE COURT FURTHER ORDERS Attorney Grimes shall submit a 

Memorandum of Fees and Costs to the Court. 
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I 4) THE COURT FURTHER ORDERED Attorney Grimes shall submit the 

December 22, 2022 Order to the Court. 

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERED Attorney Grimes shall prepare the 

Order, send it to Attorney Child's for review and signature and submit it to the 

Court. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. Dated this 28th day of April, 2022 

FBB 629 EBE6 8F39 
Mary Perty 
District Court Judge 

Submitted this D day of Approved as to Content and Form: 
April, 2022. 

ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY 
LAWGROUP 

By: Refused to SignBy:~----.~~~i~±~l~~~~=--_;, 
Benjamin B. Childs, Esq. 
State of Nevada Bar No. 

4411 South Pecos Road 318 S. Maryland Parkway 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
PH: (702) 4 7 4-7007 PH: (702) 251-0000 
FAX: (702) 474-7477 FAX: (702) 385-1847 
EMAIL: efile@lvfamilylaw.com EMAIL: ben@benchilds.com 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for P_laintiff 
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CSERV 

Luba Gonzalez, Plaintiff 

VS. 

Enrique Ivan Velazquez
. Gonzalez, Defendant. 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

' \ ., 

CASE NO: D-18-575860-D 

DEPT. NO. Department P 

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 fore-Service on the above entitled case as listed below: 

Service Date: 4/28/2022 

Enrique Velazquez-Gonzalez 

Dawn Lozano 

Luba Gonzalez 

Philip David 

Melvin Grimes 

Benjamin Childs 

enrike.gonzalez@gmail.com 

LozanoLawL V@gmail.com 

snowluba@gmail.com 

philip.dace@gmail.com 

efile@lvfamilylaw.com 

ben@benchilds.com 

mailto:ben@benchilds.com
mailto:efile@lvfamilylaw.com
mailto:philip.dace@gmail.com
mailto:luba@grnail.com
mailto:V@grnail.com
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Case 21-15070-nmc LJoc 11::s 1:::.ntereo U4/U4/4::s 1u:::s::s:ot:1 1-'age 1 or 1u 

~,A-(.C 
Honorable Natali.e M. Cox 

United States Bankruptcy Judge 

Entered on Docket 
April 04, 2023 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

DISTRICT OF NEV ADA 

****** 
) • 

In re: ) Case No.: 21-15676-nmc
) 

LUBA SNOW aka Luba Gonzalez, 
•• 

· ) 
._) 

Chapter 7 

Debtor. ) 
.) 
) 

ORDER AWARDING DAMAGES REGARDING MOTION FOR CONTEMPT FOR 
VIOLATION OF THE AUTOMATIC STAY UNDER§ 362(a) AND DAMAGES 

AGAINST CREDITOR, ENRIQUE IVAN VELAZQUEZ-GONZALEZ, ms·coUNSEL, 
MELVIN R. GRIMES, ESQ. AND LAW FIRM, ROBERTS STOFFEL, FAMILY LAW 

GROUP [ECF NO. 11)1 

On September 26, 2022, the Court entered its findings of fact and conclusions oflaw (EC 

No. 99) ("FFCL") and related order ("Order") (ECF No. 100) regarding Luba Snow's ("Debtor" 

Motion for Contempt for Violation of the Automatic Stay Under§ 362(a) and Damages Agains 

Creditor, Enrique Velazquez-Gonzalez, His Counsel, Melvin Grimes, Esq. and Law Firm, Robert 

Stoffel Family Law Group ("Motion") (ECF No. 11). The Order granted the Motion in part "solel 

as to liability" under Section2 362(k) and further stated, in pertinent part, the following: 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Debtor shall, no later 
than 14 days after entry of this order, file supplemental pleadings, 

1 In this Order, all references to "ECF" are to the numbers assigned to the documents file 
in the above-captioned case as they appear on the docket maintained by the Clerk of Court. 

2 All references to "Section" are to 11 U.S.C. § 101 et. seq. 
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as appropriate, supporting her request for damages. Velazquez
Gonzalez, Grimes, and the Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group may, 
nci later than 28 days after entry of this order, file their response(s), 
as appropriate. Thereafter, the Court will either take the matter 
under submission or schedule oral argument by separate order. 

Order at 2:3-7. Accordingly, Debtor's supplemental pleadings were required to be filed b 

October 10, 2022, while all responsive pleadings were required to be filed by October 24, 2022. 

Melvin R. Grimes ("Grimes"), in his capacity as an attorney with the Roberts Stoffel Family La 

Group ("Fi1m") and as counsel for Enrique Velazquez-Gonzalez ("Velazquez-Gonzalez") 

received~ECF notice of both the FFCL and the Order. 

Debtor timely filed· her supplerp.eµtal pleadings on October 10, 2022; including he .. 
• Supplemental Brief on Damages ("Debtor.,Brief'), the Declaration of Benjamin B. Childs, Esq 

. ' 

("Childs Declaration"), the Declaration of Christopher P. Burke, Esq. ("Burke Declaration'.'), an 

the Declaration of Luba Snow ("Snow Declaration"). (ECF No. 101). Neither Grimes,the Firm 

nor Velazquez-Gonzalez filed a response to the Debtor-Brief by the October. 24, 2022, deadline 

and the matter was thereafter deemed submitted.3 

3 During the preparation of this Order, the Court observed that on November 1, 2022 
Grimes, Velazquez-Gonzalez, and the Firm filed a Motion to Extend Time to File a Response t 
Petitioner's Supplemental Brief on Damages ("Extension Motion") (ECF No. 102), to whic 
Debtor filed an opposition (ECF No. 103). The Extension Motion was not noticed for hearing a 
required under Local Rule 9014, and no response to the Debtor-Brief was filed by the Novembe 
14, 2022, deadline requested in the Extension Motion. Thereafter, on January 12, 2023 , Grime 
and the Firm filed a Supplemental Request Pursuant to Rule 9006(b) and Limited Response t 
Debtors['] Supplemental Brief Regarding Damage[s] ("Supplemental Motion") (ECF No. 105), t 
which Debtor filed another opposition (ECF No. 106) and a supplemental request for attorney' 
fees (ECF Nos. I07, 109). Grimes subsequently filed a joinder to the Supplemental Motion o 
behalf of Velazquez-Gonzalez. (ECF No. 110). The S_upplemental Motion also was not notice 
for hearing as required unde~ Local Rule 9014. Accordingly, neither the Extension Motion no 
the Supplemental Motion-both of which were filed .after the record was closed-have eve 
properly been before the Court. Debtor' s supplemehtal request for attorney's fees and costs is als 
not properly before the Court. In sum, the record was closed at the conclusion of the October 24 
2022, responsive brief deadline, and the Court will not entertain ariy pleadings filed after that date. 

For the avoidance of doubt, and in the alternative, even if the Extension Motion an 
Supplemental Motion were noticed for a hearing, the Court would not fmd cause to grant the same. 
Specifically, despite having received ECF notice of the FFCL and Contempt Order on Septembe 
26, 2022, the Extension Motion claims that Grimes, Velazquez-Gonzalez, and the Firm ''wer 
unaware ... that Findings of Facts and Conclusions of Law had been issued" and "became awar 
of the status of the case when Respondent's [sic] received Petitioners['] Supplemental Brief on o 

2 
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• Debtor, by the Contempt Motion, requests actual and punitive damages under Sectio 

362(k)( 1 ), which states, in pertinent part, that "an individual injured by any willful violation of 

stay provided by this section shall recover actual damages, including costs and attorneys' fees 

and, in appropriate circumstances, may recover punitive damages." As U.S. DistrictJudge G·ordo 

recently concluded, "[a] fee award is mandatory if the bankruptcy court finds a stay violation wa 

willful, although the court 'retain[s] the discretion to eliminate unnecessary or plainly excessiv 

fees ." Rushmore Loan Mgmt. Servs.. LLC v. Moon (In re Moon), 2023 WL 1779643, at *5 (D 

Nev. Feb. 6, 2023) (c;itation omitted). "Additionally, there must be ' a nexus between the claime 

damages and the violation of the stay' because the individual must be ' injured by the violation t 

be eligible to claim achial damages."' Id. ( citation omftted). 

As for Debtor's request for an award of attorney's fees and c9sts, and other miscellaneou 

actual costs, and based on the evidence presented, the Court finds }l.Ild concludes that, Debto 

about October 19, 2022." Extension Motion at 2:8-12. No discussion is provided explaining th 
discrepancy between the Court's docket (which reflects ECF notice on Grimes on Septernber 26 
2022) and the conclusory statements made in the Extension Motion. Additionally, even were th 
Court to assume that respondents first received notice on October 19, 2022, they fail to provid 
any explanation regarding why they waited almost two weeks later to file the Extension Motio _ 
instead of filing the same prior to their October 24, 2022, deadline to file a responsive brief. Th 
Supplemental Motion's additional claims ofexcusable neglect are rejected because under the fact 
of this case, experienced counsel clearly made no effort to review the Court's local rules regardin 
the scheduling of hearings. See, e.g., U.S. v. Moyer, 2008 WL 3,j78063, at *7 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 
12, 2008) ("Because Moyer [proceeding in pro se] made no effort whatsoever to familiariz 
himself with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or the Civil Local Rules, he cannot clai 
excusable neglect."). The Court, utilizing its sound and reasonable discretion, reaches thi 
conclusion based on the facts of this case and cannot find any flexibility in the "elastic concept' 
of excusable neglect to excuse (a) counsel's lack of diligence in timely filing either a responsiv 
brief or a motion to extend by the October 24, 2022, deadline when Grimes concedes he leame 
of this deadline no later than October 19, 2022, (b) counsel's apparent lack of effort to review th 
Court's Local Rules regarding the scheduling of hearings, (c) counsel's lack of filing a responsiv 
brief by the November 14, 2022, deadline requested in the Extension Motion, ( d) counsel's failure 
to the Court' s knowledge, to contact its chambers to inquire about the status of the Extensio 
Motion, and (e) counsel ' s filing of a Supplemental Motion 80 days after the October 24, 2022 
deadline without, again, noticing it for hearing. See Pioneer Inv. Servs. Co. v. Brunswick Assocs 
Ltd. P 'ship, 507 U.S. 380, 392 (1993) ("Although inadvertence, ignorance ofthe rules, or mistake 
construing the rules do no usually constitute 'excusable ' neglect, it is clear that 'excusable neglect ' 
under Rule 6(b) is a somewhat 'elastic concept' and is not limited strictly to omissions caused b 
circumstances beyond the control of the movant."). 

3 
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incurred actual damages, and is entitled to an award of: (i) attorneys' fees and costs to Benjami 

o 

B. Childs, Esq. in the aggregate amount of $11,769.97, as reflected in the uncontested Child 

Declaration, (ii) attorneys' fees and costs to Christopher P. Burke, Esq. in the aggregate amoun 

of $38,278.50, as reflected in the uncontested Burke Declaration, and (iii) actual costs 

$1,450.35, as reflected in the uncontested Snow Declaration. These actual damages are awarde 

jointly and severally against Velazquez-Gonzalez, Grimes, and the Firm. 

As for Debtor's emotional distress damages, Debtor requests an award of $95,000. 

previously summarized by this Court: 

Proof of pecuniary loss is not required for an award of emotional 
. distress damages. See Dawson v. Washington. Mutual Bank (In re 
·Dawson), 390 ·F.3d 1139, 1149 (9th Cir. 2004). "To recover 
damages for ~motional distress under § 362(k), 'an iµdividual m~~t 
(1) suffer significant harm (2) clearly establish the significant harin, 
and (3) demonstrate a causal connection between that significant 
harm and the violation of the automatic stay (as distinct, for 
instance, from the anxiety and pressures inherent in the 
bankruptcy process).' .. . Emotional harm may be proved by: (1) 
medical evidence, (2) non-experts, such as family members, friends, 
or coworkers; or (3) 'even without corroborative evidence where 
significant emotion distress is readily apparent.' ... The last category 
includes cases where the violator's conduct is 'egregious,' or where 
the conduct is not egregious but the circumstances make it obvious 
that a reasonable person would suffer significant emotional harm ... 
'Fleeting or trivial anxiety or distress does not suffice ... "' See 
America's Servicing Co. v. Schwartz-Tallard, 438 B.R. 313, 321-
22 (D. Nev. 2010), citing In re Dawson, 390 F.3d at 1149-50. 

In re Martinez, 561 B.R. 132, 156-57 (Bankr. D. Nev. 2016) (emphasis added). 

Debtor has satisfied the first two prongs - clearly establishing that Debtor suffered 
I 

significant harm. As the Com1 found and concluded in the FFCL, Grimes and Velazquez 

Gonzalez sought Debtor's incarceration through the initiation of civil contempt proceedings i 

family court during the post-petition period because the fi1ing of the bankruptcy case, and th 

imposition of the automatic stay, delayed the closing of a sale of Debtor's and Velazquez 

Gonzalez's, home in accordance with a family court settlement. See,~. FFCL at _FoF ,r 1 
,(•' 

("During his March 4, 2022, testimony, Grimes testified that he would not have filed the request 

4 
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for an order to show cause if the bankruptcy filing had not stopped the sale of the Sunn, 

Property."); id. at 115 (Velazquez-Gonzalez testifying, under penalty ofperjury, that he requeste 

his counsel to file the contempt motions against Debtor seeking jail time in order to force her t 

sell the house). The Court finds and concludes that these actions caused Debtor to suffe 

significant emotional distress and that a reasonable person would suffer significant emotiona 

harm. 

Debtor also has satisfied the final prong, i.e., "demonstrat[ing] a causal connection betwee 

[the] significant harm and the violation of the automatic stay (as distinct, for instance, from th 

anxiety .and pressures inherent in the bankruptcy process." See In re Martinez, 561 B.R. at 157. 
. . 

To determine whether there is a causal connection between the harm suffered and the stay violatio 
. \ 

in this case, it is necessary to determine the applicable period during which . Debtor allegedl 

suffered compensable damages. The applicable period began on December 17, 2021, whe 

Grimes and Velazquez-Gonzalez filed pleadings in the family court requesting incarceration, an 

lasted until December 22, 2021, when District Judge Perry made clear that Debtor would not b 

incarcerated. (ECF No. 60-7 at 3:20-4:7). 

The Court cannot ignore, however, that the threat of incarceration occurred in the contex 

of what appears from the record to be a contentious family court proceeding which was alread 

highly stressful and emotionally taxing and could very well be the source of the Debtor's suffere 

harm. In fact, the days leading up to the filing of the bankruptcy and the days thereafter provide 

glimpse into the contentious nature of the case. On December 8, 2021, the family court entered 

Stipulated Decree of Divorce requiring the sale of the marital home. FFCL, FoF 111-2. Notably 

the Stipulated Decree did not include a deadline by which the marital home was to be sold-a fac 

that makes the continuation of the stay violation to seek Debtor's incarceration all that mor 

egregious. One week later on December 15, 2021, Debtor filed her voluntary chapter 7 petition, 

date that -was one week prior to the proposed sale of the marital home. FFCL, FoF ~ 3. Thi 

resulted in a hearing before the family com1 on December 22, 2021 , regarding, among other things 

the effect of the automatic stay on the sale of the marital home. At that hearing, Family Distric 

Court Judge Mary Perry adamantly expressed her dissatisfaction with the pre-petition actions o . 

5 
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Debtor during the family court proceedings. (ECF No. 60-7 at 3:20-4:7). While Judge Perry' 

comments are dicta and otherwise irrelevant, they do expose the family court's frustration wit 

Debtor-and thus expose an undoubtedly stressful and emotionally taxing case. 

Additionally, while the Debtor attested to her stomach pain, anxiety and her trip to 

radiologist, she did not submit any medical records or medical receipts into evidence to assist i 

quantifying Debtor's damages. See Snow Declaration,' ~117-19. Moreover, while Debtor' s live 

in partner, Philip David Dace, testified at the March 4, 2022, hearing as to Debtor's emotiona 

distress, most (although not· all) of Mr. Dace 's pre-trial declaration filed in anticipation of hi 

testimony focused on activities that occU1Ted in the f~mily court during the pre-petition period. 

See ECF No. 53 (Declaration of Philip David Dace), revealing the pre-existing emotional. distres 

that pre-dated Debtor's filing of this bankruptcy case. 

Although the foregoing does indicate that there js a non-compensable aspect to Debtor' 

emotional distress, the totality of the circumstances set forth in the record support' the causa 

connection between the emotional distress suffered and the stay violation. The Court cannot ignor 

that the actions taken by Grimes and Velazquez-Gonzalez seeking to incarcerate Debtor wer 

extreme, if not egregious, and that a reasonable person would suffer emotional harm under simila 

circumstances. Debtor's claim of$95,000 in emotional distress damages, however, is unwarrante 

under the facts of this case and when compared to similar decisions addressing similar situations 
. . 

Debtor was w1der the threat ~f incarceration for five days (from December 17, 2021 , throug. . ..,. 

December 22, 2021 ), but was no_t incarcerated. Debtor's five-day fear of being incarcerated is les 

egregious than the four days of actual incarc~ration suffered under similar circuI?stances by th 

debtor in In re Valentine, 611 B.R. 622, 652 (Bankr. E.D. Mo. 2020) that resulted in only a $40 

emotional distress award ($100 for each night of incarceration). Such fear is also less egregiou 

than the debtor ' s emotional distress for missing bis father's funeral caused by an actua 

incarceration that v iola ted the automatic s ta y , w hic h resulted in a $ 4,400 emotional distress awar 

that was vacated by the appellate court in Young v. Repine (In re Young). 536 F.3d 512, 518 

522 (5th Cir. 2008). In light of the foregoing, the Colllt awards Debtor an emotional distres 

award of$1,000 ($200 for each of the five days Debtor was under fear ofincarceration}-awarde 

6 
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jointly and severally against Velazquez-Gonzalez, Grimes, and the Firm. 
i • . 

Finally, Debtor requests a punitive damages'award of $50,000. As recently explained: 

Punitive damages also may be awarded under Section 362(k)(l) for 
a willful violation of the automatic stay "in appropriate 
circumstances." A reckless or callous disregard for the law or the 
rights of others warrants an award of punitive damages under the 
statute. See Goichman v. Bloom (In re Bloom), 875 F.2d 224, 228 
(9th Cir. 1989); In re Stefani, 2019 WL 762661, at *8 (Bankr. S.D. • 
Cal. Feb. 15, 2019). An award of punitive damages typically bears 
a relationship to the amount ofcompensatory damages awarded and 
may take the form of a multiplier of the compensatory damage 
award. See Philip Morris USA v. Williams, 549 U.S. 346, 353, 127 
S.Ct. 1057, 166 L.Ed.2d 940 (2007)..A punitive damages award 
may not be based on perceived injuries to parties that are not before 
the court. Id. at 353-54, 127 S.Ct. 1057. An award of punitive 
damages should take into consideration (1) the degree of 
reprehensibility ofthe defendant's conduct, (2) the disparity between 
the harm suffered by the plaintiff and the amount of the punitive 
damages award, and (3) the difference.between the punitive damage 
award and ·the civil penalties authorized or imposed in comparable 
cases. See Arizona v. ASARCO LLC, 773 F.3d 1050, 1054 (9th Cir. 
2014), citing State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co. v. Campbell, 538 U.S. 
408, 123 S.Ct. 1513, 155 L.Ed.2d 585 (2003). 

In re Moon, 613 B.R. 317, 358 (Bankr. D. Nev. 2020), affd in part, vacated in part, rev'd in part 

2021 WL 62629 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. Jan. 7, 2021). 

District Judge Gordon recently addressed the reprehensibility prong, finding: 

The reprehensibility of [a creditor's] conduct is the most important 
guidepost. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co. v. Campbell, 538 U.S. 
408. 419 (2003). To determine reprehensibility, courts consider 
whether: 

the hann caused was physical as opposed to economic; the 
tmiious conduct evinced an indifference to or a reckless 
disregard of the health or safety of others; the target of the 
conduct had financial vulnerability; the conduct involved 
repeated actions or was an isolated incident; and the harm 
was · the result of intentional malice, trickery, or deceit, or 
mere accident. 

Ramirez v. TransUnion LLC, 951 F.3d 1008, 1036 (9th Cir. 2020), 
rev 'd and remanded on other grounds, 141 S. Ct. 2190 (2021 ). 

Rushmore Loan Mgmt. Servs., LLC v. Moon (In re Moon), 2023 WL 1779643, at *11 (D. Nev. 
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Feb. 6, 2023). In this case, the action against Debtor was an isolated incident that laste 

approximately five days and resulted in emotional distress that was compounded by the pre 

existing anxiety Debtor suffered in an already stressful and distressing family court proceeding. 

Regarding the disparity between the punitive damages award and the compensate 

damages award, District Judge Gordon found that a multiplier of 1.5 was appropriate to "serve[] 

the t\vin goals of punishment and deterrence." Id. at *12. Judge Gordon acknowledged that thi 

ratio "will result in an award that is substantially higher than ... comparable awards" but foun 

that "a higher award is warranted because [the creditor's] stay violation was not a situatio 

- inv<;?lving a rogue employee, but the acts of representatives that [the creditor] touts as properl 
/ • 

_trained." Id. at *13 (citation omitted). Judge Gordon was clear, however, that ""[t]here is n 

bright-line rule" regarding the appropriate ratio of punitive damages to compensato1y dam·ages 

Id. at 11. 

Adopting Judge Gordon's guidance in calculating an award ofpunitive damages, this Cou 

considered comparable cases including In re Repine, 536 F .3d at 518 & 521 and In re Valentine 

611 B.K at 654. Both cases involved family law disputes with more egregious facts than those i - , 

this case where the Courts have awarded substantially less in punitive damages than those Debtor 

requested. See In re Repine, 536 F.3d at 518 & 521 (affirming a punitive damage,s award o 

$5,000); In re Valentine, 611 B.R. at 654 (assessing a punitive damages award of $1,000). 

. Here, Grimes' actions resulting in a violation of the stay are more akin to the action of 

rogue employee as opposed to a representative trained by the Firm to violate the automatic stay i 

the manner done in this case. Still, Grimes is bound by ethical rules that among othe 

responsibilities require competency. Without making a finding of a specific ethical violation, thi 

• Court believes that Grimes overestimated his competency in bankruptcy law. While reprehensible, 

' Grimes' actions do not rise to the type of reprehensible behavior that would support the amoun 

Debtor requests in punitive damages. 

The same is hue regarding the Firm. It, too, has ethical obligations to which it must adhere 

including an obligation to supervise the attorneys in its employ. Without making a finding of 

specific ethical violation, this Court believes that the Firm's supervision of Grimes was lacking. 
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But such failures, while unfortunate, are not so reprehensible to support Debtor's full request fo 

punitive damages. 

Consequently, and keeping in mind the twin goals of punishment and deterrence, the Cou 

awards $2,000 in punitive damages (a multiplier of two vis-a-vis only the emotional distres 

award). Similarly to the court in In re Valentine, the Court's punitive damages award is assesse 

only against Grimes and the Fim1, and not Velasquez-Gonzalez. See, e.g., 611 at 653-54. 

For these reasons, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Motion for Contempt for Violation of the Automati 

Stay Under§. 362(a) and Damages Against Creditor. Enrique Velazquez-Gonzalez, His Counsef ., 

Melvin R. Grimes, Esq. and Law Firm, Roberts Stoffel, Family Law Group ("Motion") (ECF No. •. 

11) _is GRANTED regarding damages. Specifically, Emique_'_Velazquez-Gonzalez, Melvin R 

Gdmes, Esq., and the Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group shall be jointly and severally liable t • 
i ,, .,Debtor in the following amounts: 

' 

. (1) $11,769.97 in attorneys' fees and costs incurred by Benjamin B. Childs, Esq.,. 

(2) $38,278.50 in attorneys' fees and costs incurred by Christopher P. Burke, Esq., 

(3) $1,450.35 in actual expenses incurred by Debtor for the March 4, _2022, hearin 

transcript before this Court, and 

(4) $1,000 in emotional distress damages. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Melvin R. Grimes, Esq., and the Roberts Stoffel Famil 

Law Group shall be jointly and severally liable to Debtor for $2,000 in punitive damages. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Copy sent via CM/ECF Electronic Filing 

Copy sent via BNC to: 

LUBA SNOW 
7260 SUNNY COUNTRYSIDE A VE. 
Las Vegas, NV 891 79 
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CONN APPLIANCES, INC. 
C/O BECKET AND LEE LLP 
PO BOX 3002 
MALVERN, PA 19355-0702 

PHILIP DACE 
7260 Sunny Countryside Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89179 

MEL VIN R GRIMES on behctlf of Creditor ENRIQUE IV AN VELAZQUEZ-GONZALEZ 
ROBERTS STOFFELL FAMILY LAW GROUP 
4411 S. PECOS ROAD 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89121 

EDDIE MEESE 
REAL TY EXPERTISE 
10120 S EASTERN AVENUE #241 
HENDERSON, NV 89052 

### 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 

STATE OF NEVADA 

ln the Matter of ) 
) 

THE HONORABLE MARY PERRY, ) 
District Court Judge, Eighth Judicial District 
Court, Clark County, State of Nevada, 

) 
) CASE NO. _ J_~_<J_·:_Ii___ 
) 

Respondent. ) 

CERTIFIED COPY OF STIPULATION AND ORDER OF 
CONSENT TO PUBLIC CENSURE 

Pursuant to Commission Procedural Rule 29, I"hereby certify that the document attached hereto 

1s a true and correct copy of the STIPULATION AND ORDER OF CONSENT TO.·PUBLIC 

CENSURE filed with the N~vada Commission on Judicial Discipline· on .July 18, 2024. 

DATED this 18th day of July, 2024. 

NEVADA COMMISSION 
ON JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE 
P.O.Box 1H23 
Reno, NV 89511 
(775) 687s40J7 

By /f:!?vJ{
PAUL C. DEYHLE 
General Counsel and Executive Director 
Nevada Bar No. 6954 

. .,. 
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FENNEMORE CRAIG, P.C. FILED Richard I. Dreitzer, Esq., NV Bar No. 6626 P\JQUC 

9275 W. Russell Road, Suite 240 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 JUL 18 2024 
Telephone: (702) 692-8000 
Facsimile: (702) 692-8099 
Email: rdreitzer@fclaw.com 
Special Counsel for the Nevada. 
Commission on Judicial Discipline 

BEFORE THE NEVADA COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE 

TN THE MATTER OF THE HONORABLE 
MARY PERRY, District CoUJt Judge, Case Nos.: 2022-062-P and 
E:ighth Judicial District Court (Family 2023-039-P 
Division)~ Clark County, State of Nevada, 

Respondent. 

STIPULATION AND ORDER OF CONSENT TO PUBLIC CENSURE · 

In order to resolve the above-referenced judicial conduct complaints pending before the 

Nevada Commission on Judicial Dis:ciplfne (the "Commission"), the Respondent, Honorable 

Mary Perry, District Court Judge, Eighth Judicial District Court, Family Division, Clark County, 

State of Nevada ("Respondent" or "Judge Perry"), and .the Commission stipulate to the following 

pursuant to Commission Procedural Rule 29: 

I. Respondent and the Commission agree that Commission Case. Nos. 2022--062-P 

and 2023-039-P shall be consolidated for purposes of tesolutfon through this Stipulation and 

Order of Cons'ent to Pub I ic Censure (''Stipulation and Order"). 

2. Respondent admits that she violated Canon 1 of the Revised Nevada Code of 

Judicial Conduct ("Code"), Rule 1.1, requiring the Respondent to comply with the law, including 

the Code; and Rule 1.2, requiring the Respondent to act at all times in a manner that promotes 

public confidence in the independence, integrity and impartiality .of the judiciary and avoiding 

impropriety and the appearance of impropriety; Canon 2 of the Code, Rule 2.2, requiring the 

Respondertt to uphold and apply the law, and perfonn all duties of judicial office fairly and 

impartially; Rule 2.3 requiring the Respondent to avoid bias; Rul.e 2.6(A), requ'iring the 

15795091 
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Respondent to accord every person who has a legal interest in a proceeding, or that person ' s 

lavvyer, the right to be heard; Rule 2.8(A), requiring the Respondent to maintain order and 

decorum in proceedings before the court;· Rule 2.8(8), requiring the Respondent to be patient, 

dignified, and courteous to litigants, jurors, witnesses, lawyers, court staff; court officfals, and 

others with whom the Respondent deals in an official capacity; and Rule 2.10, requiring the 

Respondent to refrain from making any public statement that might reasonably be .expected to 

affect the outcome or impair the fairness of a matter pending or impending in any court, or make 

any nonpublic statement that might substantially interfere with a fair trial or hearing; and Canon 

3 -of the Code, Rule 3.5, requiring the Respondent to refrain from intentionally disclosing or 

u.sing nonpublic information acquired in a judicial capacity, or either of these rules, in her 

capacity as a District Court Judge in and for the Eighth Judicial District C~'>Urt (Family Division), 

in Clark County, State of Nevada, by knowingly or unknowingly engaging in an act, a 

combination of acts, or all of the following acts, which occurred during the circumstances stated 

below: 

Case No. 2022-062-P 

A. In this matter, the Respondent presided over a divorce proceeding in 

Family Court. During an Order to Show Cause hearing on. December 22, 2021, after the parties 

settled the matter, the Respondent placed on the record how she would have ruled agafost th~ 

Complainant in this matter (i.e ., one of the litigants .("Litigant One")). had the matter proceeded 

to trial. 

B. Respondent made · these statements to ensure. that when the bankruptcy 

court subsequently examined the property-related issues in Litigant One's divorce, that court 

would ha:ve an appropriate factual record before it, "in case there is a question regarding the 

property . .. " Respondent felt compelled to state her opinions out of concern that Litigant One 

might attempt to "perpetrate a fraud" on a subse.quent bankruptcy court as to property-related 

issues, and characterized her obligation to do so as a "duty" to prevent a fraud from being 

perpetrated on her, or any other, court. Despite Respondent's strong convictions on this issue, 

Respondent did not (and in subsequent discussions, could not) articulate any legal ba,.sis for 

2 
J579509 J 



5 

10 

15 

20 

25 

2 

... 
.) 

4 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

27 

28 

FENNEMORE CRAIG 
:-,TT~ Rti F.v:; 

0275 ~~~i~~~ ROAD 
LAS VEGAS. NEVADA H1 '8 

702-692-6000 

taking the actions she did. 

C. Respondent's statements placed on the record during that hearing were, in 

fact, confidential as they were made as to Litigant One arising from a prior divorce proceeding 

which had already settled and concluded. Respondent's actions led Litigant One to believe that 

they were the result of a bias by Respondent against him. 

D. During a March 30, 2022 hearing in the same matter, the Respondent 

spoke in a hostile tone toward Litigant One. A review of the audiovisual- recording of these 

events ("JAVS Recording") reflects that the Respondent appeared visibly agitated and angry at 

Litigant One during that proceec,Hng. Respondent conceded that she " ... probably was not 

necessarily courteous .... " to Litigant One. During th is same hearing, the Respondent deprive,d 

Litigant One of her right to be heard during that hearing, refused requests to allow testimony or 

argument on her motion and awarded attorney fees against Litigant One. 

Case No. 2023-039-P 

E. In this matter, the Respondent presided over a divorce and child custody 

proceeding, durrng which two (2) pertinent hearings were he.Id on February 9, 2022 and August 

11, 2022, respectively. What both of these hearings have in common is the Respondent's 

needlessly disrespectful tone of voice, obvious changes in her mood, the use of profanity, 

personally demeaning comments about the litigants, and generally, her overall demeanor and 

lack of professional decorum toward all litigants appeari.ng atthose hearings. 

F. In this matter, the Complainant ("Litigant Two") also alleged that trye 

Respondent deprived him and his counsel of the right to: be heard, by not permitting oral 

argument as to the Respondent's decision to set aside Litigant Two'·s decree of divorce, which 

was .granted by the Senior Judge that had handled the trial of the action. 

G. The February 9, 2022 hearing was held via the HBlue Jeans" video 

conferencing service. Litigant Two and his counsel were both pre-sent via the "Blue Jeans" 

system. 

H. A complete review of the JAVS Recording of the Respondent 's February 

9, 2022 calendar, Litigant Two reflects that the following statements from Respondent to 

3 
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Litigant Two are present: 

10:56:37 "Sir! Don't argue with me! I don't know what it is. Do we have a 

full moon because I can't seem to get people to stop arguing with me today!" When, during the 

Commission's subsequent investigation, the Respondent was asked if she would describe her 

demeanor, as depicted in the clip, as being patient, dignified, and courteous? The Respondent 

admitted that her conduct was improper and answered, "No". 

10:58:30 "Sir! No ! He doesn't get to pick and choose! We ' re going to set 

aside the decree of divorce. We' re going to redo this evidentiary hearing." 

11 :03:00 ' 'Oh God, what is up with these people." ... "Sir! You haven ' t 

respected this court for a year! So, I don 't want to hear you talking about disrespect!'' When, 

during the Commission's subsequent investigation, the Respondent was asked if she had lost her 

patience during that interaction, the 'Respondent admitted that her. conduct was improper and 

stated, "That is possible, yes:" Respondent also admitted to raising her voice, though ·she added 

" but not significantly .... " 

l. The August 11 , 2022 hearing. was also held via the "Blue Jeans" video 

conferencing service. Litigant Two and his counsel were both present via the "Blue Jeans" 

system. 

J. A complete review of the JAVS Recording of the Respondent's August 

11, 2022 calendar reflects that the following statement_s from Respondent to Litigant Two are 

present: 

2:28:30 - 2:31 :35 In this video clip, Litigant Two made a comme9it about not 

seeing an order related to paying the mortgage. Respondent then shouted, ''BS! BS! Be(?ause I've 

got the order right here in this computer." Respondent also slammed her hands on the bench and 

yelled, " We' re not here to argue! '' Respondent continued shouting "Stop it!" Respondent also 

made a comment, "This is not your home! This is my home! You will respect what I am 

saying .. . You are not the boss here, do you understand." When during . the Commission's 

subsequent investigation, the Respondent was asked if she was in control of her temper and 

emotions, the Respondent admitted that her conduct was improper and stated, "Probably not as 

4 
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well as I could have been." 

2:59:25 During a back-and-forth conversation concerning Litigant Two 's 

son, the Respondent stated, " ... you don't deserve to have primary! ... Don't lie to me! BS! BS! 

3:02:15 During continued discussion about the children, the Respondent 

stated, "This is high conflict. Your children deserve a hell of a lot better than both of you. I' m 

going to take her home with me! And neither one of you will see her. She deserves better than 

what she's getting .. . " 

3:06:25 During a conversation about the mental and physical health of the 

litigants, Respondent asked the Complainant, "Are you psycho? That's a yes or no?" 

3:08:10 During a discussion concerning the son of Litigant Two and the 

other litigant in the matter, the Respondent stated, 'Tm surprised he's spending any time With 

either one of you because neither one of you are worth it at this point." 

3:14:30 During the hearing, the other litigant in the· matter mentioned she 

had a bachelor' s degree in fine arts. TJ,e Respondent responded, "Why would you do that ... you 

can't support your family with fine arts?" When during the Commission 's subsequent 

investigation, the Respondent was asked if her comment could be considered as personally 

insulting, the Respondent admitted that her conduct was improper and stated, "Could have been, 

yes." 

3:32:50 Respondent commented, "My computer is slow right now. Ifs mad 

at me. It doesn't like my fingers. I think it wants a man's fingers. This must be a female or 

something. Because it fights me constantly." 

3:58:15 While discussing custody of Litigant Two's daughter, Respondent 

stated, " I'm not giving you custody! No! Your ass needs to be out there working too." When 

during the Commission's subsequent investigation , the Respondent was asked if this. comment 

was dignified, the Respondent admitted that her conduct was improper and responded "No." 

3. Respondent admits to all the allegations brought against her in paragraphs 2(A) 

through (J) as set forth above and agrees the evidence available to the Commission would 

establish by clear and convincing proof that she violated the Code, including Canon 1, Rules 1.1 

5 
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and 1.2; Canon 2, Rules 2.2, 2.3 , 2.6(A), 2.8(A) and (B), and 2.10; and Canon 3, Rule 3.5. 

4. Respondent agrees to waive her right to present her case and contest the 

allegations in the infonnation set forth above in a formal hearing pursuant to Commission 

Procedural Rule 18. Respondent also agrees that this Stipulation and Order takes effect 

immediately, pursuant to Commission Procedural Rule 29. The Commission accepts . 

Respondent's waiver of said right and acknowledges and agrees to the immediate effect of this 

Stipulation and Order. 

5. Respondent and the Commission hereby stipulate to Respondent's consent to 

public censure and other forms of discipline imposed in this Stipulation and Order pursuant to 

Rule 29 and to the following substantive.provisions: 

A. Respondent shall receive a thirty (30)-day suspension from office without 

pay. Imposition of said discipline is suspended for a period of one (1) year commencing with'the 

filing of this Stipulation and Order, while Respondent is placed ort probation under the following 

terms and conditions: 

(i) Respondent shall have no further violations of the Revised Nevada 

Code of Judicial Conduct while on probation. Violations shall be detennined by a finding ·of the 

Commission following an evidentiary hearing or stipulation thereto; and 

(ii) Respondent shall comply with all the terms and conditions of this 

Stipulation and Order. 

B. Respondent agrees to complete, at Respondent's own expense, a 

personalized judicial education course/remedial training with the National Judicial College on 

the topic of judicial ethics and judging within six (6) months of the tiling date of this Stipulation 

and Order. This course/remedial training will be provided by the National Judicial College and 

specifically customized and tailored to . Respondent's misconduct, focusing primarily on: (I) 

identifying and distinguishing between proper and improper court-related demeanor and 

behavior; (2) identifying and rectifying areas of bias and prejudi.ce in the courtroom in order to 

maintain the integrity of the court for al!. participants; (3) perfonning judicial duties fairly and 

impartially; (4) according to every person who has a legal interest in a proceeding, or that 
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person's lawyer, the right to be heard; (5) competence and preparedness in the performance of 

jud_icial duties; and (6) the importance of upholding and complying with the law and the Code. 

Respondent further agrees that the instructional topics and cour:se delivery format (in-person or 

online) shall be approved in advance by the Commission's Executive Director. 

6. Respondent and the Commission hereby further stipulate that, through its 

investigation of the allegations raised within Commission Case Nos. 2022-062 and 2023-039, 

the Respondent presented evidence to indicate that her impatie!lce and/or disrespectful 

statements toward the litigants before her, could have been, in part; the result of (or influenced 

by) her ingestion of certain medications for health conditi'ons she is facing at tbe;present tim:e·: · It 

is agreed that this evidence shall constitute a mitigating .factor for purposes .of impositioq ~f 

discipline in this matter and, along with Responderit's acti-ons described above, merii. the specific 

discipline stipulated to herein. 

7. Respondent and the Commission hereby further stipulate that this Stipulation an,d 

Order does not include, resolve or administer discipline for any actions by the Respondent, the 

facts of which are not referenced herein, but which may be pending before the Commission in 

some investigative stage at this time, except for Case No. 2023-240, as discussed below. 

8. In consideration of Respondent entering into this Stipulation and Order, 

Respondent and the Commission further stipulate that the Commission will not pursue separate 

public charges, or take any other action, against Respondent jn Case No. 2023-240, which is 

currently pending before the Commission and involves allegations against Respondent for (i) 

inappropriate judicial demeanor, (ii) being unprepared for a hearing and making incorrc-:t 

statements of fact,' (iii) making comments evincing bias; and (iv) pre-judging an issue . and 

attempting to make findings ofbad faith without any evidence. 

9. Respondent agrees and acknowledges that her behavior and actions in the cases 

referenced in this Stipulation and Order, as well as in other previous complaints filed against 

Respondent of which Respondent has been notified and made aware by the Commission 

(involving -simi.Jar violations of the ·Code as set forth ·in this' Stipulation and Order), evidence 8. . . 

concerning and ongoing' patterh _of,j'udici~I t;nisconduct for which corrective action. must be take· 
' ,. ,!> • 
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on Respondent's part. 

Respondent further agrees. and acknowledges that this Stipulation and Order will 

be published on the Commission's website and filed with the Clerk of the Nevada Supreme 

Court. 

11. Respondent further agrees to waive (and the Commission agrees to accept 

Respondent's waiver of) all of her rights pursuant to NRS 1.4673 and NRS 1.4677, including but 

not limited to: 

a. The right to proceed to hearing on the allegations against her (NRS 

1.4673(1 )) . 

b. • The right to have any of the allegations against her. proven by clear and 

convincing evidence, with the burden ofproof on special counsel (NRS 1.4673(2)(a)-(b)). 

c. The right to receive written findings of fact and GOnclusions of law, 

following a hearing, within sixty (60) days of said hearing (NRS 1.4673(3)). 

d. The right to a determination as to whether discipline is appropriate in these 

matters and what form that discipline should take (NRS 1.4677). 

12. Respondent agrees the discipline of public censure and other forms of discipline 

imposed in this Stipulation and Order are justified and authorized by Article 6, Section 21 (l) of 

the Nevada Constitution; NRS l .4653; NRS 1.4677(l)(a), (c), (d)(I), (2), (5), and (f); NRS 

l .4694; and Commission Procedural Rule 29. 

13. Respondent stipulates to a public censure for violations of the Judicial Canons and 

Rules as set forth above in paragraphs 2 (A) through (J). 

14. Respondent understands and agrees that, by accepting the terms of this Order, she 

waives her right to appeal to the Nevada Supreme Court, pursuant to Rule 3D of the Nevada 

Rules of Appellate Procedure. Respondent also waives all other forms of exiraordinary relief for 

purposes of challenging this Stipulation and Order. 

Ill 

Ill 

8 
15795091 



5 

10 

15 

20 

25 

2 

3 

4 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

27 

28 

FENNEMORE CRAIG 
:-, !'T (J~N r,. v:; 

9275 Ws~¥:~~ ROAD 
LA S VEG AS, NEVAOA U Ull 

102 ,s92-aooo 

ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Respondent is hereby PUBLICLY CENSURED for 

violating the Code, including Canon l , Rules 1.1 and 1.2; Canon 2, Rules 2.2, 2.3 , 2.6(A), 2.8(A) 

and (B), and 2.1 0; and Canon 3, Rule .3.5. 

IT lS FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent be suspended from office w ithout pay for 

th irty (30) days. Imposition of said discipline is suspended for a period of one ( l) year 

commencing with the filing of this Stipulation and Order, while Respondent is placed on 

probation under the following terms and conditions : (i) Respondent shall have no further 

violations of the Revised Nevada Code of Judicial Conduct while on probation. Violations shall 

be determined by a finding of the Commission following an evidentiary hearing or stipulation 

thereto; and (ii) R~spondent shall comply with all the terms and conditions of this Stipulation 

and Order. Accordingly, the Commission shall retain jurisdiction over this matter for the 

required period oftime for Respondent to fully comply with this Stipulation and Order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent complete, at her own expense, a 

personalized judicial education course/remedial training with the National Judicial College on 

the topic of judicial ethics and judging within six (6) months of the filing date of this Stipulation 

and Order. This course/remedial training will be provided by the National Judicial College and 

specifically customized and tai lored to Respondent' s misconduct, focusing primarily on: (1) 

identifying and distinguishing between proper and improper court-related demeanor and 

behavior; (2) identifying and rectifying areas of bias and prejudice in the courtroom in order to 

maintain the integrity of the court for all participants; (3) performing judicial duties fairly and 

impartially; (4) according to every person who has a legal interest in a proceeding, or that 

person's lawyer, the right to be heard ; (5) cotnpetence and preparedness in tlle perfonnance of 

judicial duties; and (6) the importance of upholding and complying with the law and the Code. 

Respondent further agree s that the instructional topics and course delivery format (in-person or 

online) shall be.approved in advance by the Cornm,ssion' s Executive Di.rector. 
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IT IS 1-'URTHER ORUEREIJ th1tt the Executive Director of the Commission tnke the 

n~essary steps to file this document in the appropriate rteords and on the website of the 

Commis..1oion and with the C.lcrk of the Nevada Suprem~ Court. 

DATED: July \.l~.la024 DATED: July P,-~2024 

FENNP.MORE CRAIG, P.C. .. 

1~ ~- -·-----
RiCHARD I. .ORtlT'I.ER. ESQ,, #006626 
FBNNEMORE CRAlG, P.C. 
9275 W. Russell Road, Suite 240 
Los Vegas. Nevada 89148 
{ 702) 692~8026 
rdrd1.1.i.:r'(i1fe1111-.:mo~hm .com • 
$pedal Counsel for lhe l>Jcvada 
Commission on Judicial Dbciolin~ 
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NEV ADA COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE 

The Commissioners listed below accept the terms of this Stipulation and Order of Consent to 

Public Censure. They further authorize the Chairman, if requested, to sign on behalf of the 

Commission, as a whole, this document containing the Stipulation and Order of Consent to 

Public Censure. 

•Signed by: Dated: 

July 18, 2024 

GARY VAUSE, CHAIRMAN 

STEFANIE HUMPHREY, VICE-CHAIR 

KARL ARMSTRONG 

PATRICIA HALSTEAD 

HON. DAVID HARDY 

JOHN KRMPOTIC 

HON. THOMAS STOCK.ARD 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

l hereby certify that lam an employee of the Nevada Commission on Judicial Discipline and that on the 

18th day of July, 2024, Tserved a copy of the CERTIFIED COPY OF STTPULATION AND ORDER OF 

CONSENT TO PUBLIC CENSURE by email and U.S. Mail, address.ed to the following: 

KENNETH S. FRIEDMAN 
LAW OFFICES OF KENNETH S. FRIEDMAN, PLLC 
700 S. 9TH STREET 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101 
kfriedman@hotmail.com 
Counsel for Respondent 

RICHARD DREITZER 
FENNEMORE CRAIG 
9275 W. RUSSELL ROAD, SUITE 240 
LAS VEGAS,NV 89148 
rdreitzer@fclaw.com 
Special Counsel 

,r"\y{~10-. ,. /'I 'I-> .1✓ -

By: _N____--+--1--t-t--.{~__UJ(.) ~---
~s~ 

mailto:rdreitzer@fclaw.com
mailto:kfriedman@hotmail.com
https://address.ed
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STATE B1\R C)F NE\lA.DA 

March 1, 2024 

Benjamin B. Childs 
318 S. Maryland Parkway 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

VIA EMAIL: ben@benchilds.com 

RE: Grievance File No: SBN23-00609/ Melvin Grimes, Esq. 

Dear Mr. Childs: 

A Screening Panel of the Southern Nevada Disciplinary Board has reviewed 
the above-referenced grievance file stemming from your complaint 
concerning attorney Melvin Grimes. The Panel concluded that Mr. Grimes 
violated the Rules of Professional Conduct and should be admonished. 

An Admonition has been issued to Mr. Grimes for violations of RPC 1.1 

(Competence), RPC 3.1 (Meritorious Claims and Contentions), RPC 3.2 
(Expediting Litigation), RPC 4.4 Respect for Rights of Third Persons) and 
RPC 8-4 (Misconduct). 

Thank you for bringing this matter to our attention. 

Sincerely, 
Sfta;ft Man@te 

Shain tJanuele (F~b 29. 2024 11:34 MST) 

Shain G. Manuele, Esq. 
Assistant Bar Counsel 

SGM/jm 

Enclosure 

3100 \\'. Charleston Blvd. 
Suite 100 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 
phone 702.382.2200 
roU free 800.254.2797 
fax 702-385.2878 

9456 Double R Bh·d., Ste. B 
Reno, NV 89521 -5977 
phone 775.329.4100 . 
fax 775.329.0522 

www.nvba.torg 

www.n-vbai:org
mailto:ben@benchilds.com
https://NE\lA.DA
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