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7+(�&2857���*RRG�PRUQLQJ���:H
UH�FDOOLQJ�FDVH

'�����������'��3DXOLQR�*RPH]�YHUVXV�0DLOD�/LNXD���&RXOG�,�KDYH

DSSHDUDQFHV�IRU�WKH�UHFRUG��SOHDVH�

06��&$6721���*RRG�PRUQLQJ��<RXU�+RQRU���0DULO\Q

&DVWRQ��%DU�1XPEHU���������,
P�ZLWK�-RUGDQ�*DUFLD�IURP�P\

RIILFH�

05��*$5&,$���������

06��&$6721���$QG�3DXOLQR�*RPH]�

7+(�&2857���7KDQN�\RX���*RRG�PRUQLQJ�

06��35,&(���*RRG�PRUQLQJ��<RXU�+RQRU���&RULQQH�3ULFH�

%DU�1XPEHU��������ZLWK�0LFKDHO�&DUPDQ�

05��&$50$1���%DU�1XPEHU������

06��35,&(���$QG�0DLOD�/LNXD�DSSHDULQJ�E\�=RRP�

7+(�&2857���$OO�ULJKW���7KDQN�\RX�

$OO�ULJKW���7KLV�LV�D�WLPH�VHW�IRU�WKH�GHFLVLRQ�RQ

WKH�PRGLILFDWLRQ�RI�FXVWRG\�UHORFDWLRQ�WR�1HYDGD��GHSHQGLQJ�RQ

WKH�RXWFRPH���$QG�ZH�ZHUH�MXVW�VD\LQJ�EHIRUHKDQG��ZH
UH�JRLQJ

WR�ILJXUH�RXW�LI�\RX�QHHG�WR�GR�WKH�IXOO�EORZQ�ILQGLQJV�RI�IDFW

EHIRUH�0RQGD\�RU�LI�\RX�MXVW�QHHG�DQ�RUGHU���<RX�FDQ�MXVW�VWD\

LQ�FRQWDFW�ZLWK�PH�RU�P\�VWDII��DQG�ZKDWHYHU�FRPHV�RQ��\RX

NQRZ��ZH
OO�PDNH�VXUH�WR�JHW�LW�VLJQHG���,I�LW�MXVW�QHHGV�WR�EH

D�TXLFN�RUGHU��,�KDYH�QR�SUREOHP�ORRNLQJ�DW�LW���,�KDYH�D�WULDO
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WRGD\��EXW�,�FDQ�JHW�WR�LW�E\�WKH�HQG�RI�WRQLJKW�HYHQ��DQG�\RX

JX\V�ZLOO�KDYH�LW���,W�ZLOO�EH�ILOHG�EHIRUH�0RQGD\��LI�WKDW
V

DOO�WKH\�QHHG��VR�WKHQ�HYHU\RQH
V�NLQG�RI�RII�WKH�KRRN�DW�WKDW

SRLQW���%XW�\RX�JX\V�MXVW�OHW����\RX�NQRZ��MXVW�OHW�XV�NQRZ�

DQG�P\�VWDII�ZLOO�NHHS�PH�XSGDWHG�DV�ZHOO�EDVHG�XSRQ���

$OO�ULJKW���6R�WR�VWDUW�RXW��\RX�NQRZ��,�WKLQN

HYHU\RQH�LQ�WKLV�FRXUWURRP�XQGHUVWDQGV�FXVWRG\�GHFLVLRQV�DUH

YHU\�GLIILFXOW���,�PHDQ��ZH
UH�GHDOLQJ����ILQDQFLDOV�DUH�KDUG

EHFDXVH�SHRSOH�VRPHWLPHV�DUH�DWWDFKHG�WR�PRQH\���%XW�OHW
V�IDFH

LW��WKH�NLGV�XVXDOO\�����SHUFHQW�RI�WKH�WLPH��DUH�ZKDW�WKH

SDUHQWV�ILJKW�RYHU�WKH�PRVW��DV�WKH\�VKRXOG��DQG�WKHVH�EDELHV

DUH�WKH�RQHV�WKDW�DUH�JHWWLQJ�LPSDFWHG�WKH�PRVW�RXW�RI�ZKHQ

SDUHQWV�GLYRUFH�RU�ZKHQ�WKH\
UH�QHYHU�PDUULHG�DQG�KDYH�D

FXVWRG\�DFWLRQ���$QG�ZKHQ�SDUWLHV�FDQ
W�FRPH�WR�DQ�DJUHHPHQW�

WKDW
V�OHIW�RQ�PH�WR�PDNH�D�GHFLVLRQ�EDVHG�XSRQ�WKH�IDFWV�DQG

WKH�HYLGHQFH�WKDW�DUH�SURYLGHG�WR�PH�DW�WKH�WLPH�RI

WULDOV���WULDOV�

$QG�,�QHYHU�JR�LQWR�WKLV�OLJKWO\���,�MXVW�ZDQW

HYHU\RQH�WR�XQGHUVWDQG���,W�KDV�EHHQ�D�KDUG�GHFLVLRQ�IRU�PH�

,W�ZHLJKV�RQ�PH�MXVW�DV�PXFK�DV�LW�ZHLJKV�RQ�\RX�JX\V���$QG�,
P

DFWXDOO\�WDONLQJ�WR�WKH�SDUHQWV�EHFDXVH�,�NQRZ�LW
V�KDUG�RQ�\RX

JX\V���$QG�ERWK�RI�\RXU�JX\V
�DWWRUQH\V�KDYH�GRQH�DPD]LQJ�MREV�

DQG�WKDW�PDNHV�LW�HYHQ�KDUGHU�IRU�PH�DV�D�MXGJH�EHFDXVH�ZKHQ

WKH\�GR�DQ�DPD]LQJ�MRE�RQ�ERWK�VLGHV��,�KDYH�WR�QLWSLFN���$QG�
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0U��&DUPDQ��DV�\RX�ZDONHG�RXW��VDLG�SOHDVH�UHDG�DOO�RI�WKH�WH[W

PHVVDJHV�ZKLFK�,�GLG���,�ZHQW�WKURXJK�WKHVH���%HFDXVH�LQ�WKH

HQG��WKLV�LV�ZKDW
V�JRLQJ�WR�WHOO�PH�WKH�PRVW���7KH�VFKRROLQJ

LV�JRLQJ�WR�KHOS�PH���7KH�SLFWXUHV��WKH����\RX�NQRZ��WKH

FROODWHUDO�HYLGHQFH��EXW�WKLV�LV�WKH�WZR�RI�\RX�XQHGLWHG�WR

VRPH�H[WHQW���%XW�,�DOVR�IHHO�OLNH�LW
V�HGLWHG�EHFDXVH�\RX�DOO

NQRZ�\RX
UH�LQ�D�FRXUW���$QG�,�GLG�ILQG�VRPH�RI�WKHVH�WR�EH�D

OLWWOH�VHOI�VHUYLQJ�IRU�VSHFLILF�VWDWHPHQWV�WKDW�ZHUH�LQ�WKHUH

EHFDXVH�,
P�DVVXPLQJ�HYHU\RQH�NQHZ�,
G�EH�ORRNLQJ�DW�WKHVH�

%XW�SDJHV�����WR������WKDW
V�D�ORW�RI�SDJHV���$QG�,
P

SRLQWLQJ�WKLV�RXW�EHFDXVH�,�QHHG�\RX�JX\V�WR�XQGHUVWDQG�WKLV

LV����WKLV�LV�SUREDEO\�ZKDW�FDQ�PDNH�LW�HYHQ�PRUH�GLIILFXOW�

%XW�WKDW
V�WKLV�PDQ\�SDJHV��DQG�WKLV�LV�GRXEOH�VLGHG���7KDW
V�D

ORW�RI�SDJHV�IRU�RQH�PRQWK���7KDW�ZDV�MXVW�WKH�PRQWK�RI�2FWREHU

RI������ULJKW�EHIRUH�WKLV�WULDO�ZDV�PRYLQJ����ZDV�JRLQJ

IRUZDUG���%XW�HYHQ�EHIRUH�WKDW��,�PHDQ��KHUH
V��OLNH��DERXW�D

\HDU
V�ZRUWK���7KHUH
V�D�ORW���$QG�,�XQGHUVWDQG�\RX�JX\V�DUH

GRLQJ�SLFWXUHV���<RX
UH�GRLQJ�YLGHRV���$QG�WKDW�,�DSSUHFLDWH�

$QG�PD\EH�\RX�JX\V�FRXOG�VHW�XS��OLNH��D�MRLQW����D�VKDUHG

'URSER[�RU�D�ER[�ZH�FDQ�DFWXDOO\�MXVW�SXW�WKHVH�SLFWXUHV�LQ�

DQG�\RX�GRQ
W�KDYH�WR�GR�LW�WKURXJK�WKH�PHVVDJLQJ�

%XW�,
P�JRLQJ�WR�VWDUW�RXW�E\�VD\LQJ��ILUVW�RI�DOO�

LQ�D�PRGLILFDWLRQ��LW�ZRXOG�EH�0U��*RPH]
V�EXUGHQ�WR�VKRZ�WKDW

WKHUH
V�EHHQ�VXEVWDQWLDO�FKDQJHV�LQ�FLUFXPVWDQFHV�DIIHFWLQJ�WKH
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ZHOIDUH�RI�WKH�FKLOGUHQ�DQG�WKDW�WKH�PRGLILFDWLRQ�ZRXOG�VHUYH

WKH�FKLOG
V�EHVW�LQWHUHVW��VR�3-�LQ�WKLV�VHQVH���$QG�VR�,�KDYH

WR�JR�WKURXJK�WKHVH�IDFWRUV�

)LUVW��,�KDYH�WR�GHWHUPLQH�ZDV�WKHUH�VXEVWDQWLDO

FKDQJH�LQ�FLUFXPVWDQFHV�DIIHFWLQJ�KLV�ZHOIDUH�DQG�WKHQ�LV�LW�LQ

KLV�EHVW�LQWHUHVW���6R�,
P�MXVW�JRLQJ�WR�NLQG�RI�JR�WKURXJK

VRPH�WKLQJV���<RX�NQRZ��,�LQLWLDOO\�ZDQW�WR�VWDUW�RXW����,
YH

PDGH�D�QRWH�WKDW�0V��/LNXD�ZDV�SURYLGHG�ZLWK�SULPDU\�FXVWRG\

DQG�ZDV�DOORZHG�WR�UHORFDWH�WKH�PLQRU�FKLOG�WR�+DZDLL���$QG

LW
V�D����,�PHDQ��LW
V�D�IDU����LW
V�D�IDU�RQH��EXW�,�IHOW

SUHWW\�VHFXUH�LQ�P\�GHFLVLRQ���,W�ZDV�DSSHDOHG��EXW�,�IHOW

VHFXUH�LQ�LW���$QG�ZH�PD\�QHYHU�NQRZ�ZKDW�WKH�RXWFRPH�RI�WKH

DSSHDO�ZRXOG�EH�GHSHQGLQJ�RQ�ZKDW�KDSSHQV�WRGD\�

%XW�WKH�ERWWRP�OLQH�LV�0V��/LNXD�ZDV�JLYHQ�WKH

DELOLW\�WR�EH�WKH�SULPDU\�FXVWRGLDQ��DQG�D�ORW�RI�P\�GHFLVLRQ

LV�EDVHG�RQ�WKHVH�WH[W�PHVVDJHV���$QG�,�VDLG�LW�LQ�-XO\��,

WKLQN��DW�RQH�RI�WKH�KHDULQJV�WKDW�0U��*RPH]�PLJKW�EH�GLIILFXOW

EHFDXVH�KH�KDV�D�WHQGHQF\�WR�EH��OLNH��WKLV�LV�WKH�RUGHU��,
P

IROORZLQJ�WKH�RUGHU���7KLV�LV�WKH�RUGHU��,
P�IROORZLQJ�WKH

RUGHU���+H�HYHQ�ZHQW�WR�WKH�81/9�SDUHQWLQJ�FRXUVH�DQG�VDLG���

DQG�KLV�WHVWLPRQ\�ZDV����,�OHDUQHG���,�WRRN�LW�RQ�P\�RZQ���,

NQRZ�WKHUH�ZDV�GLVFXVVLRQ�DERXW�SRVVLEO\�GRLQJ�D�SDUHQWLQJ

FRRUGLQDWRU��GRLQJ�D�FODVV��EXW�KH�GLG�VLJQ�XS�IRU�LW���$QG�,

IRXQG�KLV�WHVWLPRQ\�FUHGLEOH�ZKHUH�KH�VDLG�,�OHDUQHG�
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EDVLFDOO\��NHHS�LW�VKRUW�DQG�VZHHW��\RX�NQRZ��WR�DYRLG�DQ\

IXUWKHU�GLVUXSWLRQ�EHWZHHQ�WKH�WZR����RU�FRQIOLFW��,�JXHVV�,

VKRXOG�VD\��EHWZHHQ�WKH�WZR�SDUWLHV�

+H�OHDUQHG�WKDW�KH�ZDQWV�WR�PDLQWDLQ�RU�VWLFN�WR�WKH

VFKHGXOH�EHFDXVH�KH�GRHVQ
W�ZDQW�WR�FDXVH�DQ\�PRUH�FRQIOLFW�

6R�SDUW�RI�WKDW��,�WKLQN��LV�WKDW�OHDUQLQJ���$OWKRXJK��WKDW�ZDV

SUHWW\�UHFHQW�EHFDXVH�KH�MXVW�DWWHQGHG�LW���%XW�,�DOVR��DV�,

VWDWHG�SUHYLRXVO\��WKDW
V�KRZ�KH�LV�

$QG�WKHQ�0V��/LNXD�LV�KRZ�VKH�LV���%XW����VR�P\

LQLWLDO�FXVWRG\�GHWHUPLQDWLRQ�JDYH�KHU�SULPDU\��DQG�WKDW�ZDV

EDVHG�RQ�ERWK�SDUWLHV�FRPLQJ�LQ�KHUH�DQG�WHVWLI\LQJ���:H�QHHG

WKH�NLG�LQ�SUHVFKRRO���:H�FDQ
W�GR�WKLV�WKUHH�ZHHNV�RQ���ZHHNV

RII�MRLQW�FXVWRG\�VFKHGXOH�DQ\�ORQJHU���,W�KDV�WR�EH�GRQH���,W

KDV�WR�EH�GRQH���$QG�VR�,�LVVXHG�WKH�RUGHU��DQG�WKDW
V�ZKHUH�ZH

ZHUH���7KH�NLG�JHW����,
P�VRUU\��WKH�FKLOG��3-����,
OO�FDOO�KLP

3-���3-�JHWV�HQUROOHG�LQWR�VFKRRO��DQG�WKHUH�ZDV����0V��/LNXD

WHVWLILHG����DQG�LW�ZDV�FRQILUPHG�E\�WH[W�PHVVDJHV�DQG�HPDLOV

EHWZHHQ�WKH�DWWRUQH\V�WKDW�VKH�KDG�EHHQ�UHTXHVWLQJ�0U��*RPH]�WR

DSSURYH�KHU�SUHVFKRRO���6KH
V�ZDLWLQJ�RQ�KLV�UHVSRQVH�EHIRUH

HQUROOLQJ�KLP�

$QG�VKH�ZDV�GRLQJ�WKLV�XQGHU�MRLQW�OHJDO��VR�,
P�QRW

ILQGLQJ�DQ\�IDXOW�RQ�KHU�WKHUH���,�GRQ
W�ILQG�WKDW�VKH�GLG

DQ\WKLQJ�ZURQJ��LQGLVFHUQLEOH����6KH�ZDV�WU\LQJ�WR�ILJXUH�LW

RXW���7KHUH�ZDV�VWDWHPHQWV�PDGH�LQ�FRXUW�RQ�1RYHPEHU����HDUO\
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1RYHPEHU�RI��������<RX�NQRZ�ZKDW"��:H
UH�ILQH�ZLWK�ZKDWHYHU

SUHVFKRRO�VKH�ZDQWV�WR�EH�SXW�LQWR����SXW�KLP�LQWR�DV�ORQJ�DV

VKH�SD\V�IRU�LW�

$QG�WKHQ�LW�ZDV�%DWHV�����,�EHOLHYH���6KH�VD\V��ZHOO�

,�HQUROOHG�KLP�EHFDXVH��,�KDYHQ
W�KHDUG�EDFN�IURP�\RX�UHJDUGLQJ

.HNX�VWDUWLQJ�VFKRRO�DV�KH�LV�QRZ�ILYH�PRQWKV�EHKLQG�KLV

HGXFDWLRQ���,�ZDV�ILQG�D�ZD\����DEOH�����,
P�VRUU\����'XULQJ

WKH�ODVW�FRXUW�KHDULQJ��\RXU�DWWRUQH\�PDGH�WKH�VWDWHPHQW�LI�,

SD\�WKH�WXLWLRQ��,�FRXOG�JHW�KLP�WR�VWDUW���,�ZDV�DEOH�WR�ILQG

D�ZD\�WKDW�WXLWLRQ�ZRXOG�JHW�SDLG�WKURXJK�-XQH����6R�WKDW�WH[W

PHVVDJH�ZDV�'HFHPEHU��WK�RI��������6R�VKH����,�PHDQ��DSSDUHQWO\

EDVHG�RQ�WKDW��LW
V�P\�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�VKH�ZDV�ORRNLQJ�IRU�D

VFKRROLQJ�SXUVXDQW�WR�WKH�VWDWHPHQW�LQ�WKH�FRXUW��DQG�WKH�FKLOG

VWDUWHG�LQ�HDUO\�'HFHPEHU�

,�GR�ILQG�WKDW�WKH�DWWHQGDQFH�UHFRUGV�VKRZV�WKH�PLQRU

FKLOG�GLGQ
W�DWWHQG�VFKRRO�EHWZHHQ�DSSUR[LPDWHO\�0DUFK�RI�����

WKURXJK�0D\�RI��������$QG�,�ZDVQ
W�FRXQWLQJ�H[DFWO\��EXW�WKHUH

ZHUH�URXJKO\����,�WKLQN�LW�ZDV�SRLQWHG�RXW�E\�0U��*RPH]
V

FRXQVHO����DSSUR[LPDWHO\����DEVHQFHV�WKDW�ZHUH�DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK

0V��/LNXD�NHHSLQJ�3-�RXW�RI�VFKRRO�ZLWKRXW�OHWWLQJ�'DG�NQRZ�

$QG�,�DP�IRFXVLQJ�PRUH�RQ�WKH�WLPH�IURP�$SULO�WR�0D\�EHFDXVH

WKDW
V�ZKDW�FDXVHG�XV�WR�EH�KHUH�WRGD\�LQ����LQ�1RYHPEHU�DQG�VR

IRUWK���6R�WKDW
V�ZK\�ZH�DUH�KHUH�LV�EHFDXVH�D�ORW�RI�WKRVH�

(YHU\RQH�ZDV�IRFXVLQJ�RQ�WKH�)DFH7LPH�YLGHRV�DQG
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HYHU\WKLQJ�HOVH��EXW�,�ZDQWHG�WR�NQRZ�ZKDW�KDSSHQHG���:K\

ZDVQ
W�KH�LQ�VFKRRO"��:K\�GLGQ
W�'DG�NQRZ�DERXW�WKLV"��$QG

ZKHWKHU�KH�NQHZ�RU�QRW��KRZ�GLG�KH�FRPH�WR�ILQG�RXW�DERXW�WKH

LQIRUPDWLRQ�RI�0RP�EHLQJ�KHUH�ZLWK�WKH�FKLOG"

0V��/LNXD�WHVWLILHG�WKDW�WKH�FKLOG�DWWHQGHG�UHPRWHO\

LQ�$SULO�DQG�0D\��EXW�KH�ZDV�VWLOO�FRXQWHG�DEVHQW���$QG�WKH

VFKRRO�FRQILUPHG�WKDW�WKHUH�ZDV�QR�UHPRWH�OHDUQLQJ���0V��/LNXD

WHVWLILHG����DQG��,�PHDQ��,�ILQG�LW�FUHGLEOH���,�PHDQ��VKH�GLG

WHVWLI\�WKDW��ZHOO��,�KDG�FRQWDFW�ZLWK�WKH�WHDFKHU�DQG�VKH

DOORZHG�PH�WR�)DFH7LPH�DQG�OHDUQ�VRPH�RI�WKH�VWXII���6R�VKH�ZDV

WU\LQJ�WR�KHOS�3-�WKURXJK�LW���%XW�VKH�GLG�DGPLW�WKDW�VKH�QHYHU

GLVFXVVHG�ZLWK�0U��*RPH]�DERXW�WKH�FKLOG�DWWHQGLQJ�UHPRWHO\�

+H�GLGQ
W�NQRZ�DERXW�LW�

,�GR�ILQG�KLV����0U��*RPH]
V�WHVWLPRQ\�FUHGLEOH

UHJDUGLQJ�KLP�QRW�EHLQJ�DEOH�WR�UHFHLYH�PHVVDJHV�IURP�WKH

FKLOG
V�VFKRRO�XQWLO�0D\�RI������EHFDXVH�WKHUH�LV�WHVWLPRQ\�

WKHUH�LV�HYLGHQFH�WKDW�WKH�LQIRUPDWLRQ�IRU�0U��*RPH]�ZDV�QRW

FRUUHFW��DQG�KH�KDG�QR�DELOLW\�WR�HYHQ�JLYH�WKDW�LQIRUPDWLRQ�WR

WKH�VFKRRO�EHFDXVH�LW�ZDV�0V��/LNXD�ZKR�UHJLVWHUHG�WKH�FKLOG

IRU�VFKRRO�DQG�VHW�LW�XS���$QG�WKH�HYLGHQFH�ZDV��WKURXJK�WKH

WHVWLPRQ\��WKDW�WKH�SKRQH�QXPEHU��WKH�HPDLO��DQG�WKH�3�2��%R[

WKDW�ZDV�RQ�WKH�UHJLVWUDWLRQ�LQIRUPDWLRQ�IRU�0U��*RPH]�ZDV

SURYLGHG�E\�0V��/LNXD��DQG�VKH�ZDV�WKH�RQO\�RQH�WKDW�KDG�DFFHVV

WR�WKDW���6R�KH�ZDVQ
W�JHWWLQJ�WKH�HPDLOV���+H�ZDVQ
W�JHWWLQJ
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DQ\�LQIRUPDWLRQ�DERXW�WKH�VFKRRO�

$QG�,�EHOLHYH�WKHUH�ZDV�WHVWLPRQ\�WKDW�VKH�DQG

0U��6WRQH�ZHUH�WKH�RQHV�ZKR�HQWHUHG�WKH�FRQWDFW�LQIRUPDWLRQ�IRU

0U��*RPH]���%XW��XOWLPDWHO\��LQ�WKH�HQG��LW
V�KHU

UHVSRQVLELOLW\�WR�PDNH�VXUH�WKDW�VWXII�LV�FRUUHFW��LI�0U��*RPH]

ZDVQ
W�HYHQ�JLYHQ�WKH�LQIRUPDWLRQ�DV�WR�KRZ�WR�UHJLVWHU�RU�WR

HYHQ�JR�WKURXJK�WKH�UHJLVWUDWLRQ�ZKLFK�WKHUH
V�QR�HYLGHQFH�WKDW

KH�ZDV�JLYHQ�WKDW�RSSRUWXQLW\�

:LWK�UHJDUGV�WR�WKH�FKLOG�EHLQJ�KHUH��0V��/LNXD���

\RX�NQRZ��DSSDUHQWO\��VKH�ZDV�RQO\�JRLQJ�WR�EH�KHUH�$SULO��WK

DQG�$SULO��WK���7KH�WHVWLPRQ\�ZDV�JRLQJ�QRZ�LQWR�0D\��VR�VKH

HQGHG�XS�VWD\LQJ���%XW�VKH�GLGQ
W����ERWK�RI�WKHP�WHVWLILHG

WKDW�VKH�GLGQ
W�JLYH�DQ\�LQIRUPDWLRQ�WR�0U��*RPH]�WKDW�VKH�ZDV

VWD\LQJ�QHDU�0HVTXLWH�VR�WKDW�VKH�FRXOG�JR�DKHDG�DQG�DWWHQG

KHUH�RQ�0D\��QG�DQG�0D\��UG���$JDLQ��WKHUH�LV�WKH�)DFH7LPH

YLGHRV���7KH�FKLOG����DQG�,�WKLQN�WKH\�DOO�DGPLWWHG���7KH�FKLOG

VDLG���,
P�LQ�0HVTXLWH���,
P�DW�JUDQGPD
V�KRXVH���,
P�LQ

0RORND
L���,
P�KHUH����%XW�QR�RQH�FRUUHFWHG�KLP���$QG�ZDV�LW

'DG
V�UHVSRQVLELOLW\�WR�FRUUHFW�KLP"��:HOO��'DG�GRHVQ
W�UHDOO\

NQRZ�ZKHUH�KH�LV�EHFDXVH�WKH�FKLOG
V�ZLWK�0RP���:DV�LW�0RP
V

UHVSRQVLELOLW\�WR�FRUUHFW�KLP"��3UREDEO\���6KH�VKRXOG�KDYH

VDLG���2K��,
P�VRUU\��'DG���:H�DUH�KHUH�LQ�0HVTXLWH����%XW

WKHUH�ZDV�QHYHU�WKDW�0RP�HYHQ�UHDFKLQJ�RXW�WR�VD\�ZH
UH�VWD\LQJ

IRU�WKLV��DQG�WKHUH�LV�QR�HYLGHQFH�WR�VXSSRUW�WKDW���$QG�DW�D
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PLQLPXP��VKH�KDG�D�GXW\��DV�WKH�SULPDU\�FXVWRGLDQ��WR�VD\�

�:H
UH�KHUH���:KHQ�GR�\RX�ZDQW�WR�VHH�\RXU�FKLOG�KHUH"�

%HFDXVH�,�IHHO�OLNH�ZKDW�VKH�PLVVHG�LQ�WKLV�ZKROH�WKLQJ�LV�WKDW

'DG�KDG�OLPLWHG�WLPH�EHLQJ�LQ�+DZDLL���$QG�ZLWK�WKDW�OLPLWHG

WLPH��VKH�GLGQ
W�HYHQ�RIIHU�WKH�DGGLWLRQDO�WLPH�

,�NQRZ�WKHUH�DUH�DUJXPHQWV��ZHOO��VKH�RIIHUHG�KLP�D

FRXSOH�GD\V�KHUH�WR�FRPH�RXW�WR�+DZDLL�DQG�D�FRXSOH�GD\V�LQ

2FWREHU�EHIRUH�VR�KH�FRXOG�VHH�WKH�VFKRRO���+H�GHFOLQHG���,

GRQ
W�WKLQN�WKDW�PDNHV�KLP�D�EDG�'DG���,�GRQ
W�WKLQN�WKDW�PDNHV

KLP�LUUHVSRQVLEOH�RU�QRW�ZDQWLQJ�WR�VHH�KLV�FKLOG���$JDLQ��,

WKLQN�WKDW�PDNHV�KLP����,
P�IROORZLQJ�WKH�RUGHU���7KLV�LV�ZKHQ

,�ERRNHG�P\�WLFNHW���$QG�WKDW�ZDV�DQRWKHU�SUREOHP���:H
UH

GHDOLQJ�ZLWK�IOLJKWV�IURP�WKLV�DUHD�WR�+DZDLL�DQG�ERRNLQJ�DQG

FKDQJHV���$QG�,�MXVW�GRQ
W�IHHO�OLNH�WKHUH�ZDV�D�ORW�RI�JLYH�RQ

WKDW�SDUW�

$QG�,�GR�ILQG�0U��*RPH]�ZDV�FUHGLEOH�ZKHQ�KH

WHVWLILHG�WKDW�VKH�GLGQ
W����WKDW�0RP�GLGQ
W�RIIHU�KLP�DQ\

H[WUD�FXVWRGLDO�WLPH�ZKHQ�WKH�FKLOG�ZDV�VWD\LQJ�LQ�/LWWOHWRQ

>VLF@��$UL]RQD���,QVWHDG��VKH�VHQW�KLP�WKH�PHVVDJHV�RQ

$SULO���WK�

$QG�DQRWKHU�WKLQJ��,�PHDQ��VRPH�RI�WKHVH�DUH�OLWWOH

GHWDLOV��EXW�LW
V�VWXII�WKDW�,�SLFN�RXW���%HFDXVH��ILUVW�RI

DOO��\RX�NQRZ�,
P�UHDGLQJ�WKH�VWXII���%XW��VHFRQG�RI�DOO��LW
V

OLWWOH�VWXII�OLNH�WKLV�WKDW�NLQG�RI��DV�SDUHQWV��,�WKLQN�WKH\
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QHHG�WR�XQGHUVWDQG�VKH�WH[WHG�'DG�RQ�)DWKHU
V�'D\����WKDW
V�KLV

GD\��QR�PDWWHU�ZKDW����DQG�VD\V���2K��,�KRSH�\RX�KDYH�D�+DSS\

)DWKHU
V�'D\����7KDW
V�JUHDW���+DYH�D�+DSS\�)DWKHU
V�'D\���%XW

WKHQ�LW�VDLG���&DQ�\RX����FDQ�ZH�JLYH�����,�GRQ
W�KDYH�WKLV�LQ

KHUH����&DQ�,�WDON����FDQ�ZH�WDON�WR�3-�WRGD\�����,
P�ORRNLQJ

DW�)HEUXDU\���,�QHHG�-XQH����ZKLFK�ZRXOG�LQGLFDWH�WKDW�LW
V�VR

0U��6WRQH�FDQ�WDON�WR�KLP���$QG�\RX�NQRZ�ZKDW"��,I�VRPHRQH�KDV

VWHSSDUHQWV����ZKHWKHU�WKH\
UH�PDUULHG�RU�QRW��LI�VRPHRQH�KDV�D

VWHSSDUHQW�LQYROYHG��WKDW
V�JUHDW���:H�ZDQW�RXU�NLGV�WR�KDYH

JUHDW�UHODWLRQVKLSV�ZLWK�VWHSSDUHQWV���%XW�,�QHYHU�HYHU�ZDQW

WKHP�WR�RYHUWDNH�WKH�UROH�RI�D�WUXH�GDG�RU�D�WUXH�PRP���$QG

ZKHQ�VKH�WH[WV�RQ�-XQH���WK�RQ������VKH�VD\V���+DSS\�)DWKHU
V

'D\���,
P�JODG�\RX
UH�DEOH�WR�VSHQG�WLPH�ZLWK�RXU�VRQ���:H

ZRXOG�OLNH�WR�WDON�WR�.HNX�WRGD\���3OHDVH�OHW�XV�NQRZ�ZKHQ�LV�D

JRRG�WLPH�IRU�D�TXLFN�FDOO�ZLWK�.HNX����RU�SOHDVH�OHW�PH

NQRZ����6R����QRSH��MXVW��3OHDVH�OHW�PH�NQRZ��

6R�LW
V�OLWWOH�VWXII�OLNH�WKDW��WRR��WKDW�,�WKLQN

LQGLFDWHV�WKH�ODFN�RI�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI��OLNH��WKH�WUXH

FRSDUHQWLQJ�VRPHWLPHV���$QG�WDNH�QRWH��,�ZRXOGQ
W�ZDQW�WKDW�WR

KDSSHQ�RQ�0RWKHU
V�'D\�E\�D�VWHSPRP�

6R��DQ\ZD\����VR�EDVHG�XSRQ�WKH�IDFW�RI�WKH�ODFN�RI

WKH�SDUWLHV�ZRUNLQJ�WRJHWKHU��'DG�GLGQ
W�NQRZ�KH�ZDV�KHUH��,�GR

ILQG�WKDW�WKHUH�KDV�EHHQ�D�VXEVWDQWLDO�FKDQJH�LQ�FLUFXPVWDQFHV

DIIHFWLQJ�WKH�ZHOIDUH�RI�WKH�FKLOG�
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6R�QRZ�,�PRYH�RQ�WR�WKH����EHFDXVH��DJDLQ��WKH\�ERWK

FDPH�LQ�KHUH�VD\LQJ�ZH�ZDQW�KLP�WR�EH�LQ�VFKRRO��DQG�KH�ZDVQ
W�

$QG�WKHQ�KH�GLGQ
W�NQRZ�ZKHUH�WKH�FKLOG�ZDV�,
P�JRLQJ�WR�VD\

DSSUR[LPDWHO\����GD\V���,�WKLQN�WKH\�VDLG�LW
V�D�OLWWOH�ELW

ORQJHU���%XW�DW�D�PLQLPXP��PLG�$SULO�WR�PLG�0D\�

6R�QH[W�,�JHW�XS�WR�WKH�EHVW�LQWHUHVW�RI�WKH�FKLOG

IDFWRUV���6RPH�RI�WKHVH�DUHQ
W�DSSOLFDEOH�RU�VRPH�DUH�QHXWUDO�

EXW�DOORZLQJ�WKH�IUHTXHQW�DVVRFLDWLRQ��)DFWRU�&���,Q�WKH�WH[W

PHVVDJHV�ZKHQ�'DG�KDG�WKH�FKLOG�RYHU�WKH�VXPPHU��0RP�ZDV

WH[WLQJ�KLP�D�ORW���,�ZDQW�WR�WDON�WR�3-���,�ZDQW�WR�WDON�WR

3-���,�WRWDOO\�XQGHUVWDQG�D�SDUHQW
V�ZLVK�WR�WDON�WR�WKHLU

FKLOG�ZKHQ�WKH\
UH�QRW�DURXQG���$QG��DJDLQ��WKDW
V�WKH

GLIIHUHQFH�LQ�WKHLU�SDUHQWLQJ�VW\OH��,�JXHVV���6KH�ZDQWV�WR

WDON�WR�KLP�HYHU\�GD\���+H�ZDQWV�WR�IROORZ�WKH�VFKHGXOH�E\�WKH

&RXUW�

%XW�HLWKHU�ZD\����DJDLQ��WKLV�LV�ZKHUH�,�ZDV

VWUXJJOLQJ�EHFDXVH�,
P��OLNH��0RP�NQRZV�'DG�KDV�OLPLWHG�WLPH�

+H�RQO\�JHWV�WKRVH�VXPPHUV���$QG�VKH�HYHQ�JRW�DQ�H[WUD�ZHHN

GXULQJ�WKDW�VXPPHU�WKDW�,�WKUHZ�LQ�WKHUH��ILYH�GD\V��VHYHQ

GD\V����ILYH�GD\V���$QG�,�W\SLFDOO\�GRQ
W�GR�WKDW�RQ

RXW�RI�VWDWH�YLVLWV��EXW�,�GLG���,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�ZK\���,�GLG�

,
OO�EH�KRQHVW���%HFDXVH�VKH�UHTXHVWHG�LW�DQG�,�IHOW�OLNH�

RND\��LW
V�KDUG���$QG�PD\EH�WKDW�ZDV�VRPHWKLQJ�WKH\�FRXOG

HYHQWXDOO\�JURZ�SDVW�EHFDXVH�WKH�FKLOG�ZDV�IRXU�RU�ILYH��DQG
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VKH
V�PRP�DQG�,�NQHZ�LW�ZRXOG�SUREDEO\�EH�KDUG�RQ�KHU�WR�EH

DZD\�IRU�WKH�ZKROH�VXPPHU��HYHQ�WKRXJK�,�NQRZ�LW
V�KDUG�RQ�'DG�

,
P�QRW�VD\LQJ�LW
V�QRW���%XW�,�DOORZHG�LW�

$QG����EXW�WKHUH�ZDV�VWLOO�WKLV�FRQVWDQW�WH[WLQJ�EDFN

DQG�IRUWK���+H
V��OLNH��,
OO�OHW�\RX�KDYH�)DFH7LPH������S�P�

1HYDGD�WLPH���2ND\���:H
UH�VWLFNLQJ�WR�WKH�VDPH�VFKHGXOH�

0U��*RPH]�OLNHV�KLV�RUGHU���+H
V�YHU\�VWULQJHQW�RQ�WKDW��DQG

WKDW
V�RND\���7KDW�GRHVQ
W�PDNH����DJDLQ��WKDW�GRHVQ
W�PDNH�KLP

D�EDG�FRSDUHQW���+HU�EHLQJ�IOH[LEOH�GHILQLWHO\�GRHVQ
W�PDNH�KHU

D�EDG�FRSDUHQW���7KDW
V�QRW�WKH�LVVXH���7KH�LVVXH�LV�3-
V�EHLQJ

SXW�LQ�WKH�PLGGOH�RI�WKLV��DQG�'DG�GRHVQ
W�KDYH����'DG�KDG�YHU\

OLPLWHG�WLPH��DQG�KH�ZDQWV�WR�WDNH�DGYDQWDJH�RI�LW�DQG�GR�ZKDW

KH�FDQ�GXULQJ�WKDW�WLPH�

$QG�WKHUH�ZDV�WKLV�DUJXPHQW�DERXW����ZKHQ�VKH�ZDV

FRPLQJ�EDFN�IRU�WKDW�VHYHQ�GD\V��ILYH�GD\V�LQ�WKH�PLGGOH�RI�WKH

VXPPHU���6KH�ZDV�XSVHW�EHFDXVH�KH�ZRXOGQ
W����KH�ZDVQ
W

UHVSRQGLQJ�RU�LW�WRRN�KLP�VRPH�WLPH�DERXW�WKH�EDSWLVP��DQG�QRZ�

�2K��ZHOO��JUHDW���<RX�PDGH�PH�PLVV�WKH�EDSWLVP�ZLWK�P\

IDPLO\���ZKLFK�,����DJDLQ��,�WKRXJKW�WKDW�ZDV�D�OLWWOH�LURQLF

DQG�D�OLWWOH�K\SRFULWLFDO�EHFDXVH�LI�\RX�ZDQW�WR�VSHQG�WLPH

ZLWK�\RXU�IDPLO\��GR�LW�RQ�\RXU�VSHFLILF�WLPH�RU�FRPH�EDFN�D

GLIIHUHQW�WLPH���%XW�LW�VKRXOGQ
W�EH�RQ�'DG�WR�VD\���2ND\��,
OO

JLYH�XS�VRPH�RI�P\�VXPPHU�VR�KH�FDQ�JR�WR�D�EDSWLVP�ZLWK�\RXU

IDPLO\�ZKR�VWLOO�OLYHV�RQ�WKH�PDLQ�ODQG���WKDW�WKH\�DUJXHG�XS
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DQG�GRZQ�WKDW�,�ZDV�ZURQJ�EHFDXVH�WKHUH�ZDV�DOO�IDPLO\�KHUH�

%XW�WKLV�LV�ZKDW�KDSSHQHG��LV�0V��/LNXD��\RX
UH�NLQG�RI��OLNH�

EXLOGLQJ�WKH�FDVH�IRU�0U��*RPH]�EHFDXVH�RI�WKLV�

$QG�WKHQ�WKHUH�DUH�WKH�LVVXHV�RI�WKH�)DFH7LPH���+H

ZDQWHG�LW�DW�������DQG�WKHQ�,�JXHVV�ZKHQ�KH�ZDV�WDNLQJ�WKH

81/9��KH
V��OLNH���2ND\��,
OO�GR�7XHVGD\V�DW�������EHFDXVH�RI

WKH�81/9�FODVV���$QG�0V��/LNXD
V��OLNH���2I�FRXUVH��,�ZLOO

DOZD\V�DOORZ����,
OO�PRGLI\�)DFH7LPH�FDOO����%XW�WKDW
V�WKH�RQH

WKDW�,�IHOW�OLNH�ZDV�D�OLWWOH�ELW�VHOI�VHUYLQJ���,�IHOW�OLNH���

OLNH��RND\��JUHDW���/LNH��WKH�UHVSRQVH�LV���2ND\�

(LJKW�R
FORFN
V�ILQH���,�KDYH�QR�SUREOHP�PRGLI\LQJ����%XW�LW

ZDV�MXVW����DQG�EHFDXVH�WKDW�ZDVQ
W�WKH�ILUVW�RQH���7KHUH�ZHUH

VHYHUDO����,�ZLOO�DOZD\V�GR�WKLV���<RX�QHYHU�PDNH�WLPH�IRU

WKLV����$QG�,�PDGH�UHIHUHQFH�WR�VRPH�VSHFLILF�H[KLELWV��ZKLFK�,

FDQ�DGGUHVV�RXWVLGH�RI�WKLV���%XW�VKH����WKHQ�VKH�DOVR

FRQWLQXHV�WR�HQUROO�WKH�FKLOG�LQ�DFWLYLWLHV�WKDW�LV�JRLQJ�WR

DIIHFW�KLV�WLPH���$QG��DJDLQ��,�NQRZ�VRPHWLPHV�WKDW�IHHOV�OLNH�

ZHOO��KH�QHHGV�WR�EH�LQ�WKHVH�DFWLYLWLHV���+H�GRHV��EXW�,�DOVR

IHHO�WKDW�KH�QHHGV�WR�KDYH�WKHVH�UHODWLRQVKLSV�ZLWK�ERWK

SDUHQWV��DQG�WKH\�QHHG�WR�EH�RQ�ERDUG�DERXW�WKDW�

7KHUH�ZDV�WKH�LVVXH�RI�'DG
V�ZLQWHU�EUHDN�LQ������

7KH\�KDG�WR�JHW�WKH�&RXUW
V�DVVLVWDQFH���$QG�WKHQ�\RX�JX\V�ZHUH

EDFN�LQ�IURQW�RI�PH�IRU�WKH�VXPPHU�UHJDUGLQJ�WKH�JUDGXDWLRQ�DQG

)DWKHU
V�'D\�EHFDXVH�RI�WKH�SUHVFKRRO�JUDGXDWLRQ���'DG�ZDQWHG
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WR�SLFN�WKH�FKLOG�XS���$QG�WKH�)DFH7LPH�KDV�DOZD\V�EHHQ�DQ

LVVXH�

$QG�ZLWK����\RX�NQRZ��,�WKLQN�WKHUH�ZDV��\RX�NQRZ�

VRPH����ZH
UH�FDOOLQJ��ZH
UH�FDOOLQJ���,�RQO\�ZDQW�LW�DW������

,�ZDQW�LW�DW��������,�WKLQN����,�WKLQN�KH�ZDV�FDOOLQJ�D�OLWWOH

HDUO\��DQG����WKHUH�ZDV�D�PHVVDJH�RQ�)HEUXDU\��WK����3DXOLQR��,

JDYH�\RX�DGYDQFH�QRWLFH�DQG�DPSOH�WLPH�WR�SUHSDUH�DOORZLQJ�\RX

WR�DGMXVW�\RXU�ZRUN�RU�SHUVRQDO�VFKHGXOH�DFFRUGLQJO\�VR�WKDW

\RX�FDQ�KDYH�TXDOLW\�WLPH�WR�)DFH7LPH�ZLWK�.HNX�ZKHQ�KH
V�PRUH

IRFXVHG����$QG�WKHQ�VKH
V�VD\LQJ���$QG�VR�7XHVGD\V�DQG

7KXUVGD\V�DURXQG������WR������DQG�6XQGD\�PRUQLQJV�DUH

EHVW����%XW��,�PHDQ��WKHVH�DUHQ
W�FRQYHUVDWLRQV���,W
V��,
P

WHOOLQJ�\RX�WKLV�LV�ZKDW
V�EHVW��LQVWHDG�RI���+H\��,�WKLQN�WKDW

WKLV�LV�ZKHUH�ZH
UH�DW����$QG�WKHQ�KH�VD\V���1RSH���,�ZDQW

�����S�P����2ND\���:HOO��WKHQ�PD\EH�WKDW
V�ZKHUH�\RXU�FRXQVHO�

0V��/LNXD��FRXOG�KDYH�UHDFKHG�RXW�WR�0U��*RPH]
V�FRXQVHO��DQG

VD\���+H\��ZH�XQGHUVWDQG�KH
V�UHDOO\�VWULQJHQW���&DQ�ZH�ILJXUH

WKLV�RXW"��RU�WKDW
V�VRPHWKLQJ�\RX�JX\V�DUH�JRLQJ�WR�KDYH�WR�GR

LQ�WKH�IXWXUH���<RX�JX\V�KDYH����PRUH�\HDUV�

6R��DQ\ZD\��,�ILQG�WKDW�WKH�SDUHQW�PRUH�OLNHO\�WR

DOORZ�FKLOG�WR�KDYH�IUHTXHQW�DVVRFLDWLRQ��,�WKLQN�WKDW�IDYRUV

'DG�VOLJKWO\�

7KH�OHYHO�RI�FRQIOLFW���<RX�JX\V�VWLOO�KDYH�WKH

FRQIOLFW���7KDW
V�ZK\�\RX
UH�LQ�IURQW�RI�PH�DJDLQ�WRGD\�RU�ZK\
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\RX
YH�EHHQ�LQ�IURQW�RI�PH�WKLV�ZKROH�WLPH���0RP�FRQWLQXHV�WR

PHVVDJH�0U��*RPH]�DERXW�KRZ�KH�SDUHQWV�WKH�FKLOG�GXULQJ�KLV

WLPH���7KDW�LQFUHDVHV�WKH�FRQIOLFW�RQ�KLV�VLGH���+H�GRHVQ
W

ZDQW�WR�EH�WROG�KRZ�WR�SDUHQW�KLV�FKLOG���0RP
V����,
P�VRUU\�

'DG
V�ODFN�RI�EHLQJ�IOH[LEOH�RQ�SKRQH�FDOOV�LQFUHDVHV�FRQIOLFW

ZLWK�0RP���6KH�ZDQWV�KLP�WR�EH�IOH[LEOH���7KDW
V

XQGHUVWDQGDEOH���1HLWKHU�RI�\RX�DUH�FRRSHUDWLQJ�YHU\�ZHOO��DQG

WKDW
V�ZKDW
V�UDLVLQJ�WKH�FRQIOLFW��LV�\RX�MXVW����\RX�DUHQ
W

GRLQJ�ZKDW�QHHGV�WR�EH�GRQH�IRU�3-���$OO�ULJKW���6R�WKDW

IDFWRU
V�QHXWUDO�

7KH�DELOLW\�RI�WKH�SDUHQWV�WR�FRRSHUDWH���7KDW
V�D

IDFWRU�WKDW
V�JRLQJ�WR�IDYRU�VRPHRQH���0RP
V����0RP�DOZD\V�VD\V

'DG
V�QRW�FRRSHUDWLQJ���'DG
V��OLNH���:HOO��ORRN�DW�DOO�WKHVH

PHVVDJHV�VKH�VHQGV���,W
V�H[FHVVLYH���,�FDQ
W����WKHUH
V�IOLHUV

LQ�WKHUH���7KHUH
V�HYHQWV����$QG�ZKHQ�,�ZDV�JRLQJ�WKURXJK

WKHVH��,�ZDV��OLNH��RND\��DUH�WKHVH�HYHQWV�WKDW�VKH�MXVW��OLNH�

KH\��WKLV�LV�ZKDW�ZH
UH�GRLQJ���2U�DUH�WKHVH�HYHQWV�WKDW�KH
V

DFWXDOO\�D�SDUW�RI��RU�MXVW�WKLQJV�WKDW�KH�ZDQWV�WR�GR"��,

WKLQN�RQ�6HSWHPEHU���WK��WKHUH�ZDV�WKLV�.XODLDZ�:HOFRPLQJ

3DGGOHUV����VRPH�HYHQW��EORFN�IHVWLYDO��DQG�LW�ZDV�IRU

6HSWHPEHU������7KHQ�RQ�WKH���WK��.HNX�ZLOO�EH�SHUIRUPLQJ�DW�WKH

RSHQLQJ�FHUHPRQ\�IRU�WKLV�SURJUDP��,�JXHVV��EXW�KH�IRXQG�RXW

WKH�GD\�EHIRUH���$QG�WKHQ�WKHUH�ZDV�WKH�QH[W�RQH�ZLWK�WKH

SLFWXUH�RI�D�VKLUW�DQG�VD\LQJ���+H\��KH
V�JRLQJ�WR�EH�VHOOLQJ
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VKLUWV���7KH\
UH�DFFHSWLQJ�GRQDWLRQV����0U��*RPH]�GRHVQ
W�QHHG

WR�NQRZ�DERXW�GRQDWLRQV���,I�\RX�ZDQW�WR�GRQDWH��WKDW
V�JUHDW�

EXW�WKDW
V�QRW�VRPHWKLQJ�WKDW�KH�QHHGV�WR�VHH�DOO�WKHVH

PHVVDJHV�IRU��DQG�LW
V�FRQIXVLQJ�

([KLELW�������WKHUH
V�D�SLFWXUH����3OD\�EDOO���0HQWDO

JDPH����VNLOOV�IRU�\RXQJ�EDVHEDOO�SOD\HUV����,V�WKLV�WKH

EDVHEDOO�SURJUDP�KH
V�VLJQLQJ�XS�IRU"��2U�LV�LW�D�ERRN"

%HFDXVH�LW�VD\V�E\�-RKQQ\�3RZHUV���6R�,
P�JRLQJ�WKURXJK�WKHVH�

JRLQJ��$UH�WKHVH�ERRNV"��$UH�WKH\�HYHQWV"��,V�WKLV�VWXII�VKH

ZDQWV�WR�GR�ZLWK�KLP��DVNLQJ�IRU�KLV�DSSURYDO�RI�LW��RU�MXVW�

KH\��WKHUH
V�D�SXPSNLQ�SDWFK��KHUH
V�WKH�IOLHU���+H\��WKHUH
V�D

IXQ�IDLU��KHUH
V�WKH�IOLHU���+HUH
V�DQRWKHU�IXQ�IDLU�IRU�D

IOLHU�>VLF@���+HUH
V�D�+DOORZHHQ�FRVWXPH�FRQWHVW��D

WULFN�RU�WUHDW�ZKHUH�WKH\�QHHG�GRQDWLRQV���$JDLQ��DUH�ZH�DVNLQJ

IRU�KLP�WR�GRQDWH�WR�WKDW�WULFN�RU�WUHDW"��%HFDXVH�LW
V�WDONLQJ

DERXW�GURSSLQJ�RII�IUXLWV�DQG�VQDFNV���+H�FDQ
W�GR�WKDW�EHFDXVH

KH
V�LQ�1HYDGD���7KH�FRVWXPH�FRQWHVW��LW
V����LW
V�JUHDW�LI���

LW�ZRXOG�EH�PRUH�FRQGXFLYH�LI�VKH�WRRN�WKH�SLFWXUH�RI�KLP�LQ

WKH�FRVWXPH�DW�WKH�FRQWHVW���7KDW
V�ZKDW�KH�ZRXOG�ZDQW�WR�VHH�

+H�GRHVQ
W�ZDQW�WR�VHH�WKH�IOLHU�DERXW�WKH�FRVWXPH�FRQWHVW���+H

SUREDEO\�FRXOG�FDUH�OHVV�DERXW�WKH�IOLHU���7HOO�KLP�DERXW�ZKDW

WKH�FKLOG
V�DFWXDOO\�GRLQJ�

6R�ZKHQ����DQG�WKHQ�WKH�DFWLYLWLHV��WKH

H[WUDFXUULFXODU�DFWLYLWLHV���$JDLQ��WKHUH
V����,
P�VLJQLQJ�KLP
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XS�IRU�VZLPPLQJ���2K��WKHUH
V�EDVHEDOO�DQG�VRFFHU���7KDW���

WKDW
V�VWDUWLQJ�LQ�WKH�QH[W�VHDVRQ�RU�ZKDWHYHU�WRJHWKHU���7KHUH

ZDV�QR�GLIIHUHQWLDWLRQ�RI�WKRVH�VR�ZH
UH�JRLQJ�WR�QHHG

GLIIHUHQW�SHULRGV���6R�,����WKHUH�ZDV�D�1RYHPEHU��WK�������

UHSRUW�ZKHUH�0U��6WRQH�ZDV�SUHVHQW�DW�WKLV�SDUHQW�WHDFKHU

VXSSRUW�PHHWLQJ�IRU�3-���0U��*RPH]�ZDV�QRW�DZDUH�RI�WKLV��DQG

KH�HYHQ�WHVWLILHG�WKDW�KH�GLGQ
W�JLYH�FRQVHQW�

$JDLQ��WKLV�JRHV�WR�FRRSHUDWLRQ���,W
V�QRW�KDSSHQLQJ�

$QG��0RP��\RX�KDG�WKH�DELOLW\���<RX�QHHGHG�WR�EH�PRUH

XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�WKDW�'DG�QHHGV�WR�EH�PRUH�LQYROYHG�EXW�QRW�ZLWK

IOLHUV��ZLWK�DFWXDO�LQYROYHPHQW���7KH�VWXII�WKDW�LVQ
W

LPSRUWDQW�\RX
UH�IORRGLQJ�KLP�ZLWK���7KH�VWXII�WKDW�LV

LPSRUWDQW��\RX
UH�QRW��OLNH�WKH�PHGLFDO�UHFRUGV����2K��ZK\�DUH

\RX�WU\LQJ�WR�JHW�WKH�PHGLFDO�UHFRUGV"��,W
V�PHVVLQJ�XS�P\

SRUWDO����+H�ZDQWV�WR�VHH�WKH�PHGLFDO�UHFRUGV���$QG

0U��7HVW�����0U��7HVWLILHG���0U��*RPH]�WHVWLILHG�KH�KDVQ
W�EHHQ

DEOH�WR�JDLQ�DFFHVV�WR�PHGLFDO�UHFRUGV���:KHQ�KH�WULHG�WR��KH

ZDV�FRQIURQWHG�DERXW�ZKDW�KH�ZDV�GRLQJ�DQG�ZK\�KH�ZDV�GRLQJ

WKDW�

%XW�WKHUH�ZDV�QR����\RX�NQRZ��,�GLGQ
W�ILQG�D�ORW�RI

VXEVWDQWLDO�HYLGHQFH�VKRZLQJ�WKDW�'DG
V�QRW�EHLQJ�FRRSHUDWLYH

RWKHU�WKDQ�KH
V�NLQG�RI�VWULQJHQW�RQ�KLV����DJDLQ���,
P

IROORZLQJ�WKH�FRXUW�RUGHU����6R�,�GRQ
W�ZDQW�WR�KHDU

WKDW�DQ\PRUH����QR���<RX�KDYH�WR�IROORZ�WKH�FRXUW�RUGHU�
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DFWXDOO\��VR�,�GR�QHHG�WR�KHDU�WKDW��,�JXHVV���6R�,�GR�ILQG

WKDW�IDYRUV�'DG�PRUH���,W�GRHVQ
W�IDYRU�0RP�EHFDXVH�,�GRQ
W���

,�MXVW�GRQ
W�WKLQN�WKDW�0RP�KDV�EHHQ�FRRSHUDWLQJ�OLNH�VKH

VKRXOG�DV�WKH�SULPDU\�FXVWRGLDQ�VKRXOG�KDYH�EHHQ�

7KH�SK\VLFDO��GHYHORSPHQWDO��HPRWLRQDO�QHHGV���$JDLQ�

([KLELW����,
P�VRUU\����ZHOO��LW
V�([KLELW�$$��EXW�LW�VD\V

(;����LV�WKH�%DWHV���0RP�VWDWHG�WKDW�3-�LV�VWDUWLQJ

NLQGHUJDUWHQ�EHKLQG�KLV�SHHUV��DQG�WKDW�ZDV�FRUURERUDWHG�E\

WKDW�WH[W�PHVVDJH�RQ�$XJXVW���WK��
�����:H�KDG�WKDW�([KLELW����

ZKHUH�3-�VFRUHG�D�ORZ�SURILFLHQF\�OHYHO�SRVVLEOH���%XW�WKHUH

ZDV�DQRWKHU����,�WKLQN�LW�ZDV�������ZKHUH�LW�ZDV�DERXW�WKH

SUHVFKRRO���$QG�,�WKRXJKW�RGG�WKDW�VKH�ZRXOG�SXW�LQ�KHUH

DERXW����ZHOO��\HDK����:HOO��KH
V�VWDUWLQJ�SUHVFKRRO�WKLV�PRQWK

LQ�'HFHPEHU�WKURXJK�-XQH���,�FDQ�RQO\�KRSH�WKDW�LI�KH�GRHVQ
W

PLVV�DQ\�PRUH�FODVVHV�WKDW�KH�FDQ�HYHQWXDOO\�FDWFK�XS�ZLWK�KLV

FODVVPDWHV�WR�QRW�EH�KHOG�EDFN�IURP�JRLQJ�WR�VFKRRO�QH[W�\HDU

ZLWK�WKH�NLGV�RI�WKH�VDPH�DJH��

7KLV�ZDV�SUHVFKRRO��DQG�WKHUH�DUH�VRPH�NLGV�WKDW

GRQ
W�HYHQ�DWWHQG�SUHVFKRRO���7KH\�DWWHQG�GD\�FDUH���7KH\�VWD\

DW�KRPH�ZLWK�EDE\VLWWHUV���7KH\�VWD\�DW�KRPH�ZLWK�0RP�DQG�'DG�

DQG�WKH\�QHYHU�DWWHQG�SUHVFKRRO��DQG�WKH\
UH�QRW�JRLQJ�WR�EH

KHOG�EDFN�IURP�NLQGHUJDUWHQ�EHFDXVH�WKH\�GLGQ
W�DWWHQG

SUHVFKRRO���6R�,�MXVW�WKRXJKW�WKDW�ZDV�NLQG�RI�GLVLQJHQXRXV�DQG

PD\EH�PRUH�RI�WKLV���+H\��'DG��LW
V�\RXU�IDXOW���,I�RXU�NLG�LV
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EHKLQG��LW
V�\RXU�IDXOW�EHFDXVH�\RX�UHIXVH�WR����LW�ZDV�GXH�WR

WKH�GHOD\�LQ�UHVSRQVH�IURP�\RX�DQG�\RXU�UHIXVDO�WR�FRRSHUDWH��

$QG�WKHQ�0V��*RPH]�>VLF@�WHVWLILHG�WKDW�3-�ZDV�UHFHLYLQJ�DERYH

DYHUDJH�PDUNV�LQ�NLQGHUJDUWHQ��EXW�WKDW�ZDV�LQ�GLUHFW�FRQIOLFW

WR�WKH�([KLELW�%%�WKDW�ZDV�SURYLGHG�

$QG�KH
V�H[KLELWLQJ�EHKDYLRUDO�LVVXHV��DQG�VRPHRQH

QHHGV�WR�ILQG�RXW�WKH�URRW�FDXVH�RI�WKDW���%XW�VRPHWKLQJ
V

JRLQJ�RQ���$QG����EXW�LW
V�KDSSHQLQJ�RQ�0RP
V�WLPH���$QG�WKHQ

WKH�IDOO�EUHDN�WKHUH�ZDV�WKH�LVVXH�RI�KLP�KDYLQJ�WR�GR

KRPHZRUN��WKH�ZKROH�IDOO�EUHDN�ZKLOH�KH�ZDV�YLVLWLQJ�'DG�

$JDLQ��'DG�JHWV�OLPLWHG�WLPH���,�XQGHUVWDQG�NHHS�\RXU�NLGV

HQJDJHG��DQG�,�GRQ
W�WKLQN�'DG�KDG�DQ�LVVXH�ZLWK�LW��EXW�LW�ZDV

MXVW��OLNH���&DQ�\RX�WHOO�PH�ZK\"��'RHV�KH�����DQG�,�XQGHUVWDQG

WKHUH�ZDV�WKH�WHVWLPRQ\�WKDW�0RP����KH
G�JRQH�WR�WKH����RK�

WKHUH
V�WKH�HYLGHQFH����WKDW�KH
G�JRQH�WR�WKH����KH
G�NQRZQ

DERXW�WKDW�KH�ZDV�VXSSRVHG�WR�KDYH�WKH�)HEUXDU\����RU�KH�ZDV

VXSSRVHG�WR�GR�WKDW�RYHU�IDOO�EUHDN���%XW�HYHQ�VR��KH�ZDV�MXVW

NLQG�RI��OLNH���:K\"��,�PHDQ��,
OO�GR�LW��EXW�FDQ�\RX�MXVW�WHOO

PH�ZK\"�

$QG�WKHUH
V�WKH�LVVXH�DERXW�WKH�FKLOG
V�IRFXV�

$JDLQ��,�WKLQN�HYHU\RQH�PDGH�VXFK�WKLV�ELJ�GHDO�RXW�RI�WKDW�RQH

WH[W�PHVVDJH�DERXW�WKH�FKLOG�JRLQJ�WR�KLV�ZHOO�FKHFN����LW�GLG

VD\�WKDW����DQG�WKH\
UH�JRLQJ�WR�FKHFN�KLV�IRFXV���$QG�,�NQRZ

ZH
YH�NLQG�RI�ORRNHG�DW�0U��*RPH]���:HOO��\RX
YH�EHHQ�KHUH
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ZLWKRXW�DQ�LQWHUSUHWHU���<RX�XQGHUVWDQG�ZKDW
V�JRLQJ�RQ���%XW�,

WKLQN�ZH�DOVR�KDYH�WR�XQGHUVWDQG�LW�LV�KLV�VHFRQG�ODQJXDJH���+H

SUREDEO\�GRHVQ
W����KH�MXVW�UHDGV�WKURXJK�LW���+H
V����DQG

PD\EH�LW
V�DOO�EHFDXVH�RI�WKH�H[WHQW�RI�WKH�PHVVDJHV�WRR�

0D\EH�KH
V��OLNH����DQG�LW�JHWV�ORVW�LQ�WUDQVODWLRQ�OLWHUDOO\

DQG�ILJXUDWLYHO\�

$QG�VR�,�GR����,�IRXQG�WKDW�WHVWLPRQ\�FUHGLEOH���+H

ZDV�MXVW�NLQG�RI��OLNH���2K��LW
V�D�ZHOO�FKHFN���EXW�WKHQ�KH

GLG�UHDOL]H���2K��ZDLW���,�GRQ
W�XQGHUVWDQG�ZKDW
V�JRLQJ�RQ

KHUH����$QG�,�XQGHUVWDQG��\RX�NQRZ��0V��/LNXD�EHOLHYHV�WKDW

KH
V�PLVXQGHUVWDQGLQJ�WKH�GLDJQRVHV��EXW�,�GRQ
W����,�GR�WKLQN

WKH�PHVVDJHV�DUH�D�OLWWOH�YHLOHG�LQ�KRZ�WKH\
UH�ZULWWHQ���$QG

,����LW�PDNHV�PH�ZRQGHU��,V�WKDW�IRU�D�UHDVRQ"��6R�,�GR�ILQG

WKDW�IDYRUV�'DG�

+��,��-��.��/��QRW����WKRVH�DUHQ
W�DSSOLFDEOH���/��,

NQRZ�WKHUH
V�WKH�DUJXPHQW�RI�WKH�FRQFHDOPHQW���,
P�QRW�JRLQJ�WR

ILQG�WKDW�WKHUH
V�DEGXFWLRQ��EXW�WKHUH�ZDV�WKH���+H\��ZKHUH
V

P\�VRQ"�

$QG�WKHQ�,�MXVW�ZDQW�WR����OLNH��RWKHU�IDFWRUV�

0V��/LNXD�WHVWLILHG�WKDW�VKH�EHOLHYHV�WKDW�3-�SLFNV�XS�RQ�KHU

VWUHVVHG�RXW��XSVHW�PRRGV�DQG�SLFNV�XS�RQ�KHU�YLEHV�DQG

HYHU\WKLQJ�WKDW
V�JRLQJ�RQ���$QG�KH
V�ILYH���+H�VKRXOGQ
W���

OLNH��\HV��NLGV�DUH�JRLQJ�WR�SLFN�XS�RQ�RXU�PRRGV��EXW�ZH�QHHG

WR�NLQG�RI�DOVR�ZDWFK�RXW�KRZ�ZH
UH�GLVSOD\LQJ�RXUVHOI���$QG
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,
P�VXUH�HYHU\RQH�LQ�KHUH�JHWV�D�OLWWOH�WHVW\�ZKHQ�WKH\
UH

VWUHVVHG�RXW��DQG�LI�WKH\�KDYH�NLGV��WKH\�PLJKW�JHW�D�OLWWOH

WHVW\�ZLWK�WKHLU�NLGV���$QG�\RX
UH����NLGV�SUREDEO\�XQGHUVWDQG

WKDW��DQG�WKDW
V�JRLQJ�WR�KDSSHQ���%XW�IRU�3-�WR�WDNH�LW�LQ�VR

LQWR�KLPVHOI�VR�PXFK��WKDW�FRXOG�UHDOO\�DIIHFW�KLP���$QG�WKHUH

ZDV�D�WH[W�DERXW���2K��P\�JRRGQHVV��,�FDQ
W�EHOLHYH�,�OHW�\RX

WDON�WR�WKH�FKLOG�RYHU�)DFH7LPH����7KLV�LV�SDJH��������$QG�3-

ZDV�FU\LQJ�DIWHU�WKH�SKRQH�FDOO��DQG�,�ZDVQ
W�WKHUH�WR�FRQVROH

KLP����,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�ZKDW�KDSSHQHG�RQ�WKDW�SKRQH�FDOO��EXW

\RX
UH�QRW�DOZD\V�JRLQJ�WR�EH�WKHUH�WR�FRQVROH�3-��DQG�WKDW
V

RND\�EHFDXVH�WKDW
V�KRZ�KH
V�DFWXDOO\�JRLQJ�WR�JURZ�XS�DQG

XQGHUVWDQG�WKDW�VRPH�KDUG�WKLQJV�DUH�JRLQJ�WR�KDSSHQ�LQ�WKLV

ZRUOG��DQG�KH�QHHGV�WR�VHOI�FRQVROH�KLPVHOI��LI�WKDW�PDNHV

VHQVH�

2K��DQG�WKH�WKLQJ�,�GLGQ
W�OLNH����,
OO�EH�KRQHVW���,

GLGQ
W�OLNH�WKLV���0V��/LNXD�WHVWLILHG�WKDW�0U��*RPH]�OHIW�KHU

DQG�3-�JXHVVLQJ�ZKHWKHU�KH�ZDV�JRLQJ�WR�VHQG�KLV�VRQ�D

SUHVFKRRO�JUDGXDWLRQ�JLIW���1XPEHU�RQH��3-�VKRXOGQ
W�HYHQ�NQRZ

ZKHWKHU�'DG
V����,�PHDQ��WKDW����OLIH�LVQ
W�DERXW�QHFHVVDULO\

JLYLQJ�JLIWV��DQG�PD\EH�ZH
UH�VHQGLQJ�WKH�ZURQJ�PHVVDJH�WKHUH�

%XW�,�NQRZ�ZH�DOO�OLNH�JLIWV���$QG�LW�ZDV�DQ�LPSRUWDQW�WKLQJ�

7KDW
V�ILQH���%XW�WKHQ�WR�WXUQ�LW�LQWR�PDNLQJ�WKH�FKLOG�IHHO

VDG�ZKHUH�KH
V��OLNH��OLWHUDOO\�ZDLWLQJ�E\�WKH�PDLOER[��ZKLFK

ZDV�WKH�WHVWLPRQ\���7KDW�ZDV�QRW�DFFHSWDEOH��DQG�,�GRQ
W�WKLQN
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WKDW����,�ILQG�WKDW�WKDW�LV�WU\LQJ�WR�SXW�'DG�LQ�D�EDG�OLJKW�

DQG�,�GRQ
W����WKDW
V�XQDFFHSWDEOH�WR�XVH�WKDW��HVSHFLDOO\�ZKHQ

KH�WH[WHG�DQG�VDLG���2K��LW
V�QRW�JRLQJ�WR�JHW�WKHUH�LQ�WLPH�

,
P�MXVW�JRLQJ�WR�EULQJ�VRPHWKLQJ����:K\�GLGQ
W�3-�NQRZ�WKDW

'DG
V�DFWXDOO\�JRLQJ�WR�EULQJ�VRPHWKLQJ�LQ�SHUVRQ��ZKLFK�LV

SUREDEO\�PRUH�LPSRUWDQW�WKDQ�GURSSLQJ�LW�LQ�WKH�PDLO���%HFDXVH

WKHQ�'DG�FDQ�VD\���,
P�VR�SURXG�RI�\RX���+HUH
V�\RXU�JLIW�

<HD��\RX�JUDGXDWHG����$QG�LW�ZDVQ
W�GRQH�KHUH�

$QG�WKHQ����DQG�,�WKLQN�LQ�WKDW�VDPH�PHVVDJH��0RP
V

OLNH���2K��DQG�ZKLOH�\RX
UH�WKLQNLQJ�DERXW�D�JLIW�IRU�3-��PD\EH

JHW�VRPHWKLQJ�IRU�WKH�FODVV����'DG�GRHVQ
W�NQRZ�WKH�FODVV�

7KDW�VKRXOGQ
W�EH�KLV�UHVSRQVLELOLW\���$QG�VR�,�ILQG��OLNH�

HYHQ�RQ�WKRVH�IDFWRUV��WKRVH�IDYRU�'DG�

6R�ZH�JHW�WR�WKH�UHORFDWLRQ���%HFDXVH�,�GR�ILQG�WKDW

WKHUH
V�D�EDVLV�WR�PRGLI\�FXVWRG\���:KHWKHU�WR�MRLQW�RU

SULPDU\��,�PHDQ��ZH
OO�JHW�WKHUH���,�WKLQN�MRLQW�ZRXOG�EH

DPD]LQJ���,�JXHVV�LW�GHSHQGV�RQ�LI�0RP�ZDQWV�WR�PRYH�EDFN�WR

1HYDGD�EHFDXVH�,�GR�ILQG�WKHUH
V�D�JRRG�IDLWK�UHDVRQ�IRU�WKH

PRYH���,�NLQG�RI�DOO�KDYH�WR�WDNH�WKLV�LQ�D�YDFXXP���,�WKLQN

WKDW
V�ZKDW
V�KDUG�ZLWK�UHORFDWLRQV�DIWHU����HVSHFLDOO\�LQ�WKH

LQLWLDO�WKLQJ���,�DOORZHG�WKH�UHORFDWLRQ���$QG�,�NQRZ�0V��3ULFH

SXW�LQ�KHU�EULHI�WKDW��\RX�NQRZ��ZH
UH�JRLQJ�WR�XSURRW�3-�

+H
V�EHHQ�WKHUH�D�\HDU���$QG�,�DOVR�EHOLHYH�WKDW�,�WKLQN�WKDW

NLGV�DUH�YHU\�UHVLOLHQW��DQG�WKH\
OO����WKH\
OO�JHW�WKURXJK�LW�
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HVSHFLDOO\�ZLWK�WKHLU�SDUHQWV�ZRUNLQJ�WRJHWKHU�DQG�HQFRXUDJLQJ

LW�

6R�,�GR�ILQG�WKDW�WKHUH
V�D�JRRG�IDLWK�UHDVRQ�IRU�D

PRYH�EHFDXVH�KH
OO�EH����,�IHHO�OLNH�PRGLILFDWLRQ�LV�LQ�WKH

FKLOG
V�EHVW�LQWHUHVW��DQG�KH
OO�EH�KHUH�LQ�1HYDGD�ZLWK�WKH

PDMRULW\�RI�KLV�IDPLO\���0V��*RPH]����,
P�VRUU\���0V��/LNXD
V

RZQ�VLVWHU�WHVWLILHG�WKDW�VKH�KDVQ
W�YLVLWHG�WKH�FKLOG�LQ

+DZDLL���,W
V�DOZD\V�ZKHQ�WKH\
YH�EHHQ�EDFN�KHUH���$QG�'DG�HYHQ

WHVWLILHG�WKDW�KH�OHW�3-�JR�YLVLW�KLV�PDWHUQDO�IDPLO\�

JUDQGSDUHQWV��,�EHOLHYH��VRPHRQH�RQ�WKH�PDWHUQDO�VLGH�GXULQJ

KLV�VXPPHU�YLVLW���6R�KH�HYHQ�WRRN�VRPH�RI�KLV�RZQ�WLPH�WR�JLYH

WR�0RP
V�IDPLO\�RQ�KLV�VXPPHU�EHFDXVH�KH�IHOW�OLNH�WKDW�ZDV

LPSRUWDQW�

7KHQ�,�DOUHDG\�ZHQW�WKURXJK�WKH�EHVW�LQWHUHVW��VR

WKRVH�NLQG�RI�MXVW�DSSO\�XQGHU�WKH�UHORFDWLRQ�

:LWK�UHJDUGV�WR����DQG�,�KDYH�WKHVH�QRWHV�KHUH���7KH

WKLUG�IDFWRU�LV�WKH�DFWXDO�GDPDJH���,�GR�ILQG�WKDW�WKHUH�ZLOO

EH�DQ�DFWXDO�GDPDJH�EHFDXVH�,�WKLQN����,�WKLQN�WKLV�PLJKW�KHOS

UHGXFH�WKH�FRQIOLFW���,�PHDQ��,�NQRZ�0RP�WKLQNV�WKDW�'DG�GRHV

VRPH�RI�WKH�FRQIOLFW����DQG�,�EHOLHYH�KH�GRHV���,�GR�EHOLHYH�KH

DGGV�WR�VRPH�RI�WKH�FRQIOLFW��EXW�VR�GRHV�0RP���$QG�0RP�KDG�WKH

DELOLW\�GXULQJ�WKLV�WLPH�WR�VKRZ�KRZ�VKH�ZDV�JRLQJ�WR�EH�D

SULPDU\�FXVWRGLDQ�ZKR�LV�JRLQJ�WR�HQFRXUDJH�DOO�RI�WKLV��EXW

LW
V�QRW����LW�GLGQ
W�JR�GRZQ�OLNH�LW�VKRXOG�KDYH�DV�D�SULPDU\
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FXVWRGLDQ���6R�,�GR�ILQG�WKDW�WKHUH�ZLOO�EH�DQ�DFWXDO�GDPDJH�WR

ERWK�'DG�DQG�WKH�FKLOG���7KH�'DG�KDV�KLV�FDUHHU�KHUH���+H�KDV

KLV�EXVLQHVV�KHUH���+H�KDV�KLV�IDPLO\�KHUH���0RP�KDV�KHU�IDPLO\

QHDU���$QG�VR�WKH�DFWXDO�GDPDJH�ZLOO�EH�WKHUH�LV�WKH�LQFRPH

IURP�'DG����VR��,�PHDQ��EHFDXVH�ZKHQ�ZH�ORRN�DW�DFWXDO�GDPDJH�

ZH�ORRN�DW�ILQDQFHV�DV�ZHOO��EXW����DQG�,
P�VWLOO�JHWWLQJ�WKH

ILQDQFHV�GRQH��EXW�WKHUH�LV�WKDW����WKH�UHODWLRQVKLS�ZLWK�'DG

LV�JRLQJ�WR�FRQWLQXH��DQG�KH�ZLOO�HQFRXUDJH�WKDW�UHODWLRQVKLS

ZLWK�0RP�ZKLOH�0RP
V�LQ�+DZDLL�

7KHQ�ZH�MXVW�JR�WR�WKH�VHFRQG�SURQJ�EHFDXVH�,�GR�ILQG

WKDW�KH
V�PHW�WKRVH�WKUHH�SURQJV���6R�ZLOO�WKH�PRYH�LPSURYH

3-
V�TXDOLW\�RI�OLIH"��,�WKLQN�LW�ZLOO���,�XQGHUVWDQG�KH�KDV

WKHVH�JUHDW����DOO�WKHVH�JUHDW�DFWLYLWLHV�LQ�+DZDLL���$QG�LW

VRXQGV�DPD]LQJ��DQG�,�ZLVK�ZH�FRXOG�DOO�EH�WKHUH�GRLQJ�WKRVH

JUHDW�DFWLYLWLHV��EXW�WKDW
V�QRW�WKH�PDLQ�WKLQJ�IRU�3-
V

TXDOLW\�RI�OLIH���,W
V�KLV�IDPLO\���,W
V�KLV�IULHQGV���,W
V�KLV

VFKRROLQJ���,W
V����DQG�DQ\RQH�ZKR
V�LQ�IURQW�RI�PH�NQRZV�,
P�D

ELJ�DGYRFDWH�RI�VFKRROLQJ���7KDW
V�LPSRUWDQW�WR�PH�

$QG�KH
V�KDYLQJ�EHKDYLRUDO�LVVXHV�WKHUH�WKDW�'DG

GLGQ
W�HYHQ�NQRZ�DERXW�XQWLO�WKH�VFKRRO�WROG�KLP���$QG�0RP

VXSSRVHGO\�GLGQ
W�NQRZ�DERXW�LW��EXW�\RX
UH�ZLWK�WKH�FKLOG

HYHU\�GD\���$QG�LV�LW�PD\EH�DOO�RI�WKHVH�DFWLYLWLHV�JHWWLQJ�LQ

WKH�ZD\�RI�KLV�VFKRROLQJ�WKDW
V�FDXVLQJ�KLP�WR�DFW�RXW�LQ

VFKRRO"��,�GRQ
W�NQRZ���%XW�,�GR�ILQG�WKDW�WKHUH�LV�JRLQJ�WR
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EH����LW�ZLOO�LPSURYH�WKH�TXDOLW\�RI�OLIH�IRU�3-���$QG�PD\EH�LW

ZLOO�HYHQ�DOORZ�\RX�JX\V�WR�VKDUH�WKH�MRLQW�FXVWRG\�EHFDXVH�,

GR�WKLQN�WKDW�ZRXOG�EH�EHVW�IRU�WKH�FKLOG��EXW�,�ZDQW�LW�WR�EH

KHUH�LQ�1HYDGD�

7KH�PRWLYHV�EHKLQG�WKH�UHORFDWLRQ�DUH�KRQRUDEOH���,

GRQ
W����,�WUXO\����,�NQRZ�HYHU\RQH����,
P�VRUU\��0U��*RPH]�

EXW�,�NQRZ�HYHU\RQH
V�SXWWLQJ�\RX�RXW�WR�EH�WKH�EDG�JX\���$QG

\RX
UH�WKH�'DG��DQG�\RX�KDYHQ
W�GRQH�DOO�WKLV�DQG����EXW�,

GRQ
W�WKLQN�KH�LV�GRLQJ�DQ\WKLQJ�LQWHQWLRQDOO\���,�WKLQN�KH

WUXO\�WULHG���+H�ZDV�XSVHW���+H�DSSHDOHG�LW���2ND\��,�JHW�LW�

%XW�,�WUXO\�WKLQN�KH�WULHG�WR�PDNH�WKH�EHVW�RXW�RI�ZKDW�KH�ZDV

RUGHUHG�IURP�PH���$QG����DQG�,�XQGHUVWDQG�WKDW��DQG�,�WKLQN�KH

GLG�WU\�WKDW���7KDW
V�ZKHUH�,�NLQG�RI�JRW�IUXVWUDWHG�EHFDXVH�,

GRQ
W�WKLQN��0RP��\RX�ZHUH�GRLQJ�\RXU�����SHUFHQW�WKDW�\RX

VKRXOG�KDYH�EHHQ�GRLQJ���6R�KLV�PRWLYHV�DUH�GHILQLWHO\

KRQRUDEOH�

+H�ZLOO�DELGH�E\�DQ�DOWHUQDWH�FXVWRGLDO�RUGHU���,

NQRZ�WKDW�IRU�D�IDFW���+H
V�JRLQJ�WR�GR�ZKDW�,�VD\���+H
V�QRW

JRLQJ�WR�JR�IURP�LW��EXW�KRSHIXOO\�\RX�JX\V�FDQ�KDYH�VRPH����,

ZDQW�\RX�JX\V�WR�KDYH�VRPH�IOH[LELOLW\���,I�0RP�QHHGV�WR�WDON

WR�WKH�FKLOG�DW������S�P��1HYDGD�WLPH��ZHOO��OHW�KHU�WDON�WR

WKH�FKLOG�DW������S�P��1HYDGD�WLPH���,W
V�MXVW�D�PDWWHU�RI

FRPPXQLFDWLRQ�

7KHQ����DQG�,�GR�IHHO�OLNH�0RP�WULHG�WR�GLVUHJDUG
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VRPH�RI�P\�FRXUW�RUGHUV�RU�NLQG�RI�YLHZ�WKHP�PRUH�IDYRUDEOH�WR

KHU��HYHQ�WKRXJK�VKH�KDG�WKH�OLRQ
V�VKDUH�RI�WLPH�ZLWK�WKH

FKLOG���$QG�,�NQRZ�LW
V�GXULQJ�VFKRRO��EXW�WKDW
V�ZKDW�ZH�JHW

ZKHQ�ZH�KDYH�WZR�SDUHQWV�WKDW�DUHQ
W����\RX
UH�JRLQJ�WR�ORVH

\RXU�VXPPHU�WLPH��DQG�LW�LV�ZKDW�LW�LV�

,�GRQ
W�WKLQN�WKDW�0V��/LNXD
V�PRWLYHV�IRU�UHVLVWLQJ

UHORFDWLRQ�DUH�RXW�RI�OLQH���,�PHDQ��VKH�ORYHV�KHU�FKLOG���6KH

ZDQWV�WR�EH�ZLWK�KLP���$QG�VR�,
G�QHYHU�ILQG�WKDW����DJDLQ�

���SHUFHQW�RI�WKH�WLPH��,�GRQ
W�WKLQN�DQ\RQH
V�HIIRUWV�LQ

GLVSXWLQJ�LW�DUH�EDG���$QG�,����WKHUH�LV�GHILQLWHO\�DQ

RSSRUWXQLW\�IRU�0RP�WR�PDLQWDLQ�D�PHDQLQJIXO�UHODWLRQVKLS�ZLWK

WKH�FKLOG�DIWHU�WKLV�RUGHU�EHFDXVH�KH
V�EHHQ�GRLQJ�LW���,W
V

MXVW�QRW�JRLQJ�DV�ZHOO���$QG�KH
V�JRLQJ�WR�HQFRXUDJH�LW�GXULQJ

\RXU�WLPH���$QG�WKHQ�LQ�WKH�VXPPHU��ZKHQ�3-
V�WKHUH��KH
V�JRLQJ

WR�EH�RXW�KDYLQJ�DOO�WKLV�WLPH�WR�GR�ZKDWHYHU�KH�ZDQWV�ZKHQ

KH
V�ZLWK�\RX���+H�GRHVQ
W�KDYH�WR�ZRUU\�DERXW�VFKRRO�

6R�,�GR�JUDQW�WKH�PRWLRQ�WR�UHORFDWH�EDFN�WR�1HYDGD�

DQG����VR�P\�ERWWRP�OLQH�LV��,
P�JRLQJ�WR����,�ZRXOG�ORYH�WR

RUGHU�MRLQW�SK\VLFDO�FXVWRG\��EXW�XQWLO����LI�DQG�XQWLO�0RP

ZDQWV�WR�PRYH�EDFN�WR�1HYDGD��,�DP�JRLQJ�WR�DZDUG�'DG�SULPDU\

SK\VLFDO�FXVWRG\�ZLWK�RXU�W\SLFDO�RXW�RI�VWDWH�YLVLWDWLRQ���6R

WKDW�ZLOO�EH�0RP�ZLOO�JHW�RQH�ZHHN�DIWHU�VFKRRO�LQ�WKH�VXPPHU

XQWLO�WZR�ZHHNV�EHIRUH�VFKRRO���,
P�QRW����VRUU\���,
P�QRW

JRLQJ�WR�JLYH�\RX�WKRVH�ILYH�GD\V���,I�0RP
V�LQ�1HYDGD�DW�DQ\
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WLPH��VKH
V�WR�JLYH�\RX����GD\V
�QRWLFH��PLQLPXP���7KLUW\�ZRXOG

EH�JUHDW���%XW����XQOHVV�LW
V�D�KROLGD\���<RX�JX\V�QHHG�WR

IROORZ�WKH�KROLGD\���%XW�LI�LW
V�MXVW�D�QRUPDO�GD\��DQG�VKH

VD\V���+H\��,
P�FRPLQJ�WR�1HYDGD���&DQ�,�VHH�KLP"��,
OO�EH

WKHUH�LQ����GD\V�����,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�KRZ�TXLFNO\�\RX�FDQ�JHW�RQ�D

SODQH�IURP�+DZDLL��KRZ�H[SHQVLYH�LW�ZLOO�EH��EXW�LI�VKH�GRHV�

\HV��ZRUN�LW�RXW���,W
V�IRU�WKH�ZHHNHQG���0RP�ZLOO�JHW�DQ\

ZHHNHQG�VKH
V�KHUH�

$QG�DW�WKLV�SRLQW��,
P�QRW����,�FRXOG�DVN�\RX�JX\V�WR

ILOH�DGGLWLRQDO����EHFDXVH�,
OO�EH�KRQHVW���7KH�ILQDQFLDO

GLVFORVXUH�IRUPV�KDYH�MXVW�QRW�EHHQ�YHU\�JRRG�ZLWK�UHJDUGV����,

GRQ
W�NQRZ�LI�\RX�JX\V�ZDQW�WR��EXW�ULJKW�QRZ�,
P�QRW

LQFOLQHG����,
P�QRW�JRLQJ�WR�RUGHU�FKLOG�VXSSRUW�E\�0RP���$QG

WKH�UHFHLYLQJ�SDUHQW
V�JRLQJ�WR�SD\�IRU�WKHLU�WUDYHO�FRVWV�

7KH�PHGLFDO�H[SHQVHV�DUH�JRLQJ�WR�EH�FRYHUHG�������E\�WKH������

UXOH�

/LVWHQ��,�NQRZ�HYHU\RQH
V�JRLQJ�WR�ZDON�RXW�RI�KHUH

VDG���,�WKLQN�,�HYHQ����,�PHDQ��\RX
UH�KDSS\�EHFDXVH�\RX
UH

JRLQJ�WR�JHW�\RXU�FKLOG�PRUH���%XW��0RP��,�NQRZ�\RX
UH�YHU\

GLVWXUEHG�DQG�\RX
UH�YHU\�KXUW��DQG�,�XQGHUVWDQG�WKDW�DV�ZHOO�

$JDLQ��WKLV�LV�RQH�RI�WKH�KDUGHVW�GHFLVLRQV�,
YH�KDG�WR�PDNH�

,W�ZDV�RQH�RI�WKH�KDUGHVW�GHFLVLRQV�ODVW�-XO\�,�KDG�WR�PDNH�

<RX�JX\V�KDYH�PDGH�LW�KDUG�RQ�PH�EHFDXVH�QR�RQH�ZDQWV�WR�VWD\

LQ�1HYDGD����ZHOO��\RX�GRQ
W�ZDQW�WR�VWD\�LQ�1HYDGD��DQG�,�JHW
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LW���+DZDLL
V�EHDXWLIXO���%XW�WKDW
V�ZKDW
V�PDGH�LW�KDUG�RQ

HYHU\WKLQJ�

6R�,�MXVW�ZDQW�WR�VSHFLI\�IRU�WKH�UHFRUG�DOVR�WKDW�,

GLG�JR�WKURXJK�WKHVH�WH[W�PHVVDJHV��DQG�WKHUH�ZHUH�VRPH�WKDW�,

WKRXJKW�ZHUH�YHU\����WKH\�MXVW�ZHUHQ
W�KHOSIXO��DQG�WKH\

ZHUHQ
W�YHU\�FRQGXFLYH�WR�0RP���$QG��\HV��DJDLQ��'DG�ZDV

VRPHWLPHV�GRLQJ�KLV�WKLQJ��EXW�,�IHOW�LW�IDYRUHG�'DG�PRUH�WKDQ

0RP��DQG�,�GRQ
W����,�JXHVV�WKDW
V�MXVW�P\�RUGHU�

$Q\WKLQJ�HOVH"��'R�ZH�QHHG�WR�DWWDFK���

05��&$50$1���&DQ�,����FDQ�,�MXVW�YHUEDOO\�PRYH�IRU�DW

OHDVW�D�OLPLWHG�VWD\"��6KH
V�SUHJQDQW���6KH�FDQ
W�HYHQ�IO\

ULJKW�QRZ�

7+(�&2857���:HOO��,�XQGHUVWDQG���%XW�KRZ�FDQ�ZH

DGGUHVV�WKDW"

05��&$50$1���:HOO��DQG�FDQ�,�MXVW����WKH�VHFRQG�SDUW

RI�WKH�UHTXHVW�IRU�D�VWD\�LV����ZH�KDYHQ
W����VKH
V�QRW�KHUH�

:H
UH�QRW�VSHDNLQJ�WR�KHU�ULJKW�QRZ���:H�KDYH�WR�DGYLVH�KHU�RI

KHU�DSSHOODWH�ULJKWV�DQG���

7+(�&2857���5LJKW�

05��&$50$1������HYHU\WKLQJ�HOVH�DIWHU�WKLV�KHDULQJ�

7+(�&2857���8K�KXK�

05��&$50$1���6KH�KDV�QR�DFFHVV�WR�FRPPXQLW\�IXQGV�

6KH����WKH�ILQDQFLDO���

7+(�&2857���:HOO��WKDW
V�JRLQJ�WR�EH�GRQH��DQG�,
P���
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VHULRXVO\��LW
V�UHDOO\�JHWWLQJ�FORVH�WR�EHLQJ�GRQH�

05��&$50$1���%XW�D�OLPLWHG�VWD\�ZRXOG�DW�OHDVW�PDNH

VXUH�VKH�KDV�PHDQLQJIXO�DFFHVV�WR�DVVHWV�VR�VKH�FRXOG�DSSHDO

WKLV�LI�VKH�ZDQWV�WR���,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�LI�VKH
V�JRLQJ�WR�DSSHDO

LW�

7+(�&2857���5LJKW�

05��&$50$1���,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�ZKDW
V�JRLQJ�WR�KDSSHQ�IURP

KHUH�

7+(�&2857���,
P�VXUH�LW�SUREDEO\�ZLOO�

06��&$6721���<RXU�+RQRU��WKHUH
V�QR���

05��&$50$1���%XW�,�GR�KDYH�WR�DVN�IRU�WKDW���

7+(�&2857���5LJKW�

05��&$50$1������EHFDXVH�VKH
V�LQ�D�SRVLWLRQ�ULJKW�QRZ

ZKHUH�VKH�KDV����VKH�KDV�HQRXJK�PRQH\�WR�VXUYLYH��EXW�VKH�GRHV

QRW�KDYH�IXQGV�WR�SD\�XV���6KH�KDVQ
W�SDLG�XV���

7+(�&2857���2ND\��

05��&$50$1���+RZ�PXFK�DUH�ZH�RZHG�ULJKW�QRZ"

06��&$6721���<RXU�+RQRU���

06��35,&(���2YHU�����

05��&$50$1������������

7+(�&2857���2K��P\���

06��&$6721���7KH�ZRUOG��LQGLVFHUQLEOH��

7+(�&2857���,�NQRZ���,�NQRZ���<RX�JX\V���

05��&$50$1���,�PHDQ��,�GRQ
W�ZDQW�WR�VRXQG���
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7+(�&2857���%XW�,�GR�KDYH�D�WULDO�VWDUWLQJ�DW������

:KDW
V�\RXU�UHVSRQVH�UHDOO\�TXLFN"

06��&$6721���2XU�UHVSRQVH�LV�WKHUH
V�QR�EDVLV�IRU�WKH

&RXUW�WR�VWD\�WKLV�DFWLRQ���+H�QHHGV�WR����KH�QHHGV�WR�DGMXVW�

WUDQVLWLRQ�RYHU�WKH�ZLQWHU�EUHDN��ZRXOG�EH�P\�VXJJHVWLRQ���$QG

,�KDYHQ
W�VSRNHQ�WR�P\�FOLHQW�DERXW�WKLV��EXW�,�RIIHU�RQ�KLV

EHKDOI�VRPH�JUDFLRXV�H[WUD�WLPH�WKDW�VKH�FRXOG�VHQG�KLP����P\

FOLHQW�FRXOG�JR�SLFN�KLP�XS��DFWXDOO\��WR�KHOS�ZLWK�WKH�WUDYHO

FRVW����FORVHU�ULJKW�WR�ZKHQ�KH�VWDUWV�DJDLQ�LQ�-DQXDU\�WR�JLYH

KHU�D�OLWWOH�ELW�RI�H[WUD�WLPH�

7+(�&2857���:KLFK�LV��OLNH��-DQXDU\��WK"

06��&$6721���<HDK��VRPHWKLQJ�OLNH�WKDW��OLNH

-DQXDU\��WK��ZKDWHYHU�WKH�GDWH�WKDW
V�ULJKW�EHIRUH�WKHQ�

7+(�&2857���,W�PLJKW�DFWXDOO\�EH�-DQXDU\��WK���7KH\

PLJKW�VWDUW�RQ�7XHVGD\�

06��&$6721���<HDK���/HW�KHU�KDYH�WKH�&KULVWPDV

YDFDWLRQ�ZLWK�KLP��WKH�HQWLUH�SHULRG�ZLWK�KLP��JHW�HYHU\WKLQJ

UHVROYHG�DQG�UHDG\�WR�JR���0\�FOLHQW�FDQ�PDNH�VXUH�KH
V�DOO

VLJQHG�XS�DQG�HYHU\WKLQJ
V�JRRG�WR�JR�ZLWK�WKH�VFKRRO�RXW�KHUH�

DQG�WKHQ�VKH�FDQ�SXUVXH�KHU�DSSHOODWH�ULJKWV�ZLWK�ZKDWHYHU

VKH����,�PHDQ��VKH���

7+(�&2857���,�XQGHUVWDQG���,�XQGHUVWDQG�

06��&$6721���6KH
V�QRW�JRLQJ�WR�EH�RUGHUHG�WR�SD\

FKLOG�VXSSRUW���6KH
V����WKH\�DUH�VWLOO�VSOLWWLQJ�WKH�WUDYHO
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FRVWV�OLNH�WKH\�DOZD\V�KDYH�EHIRUH���7KHUH
V�QR�ILQDQFLDO

KDUGVKLS�RWKHU�WKDQ�VKH
OO�KDYH�WR�ILQG�KHU�RZQ�DSSHOODWH

DWWRUQH\���6KH
OO�KDYH�WR�JR�WR�SUR�ERQR��RU�VKH
OO�KDYH�WR

ZDLW�IRU�WKH�ILQDQFLDO�DZDUG���$QG�VKH
V�JRW�KHU����GD\V�IURP

QRWLFH�RI�HQWU\�IURP�ZKHQ�WKH�RUGHU�JRHV�LQWR�HIIHFW��VR�WKDW
V

QRW�D�EDVLV�WR�VWD\�WKLV�MXVW�EHFDXVH����D�VPDOO�FKLOG�ZKR�KDV

WR�JR�WR�VFKRRO���+H�QHHGV�WR�VWDUW�VFKRRO�LQ�1HYDGD�

7+(�&2857���5LJKW���,
P�JRLQJ�WR����,
P�QRW�JRLQJ�WR

GR�WKH�VWD\��EXW�,�ZLOO�DOORZ�WKH�FKLOG�WR�VWD\�ZLWK�0RP�XQWLO

-DQXDU\��UG���'DG�FDQ�SLFN�KLP�XS�WKH��WK�RU�WKH��WK���7KH��WK�

RQ�D�6DWXUGD\��DW�DURXQG������S�P��LVK��ZKDWHYHU�WLPH�WKDW�WKDW

ZLOO�ZRUN���,
P�JRLQJ�WR�KDYH�KLP�SD\����MXVW�EH�UHVSRQVLEOH

IRU�ERWK�IOLJKWV��SLFN�KLP�XS�DQG�FRPH�EDFN���0RP�ZLOO�JHW�WKLV

ZKROH����WKH�UHVW�RI�WKH�PRQWK�RI�'HFHPEHU���$JDLQ��,�NQRZ�WKLV

LV�WRXJK��EXW�,�WKLQN����,���

05��&$50$1���$QG�,
P�MXVW�FRQFHUQHG���

7+(�&2857���,W
V�MXVW�ILQH���,W
V�WKH�PHVVHQJHU�

05��&$50$1������<RXU�+RQRU��IURP�D�SUDFWLFDO

VWDQGSRLQW���,�PHDQ��WKLV�FDVH�LV�KDYLQJ�D�PDVVLYH�ILQDQFLDO

LPSDFW�RQ�RXU�ILUP��DV�\RX�FDQ�SUREDEO\�LPDJLQH���7R�JLYH�KHU

DQ�RUGHU�DQG�QR�PHDQV�WR����,�PHDQ��VKH�UHDOO\�GRHV�QRW�KDYH

DQ\�ILQDQFLDO�PHDQV�WR�HYHQ�FRQWLQXH�KHU�OHJDO�UHSUHVHQWDWLRQ�

$QG�,
P�QRW�FULWLFL]LQJ�WKH�&RXUW���,�XQGHUVWDQG�WKH�ILQDQFLDO

WULDO�LV�D�GLIILFXOW�RQH�WRR��DQG�,
P����EXW�WKHUH
V�JRW�WR���
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7+(�&2857���1R��\RX�FDQ�FULWLFL]H�PH���,W
V�RND\�

05��&$50$1���1R��EXW���

7+(�&2857���,�WDNH����,�WDNH�LW���,�XQGHUVWDQG���<RX

JX\V�GHVHUYH�LW���,W
V�P\�IDXOW�

05��&$50$1���+H
V�FRQWLQXHG�WR�KDYH�DFFHVV�WR�DOO�RI

KLV�FRPPXQLW\�LQFRPH�IURP�WKH�EXVLQHVV�ZLWK�QR�GLVFORVXUHV���:H

KDYH�QR�LQVLJKW�DV�WR�ZKDW�KH
V�EHHQ�HDUQLQJ��ZKDW�KH
V�EHHQ

GRLQJ���2EYLRXVO\��\RX�NQRZ��,���

7+(�&2857���7KDW
V�WKH�SRLQW�,
P�VWUXJJOLQJ�ZLWK�

7KDW
V�ZK\�,�VDLG�)'6�VKRXOG�EH�DPD]LQJ��EXW���

06��&$6721����,QGLVFHUQLEOH��QRWKLQJ�WR�GR�ZLWK

WRGD\�

7+(�&2857���,W
V�WKH����ULJKW���,�XQGHUVWDQG�

05��&$50$1���%XW�LW�GRHV�EHFDXVH�\RX
UH�OHDYLQJ�D

OLWLJDQW�ZLWK�QR�ILQDQFLDO�PHDQV�WR�DSSHDO�LI�VKH�ZDQWV�WR

DSSHDO�

05��*$5&,$���7KDW
V�MXVW�QRW�DFFXUDWH�

06��&$6721���7KDW
V�QRW�D���

7+(�&2857���,�NQRZ���,�NQRZ���,�FDQ
W����\HDK��,

NQRZ���,�XQGHUVWDQG���,
P�JRLQJ�WR�GHQ\�WKH�VWD\���,�DSSUHFLDWH

\RXU�SRVLWLRQ��0U��&DUPDQ����,�WUXO\�GR����DQG�0V��3ULFH���,

NQRZ�\RX�JX\V�KDYH�ZRUNHG�\RXU�EXWWV�RII�IRU�WKLV�DQG�GRLQJ

ZKDW�\RX
YH�GRQH���<RX�JX\V�KDYH�WRR��EXW��,�PHDQ��,
P�MXVW

VD\LQJ�,�XQGHUVWDQG�WKH�ILQDQFLDO�SRVLWLRQ�\RX
UH�LQ�
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05��&$50$1���%XW�ZH
UH�DOVR�WUDSSHG�RQ�WKLV�FDVH���

7+(�&2857���,�NQRZ�

05��&$50$1������GXULQJ�WKH�WLPH�SHULRG���

7+(�&2857���2K��EHFDXVH�RI�WKH���

05��&$50$1���:H�DUH�JRLQJ�WR�KDYH�WR�ILOH�D�QRWLFH�RI

DSSHDO�LI�VKH�GHFLGHV�WR�GR�LW�EHFDXVH�,�GRXEW�ZH
UH�JRLQJ�WR

KDYH���

7+(�&2857���%XW�\RX�KDYH�XQWLO�WKH�ILQGLQJV�RI�IDFW

DQG�FRQFOXVLRQV�RI�ODZ�DUH�HQWHUHG�LQWR�WKLV��ULJKW"

05��*$5&,$���$QG�WKHQ����GD\V�DIWHU�

06��&$6721���$QG�WKHQ����GD\V�DIWHU�

7+(�&2857���$QG�,
P�QRW����\RX
UH�JRLQJ�WR�JHW�WKH

GHFUHH�ZLWK����,
P�SURPLVLQJ���

05��&$50$1���2ND\�

7+(�&2857������EHIRUH�WKH�EUHDN���,�DP�QRW�WDNLQJ

WKLV�WR�&KULVWPDV�

05��&$50$1���1R��DQG���

7+(�&2857���,
P�QRW�FDUU\LQJ�PRUH�ELQGHUV�ZLWK�PH

RYHU�&KULVWPDV�

05��&$50$1���&DQ�,����FDQ�,�DVN�<RXU�+RQRU�D�TXHVWLRQ

DERXW�WKH�ILQGLQJ����,�PHDQ��ZH
YH�REYLRXVO\�UXQ�LQWR�D�.RJRG

VLWXDWLRQ��ZKHUH�ZH�KDG�D�WULDO�DQG�ZH�KDYH�QR�LGHD�ZKDW
V

KDSSHQHG�VLQFH�WKH�WULDO���,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�KRZ�WKH�&RXUW
V�JRLQJ

WR�DGGUHVV�LW�LQ�D�ILQDO�RUGHU���'R�\RX�KDYH�DQ\�JXLGDQFH�IRU
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XV�DV�WR�KRZ�ZH
UH�JRLQJ�WR�GHDO�ZLWK�DQ\WKLQJ�WKDW
V�KDSSHQHG

ILQDQFLDOO\�EHWZHHQ�WKH�WLPH���

7+(�&2857���7KH�WKLQJ�,
P�VWUXJJOLQJ�ZLWK�LV�WKH�ODFN

RI�WKH�HYLGHQFH�RQ��OLNH��WKH����EDVLFDOO\��WKH�LQFRPHV���7KH

EXVLQHVV��LW�ZDV����,
P�ORRNLQJ�DW�LW�DV�D�SUHPDULWDO�EXVLQHVV

EXW�WKHQ�VWLOO�KDV�VRPH�FRPPXQLW\�SURSHUW\�LQWHUHVW��VR�VKH
V

JRLQJ�WR�JHW�VRPHWKLQJ�IURP�WKH�EXVLQHVV���$QG�VR�VKH�LV�JRLQJ

WR�JHW�VRPHWKLQJ�IURP�WKDW���7KH�DOLPRQ\�,
P�VWUXJJOLQJ�ZLWK

EHFDXVH�VKH�LV�FRKDELWDWLQJ��DQG�VKH
V�ZRUNLQJ�DQG����,�ZDV

MXVW����,�ZDQWHG�WR�GR�RQH�PRUH�ODVW�OLWWOH�ELW�RI�UHVHDUFK�RQ

WKH�FRKDELWDWLQJ�YHUVXV�D�PDUULDJH�DQG���

05��&$50$1���2ND\�

7+(�&2857������VLQFH�LW
V�EHHQ�GRQH�

05��&$50$1���$QG�WKHQ�MXVW�IURP�\RXU�FRPPHQWV�WRGD\�

LI�VKH�GHFLGHV�WR�PRYH�EDFN�WR�1HYDGD�ZKHQ�VKH�FDQ���

7+(�&2857���7KHUH�ZLOO�EH�MRLQW�FXVWRG\�

05��&$50$1���%XW�LV�LW�JRLQJ�WR�EH�D�PRGLILFDWLRQ�RI

DOLPRQ\�DW�WKDW�SRLQW�EHFDXVH�KHU�H[SHQVHV�DUH�JRLQJ�WR

PDWHULDOO\�FKDQJH�

7+(�&2857���2K�

05��*$5&,$���:HOO��WKHQ�LW�ZLOO�EH�OHVV�

05��&$50$1���,
P�MXVW�WU\LQJ�WR�WUDFN�WKLV���

7+(�&2857���,�NQRZ�

05��&$50$1������DOO�RXW�LQ�P\�EUDLQ���
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7+(�&2857���,�NQRZ�

05��&$50$1������LQ�OLYH���

7+(�&2857����2K��,�ZDVQ
W�SUHSDUHG�IRU�DOO�WKLV����,

NQRZ�

05��&$50$1���<HDK�

7+(�&2857���7KLV�LV�ZKDW�\RX�KDYH�WR�OLYH�ZLWK�

0V��3ULFH�

,�GRQ
W�NQRZ�

05��&$50$1���2ND\���$QG�,
P�MXVW���

7+(�&2857���$QG����QR��,�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�WKDW�

0U��&DUPDQ���$QG�,�KRQHVWO\����,����,
YH�WDNHQ�IXOO

UHVSRQVLELOLW\���,W�LV�P\�IDXOW���7KDW
V�ZK\�FULWLFL]H�PH�DOO

\RX�JX\V�ZDQW�EHFDXVH�\RX�KDYH�WKH�ULJKW�WR�GR�WKDW�

05��&$50$1���,�GRQ
W�KROG�DQ\�FULWLFLVP�WRGD\�

7+(�&2857���1R��QR��QR���,�NQRZ�

05��&$50$1���,W
V�UHDOO\�MXVW���

7+(�&2857���$QG�WKDW
V�ZK\����EHFDXVH�GRLQJ�WKLV

RUGHU��LW�ZDV�KDUG���'RLQJ�WKH�ILQDQFLDO�LV�KDUG�RQ�WKHP

EHFDXVH�,�ZDQW�WR�PDNH�VXUH�,�JHW�LW�ULJKW�

05��&$50$1���<HDK�

7+(�&2857���%HFDXVH�,�GRQ
W�ZDQW�WKHP�WR�KDYH�WR

DSSHDO�LW���%HFDXVH�WKDW
V�MXVW�PRUH�PRQH\�WKH\
UH�ERWK

ZDVWLQJ���$QG�,�GRQ
W�PHDQ�WKDW�LQ�D�EDG�ZD\��EXW�LW�LV

ZDVWLQJ���$QG�VR�,
G�UDWKHU�\RX�JX\V�EH�KDSS\�ZLWK�WKH�ILQDO
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RXWFRPH�DQG�WKHQ�JRLQJ�DQG���

05��&$50$1���$QG�WR�PH�LW
V�QRW�HYHQ�D�PDWWHU�RI

EHLQJ�KDSS\�ZLWK�LW���,W
V�ULJKW�QRZ�ZH
UH�LQ�WKLV�ZHLUG�WKLQJ

ZKHUH�ZH
YH�KDG�D�VHFRQG�FXVWRG\�UXOLQJ���

7+(�&2857���,�NQRZ�

05��&$50$1������DQG�ZH�KDYH����\RX�NQRZ��ZH
UH�NLQG

RI�LQ�OLPER�RQ�ILQDQFHV��QRW����DQG��DJDLQ��WKLV�LV�QRW�OLNH

D���

7+(�&2857���1R��QR��,�JHW�LW��EXW���

05��&$50$1������LW
V�D�IDXOW��-XGJH���,W
V�MXVW���

EXW�,
P�FRQFHUQHG�LI�VKH�GRHV�ZKDW�WKH�&RXUW�LV�KRSLQJ�VKH�GRHV

DQG�PRYHV�EDFN�KHUH��RK��P\�JRVK��DUH�ZH�UHDOO\�JRLQJ�WR�KDYH

DQRWKHU���

7+(�&2857���,�JXHVV�LW�ZRXOG�GHSHQG�RQ�LI�ZKDW���

ZKHUH�VKH
V�PRYLQJ�EDFN�

06��&$6721���<HDK��EHFDXVH�VKH
V�JRW�IDPLO\�KHUH��VR

VKH�FRXOG�VWD\�ZLWK�IDPLO\�

05��&$50$1���$QG��DJDLQ��ZH�KDYHQ
W�WDONHG���

7+(�&2857���2K��DQG�VWLOO�KDYH�WKH�KRXVH

�LQGLVFHUQLEOH��

06��&$6721���<HDK�

05��&$50$1���:H�REYLRXVO\�KDYHQ
W�VSRNHQ�WR�RXU

FOLHQWV�

7+(�&2857���,W�DOO�QHHGV�WR�EH�EXLOW�
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2ND\���6KH
OO�KDYH�WKH�WLPH��DQG�\RX
UH�JRLQJ�WR�KDYH

WKH�GHFUHH�VRRQ�

05��&$50$1���2ND\�

7+(�&2857���6RRQ���,�ZDQWHG����,�KDG�WR�JHW�WKLV�RQH

GRQH�DQG���

05��*$5&,$���7KH�6XSUHPHV�GLGQ
W�JLYH�XV�PXFK�FKRLFH�

7+(�&2857���,�NQRZ�

06��&$6721���1R��WKH\�GLG�QRW�

7+(�&2857���$QG�WKH\����EXW��DJDLQ��,
P�WDNLQJ����LW

LV�PLQH��\RX�NQRZ��DQG�,�IHHO�KRUULEOH�EHFDXVH�WKH\�QHHG

FORVXUH�

05��&$50$1���,
P�QRW�WU\LQJ�WR�PDNH�\RX�IHHO�EDG�

7+(�&2857���1R��QR��QR���,W
V����\RX
UH�QRW���,���

LW
V�P\�RZQ�SHUVRQDO�

05��&$50$1���2ND\�

7+(�&2857���%HFDXVH�WKH\�QHHG�FORVXUH���$QG�DV

MXGJHV��WKDW
V�RXU�GXW\���$QG�WKDW
V�ZK\�,
P��OLNH��,
YH�JRW�WR

JHW�LW�GRQH��DQG�,
P�JRLQJ�WR�JHW�LW�GRQH���$QG�,
G�OLNH�WR�VD\

ZLWK����,
P�JHWWLQJ�LW�GRQH�EHIRUH�WKH�EUHDN��EXW�,�ZRXOG�OLNH

WR�HYHQ�VD\��OLNH��WKLV�ZHHNHQG��EHFDXVH�WKLV�LV�KHOSLQJ�PH�JHW

HYHU\WKLQJ�HOVH�SXW�LQWR�SODFH�

05��&$50$1���:HOO��DQG�,�KRSH�\RX�XQGHUVWDQG�

,
OO����DJDLQ��QRQH�RI�WKDW���

7+(�&2857���1R�
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05��&$50$1���,
P�WU\LQJ�WR�EH�SUDJPDWLF�DQG

XQGHUVWDQG�ZKHUH�ZH
UH�JRLQJ�IURP�KHUH�

7+(�&2857���1R��,�XQGHUVWDQG���,�XQGHUVWDQG���,

XQGHUVWDQG�

05��&$50$1���2ND\���$QG�ZH
UH�JRRG�

06��35,&(���$UH�ZH�WDNLQJ�WKH�H[LVWLQJ�YLVLWDWLRQ

VFKHGXOH�DQG�MXVW�IOLSSLQJ�LW"

7+(�&2857���1R��EHFDXVH�KH
V�QRW�JRLQJ�WR�JHW�WKDW

ZHHN�LQ�WKH�VXPPHU���,
P�MXVW�JRLQJ�WR�LQVWLWXWH�P\�RZQ

SHUVRQDO���

06��35,&(���2ND\�

05��&$50$1���2ND\�

7+(�&2857������P\�RZQ�SHUVRQDO�RXW�RI�VWDWH�

06��35,&(���0\�FRQFHUQ�ZDV�IRU�WKH�ORQJ�ZHHNHQGV�

6KH�FDQ
W�WUDYHO�ULJKW�QRZ�

7+(�&2857���5LJKW�

06��&$6721����,QGLVFHUQLEOH��

7+(�&2857���$QG�WKDW
V�ZK\�,�VDLG��LI�VKH�ZDQWV�WR

FRPH��HYHQ�LI�LW
V�MXVW�EHFDXVH�VKH
V�JRLQJ�WR�FRPH�IRU�D�ZHHN

WR�YLVLW�KHU�IDPLO\���

06��35,&(���%XW�,
P�VD\LQJ�VKH�FDQ
W�WUDYHO�WR�1HYDGD

ULJKW�QRZ���

7+(�&2857���5LJKW�

06��35,&(������EHFDXVH�RI�WKH�SUHJQDQF\���6R�IRU
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WKRVH�ORQJ�ZHHNHQG�YLVLWV����

7+(�0$56+$/���<RX�ZDQW�D�FRS\��ULJKW"

06��&$6721���<HDK�

06��35,&(���%HFDXVH�VKH�KDG�WKH�RSWLRQ�RI�EULQJLQJ

3-���

7+(�0$56+$/���2ND\���,�FDQ�PDNH�WZR�FRSLHV�

06��35,&(������.DKDQD�SLFNLQJ�3-�XS�DQG�EULQJLQJ���

7+(�&2857���,�PLJKW�QHHG�D�FRS\�

06��&$6721���:HOO��,�PHDQ��VKH
V�GXH�LQ�0DUFK���7KLV

LV�D�SUREOHP�WKDW�ZLOO�UHVROYH�YHU\�VKRUWO\��DQG�WKHQ

WKHUHDIWHU���

06��35,&(���$�SUREOHP�WKDW�ZLOO�UHVROYH�

05��&$50$1���:HOO��SDUW�RI�LW�

7+(�&2857���7KH�EDE\�SDUW�ZLOO�EH�KDUG�VWLOO�EXW���

06��&$6721���7KH����WKH�QRW�EHLQJ�DEOH�WR�IO\�

7+(�&2857���<HDK�

05��&$50$1����,QGLVFHUQLEOH��D�'HPRFUDW�

06��&$6721���$QG�WKHQ�DIWHU�WKDW��VKH
OO�EH�DEOH�WR

IO\�DQG�FRPH�KHUH�KRSHIXOO\�D�ORW���$QG�WKHQ�VKH
V�XVLQJ�.DKDQD

ULJKW�QRZ��LV�P\�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ��WR�KHOS�ZLWK�WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ���

7+(�&2857���2ND\�

06��&$6721������RQ�KHU�HQG�

05��&$50$1���2ND\���$QG�ZH�GRQ
W�ZDQW�WR�KROG�\RX�

,W
V�MXVW����ZH
UH�WU\LQJ�WR�ZUHVWOH�ZLWK�DOO�WKLV�
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7+(�&2857���,�NQRZ���1R��QR��,�NQRZ�

$JDLQ��,�ZDQW�WR�UHLWHUDWH�\RX
YH�JRW�WR�ZRUN

WRJHWKHU���2ND\���,
YH�GRQH�WKLV�IRU�VSHFLILF�UHDVRQV���,�KRSH

\RX�VHH�ZK\�,
YH�GRQH�LW���'RQ
W�IDOO�LQWR�WKDW�VDPH�WUDS���<RX

QHHG�WR����,�WKLQN�\RXU�FRXQVHOV�ZLWK�WHOO�\RX�EH�RSHQ���2ND\�

7KDW
V�ZKDW�,
P�ORRNLQJ�IRU���$QG�LI�0RP�PRYHV�KHUH��WKHQ�\RX

JX\V�FDQ�OHW�PH�NQRZ�RU�ILJXUH�LW�RXW���,�WKLQN�\RX�JX\V�NQRZ

ZKHUH�,
G�JR�RQ�WKDW��WKRXJK�

05��&$50$1���<HDK��\HDK�

7+(�&2857���%HFDXVH�WKDW
V�FOHDUO\�D�EDVLV�WR�PRGLI\�

2ND\�

7+(�&/(5.���2II�WKH�UHFRUG"

7+(�&2857���<HV��WKDQN�\RX�
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NOA 

Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
Michael P. Carman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 07639 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Corinne@NVfamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
PAULINO GOMEZ, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
 
  Defendant. 

  
 
 
CASE NO.:  D-22-643298-D 
DEPT. NO.: O 
 

 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 

       Notice is hereby given that Maila Likua, Defendant in the above-

captioned case, by and through her attorneys, Corinne Price, Esq., and 

Michael P. Carman, Esq., of , hereby appeals to the 

Supreme Court of Nevada from the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, 

and Final Custody Decree dated January 23, 2025. 
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CARMAN & PRICE 
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Dated this 20th day of February, 2025. 

Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Corinne@NVFamilyLaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that on this 20th day of February, 2025, 

I caused the above and foregoing Notice of Appeal to be served as follows: 

 Pursuant to EDCR 5.205 and NEFCR 9 by mandatory 
electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District 
Court’s electronic filing system; 

 
 by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United 

States Mail, in a sealed envelope upon which first-class 
postage was prepaid; 

 
  to the following: 
 
   Marilyn Caston, Esq. 

Jordan M. Garcia, Esq. 
   Melissa Goodwin 
   Nevada Law Family Law Group 
   MarilynC@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   Melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com 
 
 
 
      _______________________________ 

Employee of 
 

 

Ƒ�

&$50$1�& PRICE 
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OBJ 
Jordan M. Garcia Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 12374 
Marilyn Caston, Esq.  
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
Nevada Family Law Group 
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, NV 89052 
Phone: 702-910-4300 
Fax: 702-910-4303 
JordanG@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 
MarilynC@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 
Attorney for Paulino Gomez 
 

DISTRICT COURT OF NEVADA 
 

CLARK COUNTY  
 

PAULINO GOMEZ,  
 
                                          Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 

MAILA LIKUA, 
 
                                          Defendant. 

Case No.: D-22-643298-D 

Dept. No.: O 

OBJECTION TO NOTICE OF 
NEWLY DISCOVERED 
EVIDENCE AND REQUEST TO 
STRIKE  

 
  
 

COMES NOW Plaintiff, Paulino Gomez, by and through his attorneys of record 

Marilyn A. Caston, Esq. of the Nevada Family Law Group, and hereby submits his 

Objection to Notice of Newly Discovered Evidence and Request to Strike Defendant’s 

as follows: 

OBJECTION 

This Court has taken the issue of Defendant’s Motion to Amend the Court’s 
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____________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
 

 

-2- 

 

December 19, 2024 Financial Trial Decision under advisement and an Order on the 

same is expected any day.  However, on or about March 19, 2025, Defendant filed 

a document on the record titled Notice of Newly Discovered Evidence which is 

incorrect and intentionally misleading to this Court. 

Specifically, Maila and her Counsel claim in her March 19th Notice that a recent 

email from Anthony Fontana from PCI Auctions describing the degraded condition 

of the contested community property inventory items was “newly discovered 

evidence” bearing directly on this Court’s outstanding Order resolving the Motion 

to Amend Judgment.  However, that is patently untrue.   

In reality, Anthony Fontana already testified to these exact issues, twice, first 

in his August 8, 2023 deposition and then again during his live trial testimony before 

this Court during the 2024 Financial Trial. [See Anthony Fontana’s Testimony on 

April 8, 2024, video 4 of 9, from timestamp 16.55 – 19.21].   

Therefore, none of the purported information is newly discovered evidence as 

portrayed by Maila and her Counsel in her recent Notice. As such, Paulino asks that 

the Court strike Maila’s recent Notice as a rogue incorrect document or, in the 

alterative, that this Court absolutely disregard the Notice when making its under 

advisement decision.  

 WHEREFORE, based upon the foregoing, Paulino prays for the following: 

1. That Maila’s January 9, 2025 Notice of Newly Discovered Evidence be 
STRUCK from the record in its entirety;  
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____________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
 

 

-3- 

 

2. Or, in the alternative, that this Court DISREGARD Maila’s Notice as 
incorrect and improper; and 

3. For such further relief as the Court feels is appropriate. 

 
Dated this 24th day of March, 2025.  Nevada Family Law Group 

      __________________________ 
Marilyn A. Caston, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
MarilynC@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 

 Attorney for Paulino Gomez 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on the 24th day of March, 2025, I served a true and correct 

copy of Plaintiff’s OBJECTION TO NOTICE OF NEWLY DISCOVERED 

EVIDENCE AND REQUEST TO STRIKE pursuant to NRCP 5(b), by the 

following means: 

 
[ X ] by electronic service, pursuant to NEFCR 9, to be electronically served 

through the Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic filing system; 
and/or 

  
[   ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in 

a sealed envelope upon which first class postage was prepaid in 
Henderson, Nevada; and/or 

 
[   ] by sending the same via facsimile pursuant to EDCR 7.26 (the consent for 

which was previously established); and/or 
 
[  ] electronically delivered via email pursuant to EDCR 8.05 (the consent for 

which was previously established); 
 
 
Corinne Price, Esq.  
8965 S. Pecos Rd. Suite 9 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 

   Corinne@FCPFamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 

 
 

 
 

An Employee of NEVADA FAMILY LAW 
GROUP  
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ORDR
DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
PAULINO GOMEZ,  
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
  Defendant. 

 
Case No.: D-22-643298-D 
Dept. No.   O 
 
Date of Hearing:  February 19, 2025 
Time of Hearing:  10:00 a.m. 
 

 
ORDER AFTER FEBRUARY 19, 2025 HEARING 

 
This matter came on for a hearing on February 19, 2025, on  Motion to Alter 

or Amend Findings and/or for Reconsideration Regarding Various Financial Issues from 

December 19, 2024 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Decree of Divorce and Order 

Regarding Orders to Show Cause; and .  Plaintiff, 

PAULINO GOMEZ , was present and represented by Marilyn Caston, Esq. and Keith 

Pickard, Esq. of Nevada Family Law Group, LLC and Defendant, MAILA LIKUA , 

was present via Zoom and represented by Corrine Price, Esq. and Michael Carman, Esq., of 

Carman and Price.   

The Court FINDS that Maila filed her motion outside the timeframe for a reconsideration; 

therefore, this Court is addressing her motion under NRCP 52(b), 59 and 60. 

Marital  

1.  Marital Residence Proceeds.  Maila alleges that the net proceeds from the sale of 362 

Emmerene Street were previously equally divided between the parties.  Maila used a portion of 

her funds to purchase the property in Hawaii and the vehicles/equipment listed in Section 13 of 

Electronically Filed
04/08/2025 9:24 PM
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the Vehicle Characterization Chart, which were identifi

property and split accordingly.  Maila alleges that these assets were already accounted for when 

the house proceeds were divided; therefore, they should remain her sole and separate property.  

Paulino argues that the property was purchased during marriage and this litigation and therefore 

were properly divided. 

The Court agrees and FINDS that the funds from the sale of the house were divided and 

awarded to each party as their sole and separate funds.  The Court further FINDS that Maila did 

use her separate funds from the sale proceeds to purchase the land in Hawaii and the vehicles 

listed in VCC Section 13 and those shall be awarded to her as her sole and separate property.  

Therefore, the MBS shall be amended to remove the Hawaii Land (MBS Line 15) and the 

vehicles and equipment from VCC Section 13 (MBS Line 29) from the Community Property 

 

2.  Insurance Proceeds.  Maila alleges that the community property portion of the life 

insurance proceeds were split on the MBS; however, the policy belongs to Paulino and it is in his 

possession, which resulted in a decrease to the equalization payment due to Maila.  The Court 

FINDS that Paulino owns the life insurance policy; therefore, the MBS shall be amended to place 

the entire value of the policy on Pau  

3.  Vehicles.  Maila alleges that the community property portion of the value of the 

vehicles from VCC Sections 4 and 5 were split on the MBS; however, Paulino is in possession 

of the MBS, there was a decrease to the equalization payment due to Maila.  The Court FINDS 

that Paulino is in possession of the vehicles from VCC Sections 4 and 5; therefore, the MBS shall 

be amended to place the entire value of the vehicles from VCC Sections 4 and 5 

side of the MBS.  See Amended MBS, attached at Exhibit 1. 

J 5296



 

 3 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 
 

5 
 

6 
 

7 
 

8 
 

9 
 

10 
 

11 
 

12 
 

13 
 

14 
 

15 
 

16 
 

17 
 

18 
 

19 
 

20 
 

21 
 

22 
 

23 
 

24 
 

25 
 

26 
 

27 
 

28 
 

REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101-2408 

 

The Court shall attach Exhibit 1, the amended MBS, to the Amended FFCL.  Maila argues 

this Court erred by not reducing the equalization payment that Paulino owes to judgment.  This 

Court specifically stated in its Findings that Maila would be paid her portion of the equalization 

roceeds and his share of the Utah property.  

However, Paulino does not object to the payment being reduced to judgment.  Therefore, the 

Court FINDS that the equalization payment shall be reduced to judgement.  

Alimony 

Maila alleges that she completely exhausted her share of the house proceeds during the 

litigation and argues that those funds should not be included in the alimony analysis for support 

during the proceedings.  It is important to note that Maila did use a portion of the house proceeds 

to purchase land and equipment that she now uses in an income earning business in Hawaii.  As 

such, while a portion of the funds did not exist, it was because she purchased land and equipment.  

Maila also fails to address the fact that she also received $135,000 during the pendency of the 

action, in addition to monies she received from the sale of items from the Las Vegas storage unit. 

The Court FINDS that Maila did have income producing land and equipment, which she 

purchased with a portion of the house proceeds.  Both she and Mr. Stone testified that they use 

the land to grow food that is used at their Farm to Market business. 

Next, Maila alleges that there was mistake in using the funds / income from the resale 

business.  The evidence showed Maila was purchasing significant items from WalMart while 

residing in Hawaii, which supported a finding that Maila is still running a resell business, which 

 

The Court FINDS that there was a mistake in noting that Maila could earn between 

$40,000  $60,000 per month; however, the Court did not use that amount to determine that she 

should not receive alimony.   
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The Court FINDS that Maila has the ability to earn income from a resell business as the 

evidence supports that she was able to substantially grow the resell business and she was still 

 

Next, she alleges mistake in not using the rental income from the properties that Paulino 

owns with his mother.  While the evidence supports the facts that Paulino has ownership interest 

properties.  The Court found him credible as to his testimony that the rental proceeds are used 

for the property and to provide for his mother.  As for the second property, Paulino lives there 

with his Mom and helps by paying for groceries and utilities.  There was no substantial evidence 

to support a finding that he is benefiting from the properties he owns with his Mother.  As such, 

the Court FINDS that there was no mistake in not including the property in the alimony analysis. 

Finally, Maila fails to address the fact that this Court took into consideration that she 

cohabitated with Mr. Stone since early in this litigation, which was a factor used to determine 

work together in the business and she did testify that his contribution varied depending on need.  

Further, there was testimony as to her ability to obtain employment as a bookkeeper for several 

businesses but for different reasons, she did not pursue the positions.  This was evidenced by her 

testimony and the documentation of employment offers.  A review of the factors shows that Maila 

is not in need of alimony. 

The Court FINDS that the FFCL shall be amended to remove reference to the marital 

residence in the alimony section and the possibility of earning over $40,000 in the resell business.  

It shall be amended to reflect that Maila has the ability to earn income from the resell business 

based upon the evidence at the time of trial along with the previously issued findings as to her 

ability to earn income as a bookkeeper.   
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The Court FINDS that there is no basis to alter or amend the alimony award, with the 

exception of language as stated above.   

Community Waste 

Maila alleges mistake based upon a finding that the resell business generated anywhere 

from $40,000 to $60,000 per month but does not find Paulino to be the cause of the devaluation.  

Maila did not meet her burden to prove that Paulino caused this alleged devaluation of the 

property.  Instead, this Court found that both  actions impacted the sale of the property.  

Further, Maila was already living in Hawaii, which could have impacted her ability to sell the 

property.  Therefore, the Court FINDS that there is no mistake or error to amend or alter the 

decision as to community waste. 

 

Maila argues that this Court erred in  income to be based upon the 

reasonable compensation of the owner.  As stated earlier and in the FFCL, Maila has the ability 

to earn a significant income based upon the evidence and testimony as to her marketable skills.  

She owns a business she also continued to be engaged in reselling products and she had received 

several offers to do accounting and bookkeeping, some of which allowed her to work from home 

but she did not accept the positions.  Based upon the evidence, the Court did not specifically use 

Pa

provided as to reasonable compensation, there was no other reliable evidence to support a finding 

that Paulino made or will make $20,000 per month.  Therefore, the Court FINDS that there is no 

mistake or error to amend or alter the decision as to  

Cash 

Any evidence as to cash was speculative in nature and not supported by substantial 

evidence.  While there was testimony that the parties received cash for the resell business, Maila 
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also stated that the cash was used to buy more inventory.  The Court did not find that there was 

substantial evidence to support her allegation that a large sum of cash existed.  Therefore, the 

Court FINDS that there is no mistake or error to amend or alter the decision as to the division of 

alleged cash. 

Lamborghini 

Maila alleges that the Court erred by not accepting the appraisal provided by her at the 

time of trial.  The Court took testimony and evidence and found Paulino credible in his testimony 

that he believed the proceeds from the sale of the Lamborghini would be awarded to him.  Further, 

the appraisal stated it was subject to change so without any other supporting evidence, the Court 

did not find that there was a difference of over $50,000 in the value.  Therefore, the Court FINDS 

that there is no mistake or error to amend or alter the decision as to the value of the Lamborghini. 

Business Ownership 

Maila relies upon the documents from the Secretary of State to argue that she was listed 

as a Managing Member of both businesses since 2019, and therefore she had ownership interest 

in the businesses.   

been transmuted into community property.  Maila did not meet that burden as the evidence only 

showed a change in the designation that was done electr

knowledge or consent.  There was no clear and convincing evidence that the parties formally 

modified the business ownership.  Instead, the finding that the business remained solely owned 

by Paulino was supported by the evidence.  Therefore, the Court FINDS that there is no mistake 

or error to amend or alter the decision as to the ownership of the businesses. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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Business Valuation 

Mr. Grigsby was the only evidence provided at the time of trial relating to the value of 

the business at the time of the parties  marriage.  Maila objected to the admission of his report, 

which was overruled.  She alleges that the Court erred in considering his report to determine the 

value at the time of marriage.  Maila further alleges that Mr. Grigsby conceded that the business 

was a community asset; however, Paulino did not concede that the business was a community 

asset.  The Court FINDS that Maila has not provided any new evidence or facts to support an 

amendment to the order and she did not meet her burden of clear and convincing evidence as 

 

Kogod Implications 

Maila asserts that there will be Kogod implications since evidence closed in January 2024, 

the financial trial concluded July 2024 and the Decree was issued in December 2024.  Maila  

asserts that as a result in the time delay from close of discovery and the issuance of the Decree, 

Paulino has wasted community assets but does not provide any supporting evidence.  The Court 

FINDS that there is no evidence to support a finding that a new trial be ordered. 

NRCP 16.2 Sanctions 

Maila argues that Paulino did not accurately disclose his income, earnings or the nature 

of the marital estate as she alleges was show by the fact that 

with the filing of subsequent FD

through timely 

discovery throughout the litigation.  Therefore, the Court FINDS that there is no mistake or error 

to amend or alter the decision as to the not issuing sanctions pursuant to NRCP 16.2. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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Order to Show Cause 

Maila is requesting this Court reconsider the value and nature of the inventory division, 

d her from selling the 

items which resulted in significant loss.  The Court FINDS that Maila was asking that Paulino be 

held accountable rather than compelling compliance.  However, Maila did in fact receive 

exclusive access to the inventory as found by this Court.  Therefore, the Court FINDS that there 

is no mistake or error to amend or alter the decision as to not finding Paulino in contempt of 

Court. 

The Court FINDS that Maila brought up as new information at the hearing that Paulino 

is not 

intentions as 1) this was the first time she addressed this issue; and 2) there was no reason stated 

as to why this was even addressed as an issue; and 3) this issue would be something she would 

have knowledge of from being in an intimate relationship for over 20 years, 9 of which were 

times of marriage.  

Verizon Bills 

Paulino alleges that this is an omitted debt that requires adjudication.  Maila alleges that 

Paulino has claimed this Verizon Bill most 

recently filed FDF, he did not claim cell phone expenses under his personal expenses.  Therefore, 

the Court FINDS that the Verizon bills are a business expense so Paulino shall not be entitled to 

reimbursement for payment of the Verizon bills.  However, Maila shall give up any access she 

has to the account and her number shall be immediately released and taken off the account. 

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED 

that is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Court will issue an Amended Findings of Facts, 

Conclusions of Law and Decree of Divorce, which will conform with this Order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Paulino shall not be entitled to reimbursement for 

payment of the Verizon bills.  Maila shall give up any access she has to the account and her 

number shall be immediately released and taken off the account. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED  

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

      _________________________________ 
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4/7/25   9:18 PM PROPERTY VALUE
GROSS NET COMMUNITY SEPARATE
VALUE DEBT VALUE HUSBAND WIFE HUSBAND WIFE

ASSETS:
CASH

1 Proceeds from 362 Emmarene Street (MR) $223,396.18 $0.00 $223,396.18 $111,698.09 $111,698.09
2 1st Auction of Inventory $15,235.83 $0.00 $15,235.83 $8,235.83 $7,000.00
3 2nd Auction of Inventory $22,308.47 $0.00 $22,308.47 $22,308.47 $0.00
4 3rd Auction of Inventory $9,206.68 $0.00 $9,206.68 $9,206.68 $0.00
5 Remaining Inventory (Resell Business) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
6 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $270,147.16 $0.00 $270,147.16 $151,449.07 $118,698.09 $0.00 $0.00

BUSINESS INTERESTS
7 MTC / MAS / Dyno $266,000.00 $0.00 $266,000.00 $77,600.00 $0.00 $188,400.00
8 Maila's Farm to Market (Corner Store) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $266,000.00 $0.00 $266,000.00 $77,600.00 $0.00 $188,400.00 $0.00

INVESTMENTS
9 Life Insurance Policy (Cash Value) $2,389.37 $0.00 $2,389.37 $2,389.37 $0.00

10 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
11 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
12 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $2,389.37 $0.00 $2,389.37 $2,389.37 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

REAL PROPERTY
13 Arizona Land (2/3 interest) $57,000.00 $0.00 $38,000.00 $38,000.00 $0.00
14 Utah Land $240,000.00 $0.00 $240,000.00 $120,000.00 $120,000.00
15 Hawaii 2 Acres of Land $58,403.00 $0.00 $58,403.00 $0.00 $0.00 $58,403.00
16 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $355,403.00 $0.00 $336,403.00 $158,000.00 $120,000.00 $0.00 $58,403.00

AUTOS & RECREATIONAL VEHICLES
17 Vehicle Characterization Chart ("VCC") § 1 $104,990.00 $0.00 $104,990.00 $0.00 $0.00 $104,990.00
18 VCC § 2 $755.00 $0.00 $755.00 $0.00 $0.00 $755.00
19 VCC § 3 $65,479.75 $0.00 $65,479.75 $0.00 $0.00 $65,479.75
20 VCC § 4 $21,600.00 $0.00 $21,600.00 $10,800.00 $0.00 $10,800.00
21 VCC § 5 $3,130.00 $0.00 $3,130.00 $3,130.00 $0.00

It e m

Paulino Gomez v. Maila Likua
MARITAL BALANCE SHEET

D-22-643298-D
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GROSS NET COMMUNITY SEPARATE
VALUE DEBT VALUE HUSBAND WIFE HUSBAND WIFEIt e m
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22 VCC § 6 $166,671.00 $0.00 $166,671.00 $144,671.00 $22,000.00
23 VCC § 7 $47,241.00 $0.00 $47,241.00 $47,241.00 $0.00
24 VCC § 8 $7,100.00 $0.00 $7,100.00 $7,100.00 $0.00
25 VCC § 9 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
26 VCC § 10 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
27 VCC § 11 (Lambo & BMW) $102,000.00 $0.00 $102,000.00 $73,891.00 $28,109.00
28 VCC § 12 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
29 VCC § 13 $37,720.00 $0.00 $37,720.00 $0.00 $0.00 $37,720.00

     Subtotal $0.00 $556,686.75 $286,833.00 $50,109.00 $181,269.75 $38,475.00
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PERSONAL PROPERTY
30 Furnishings, furniture $0.00 A/B A/B
31 Jewelry $0.00 X X

$0.00
     Subtotal $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS
32 NONE $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
33 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
34 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
35 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL ASSETS $1,431,626.28 $676,271.44 $288,807.09 $369,669.75 $96,878.00

LIABILITIES:
LONG TERM DEBT

36 SBA Loans (Included in MAS/MTC/Dyno) $231,000.00 $231,000.00
37 $0.00
38 $0.00
39 $0.00

     Subtotal $231,000.00 $231,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $231,000.00 $0.00
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OTHER LIABILITIES
40 $0.00
41 $0.00
42 $0.00
43 $0.00
44 $0.00
45

     Subtotal $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
  

TOTAL LIABILITIES $231,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $231,000.00 $0.00

NET EQUITY $1,200,626.28 $676,271.44 $288,807.09 $138,669.75 $96,878.00

EQUALIZING NOTE ($193,732.18) $193,732.18

EQUALIZED EQUITY $482,539.26 $482,539.27
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-22-643298-DPaulino Gomez, Plaintiff

vs.

Maila Likua, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department O

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 4/8/2025

Corinne Price Corinne@nvfamilylaw.com

Michael Carman Mike@nvfamilylaw.com

Val Stashuk Accounting@nvfamilylaw.com

Jordan Garcia JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com

Melissa Goodwin Melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com

Maila Likua mailalikua@gmail.com

Nicholas Biaggi legalassistant@NVfamilylaw.com

Sabrina Stone reception@nvfamilylaw.com

Marilyn Caston MarilynC@nevadafamilylaw.com

Corinne Price Paralegal@nvfamilylaw.com
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MOT 
Jordan M. Garcia Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 12374 
Marilyn Caston, Esq.  
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
Nevada Family Law Group 
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, NV 89052 
Phone: 702-910-4300 
Fax: 702-910-4303 
JordanG@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 
MarilynC@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 
Attorney for Paulino Gomez 
 

DISTRICT COURT OF NEVADA 
CLARK COUNTY  

 
PAULINO GOMEZ,  

 
                                          Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 

MAILA LIKUA, 
 
                                          Defendant. 

Case No.: D-22-643298-D 

Dept. No.: O 

MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION OF THE 
COURT’S APRIL 8, 2025, ORDER 
AND OTHER RELATED RELIEF 

 
Date of Hearing:   
Time of Hearing:   
 

ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED: 
YES 

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

COMES NOW Plaintiff, PAULINO GOMEZ (“Paulino”) by and through his 

attorneys, Jordan M. Garcia, Esq. and Marilyn A. Caston, Esq., of Nevada Family 
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Law Group, and hereby respectfully submits his Motion for Reconsideration of the 

Court’s April 8, 2025 Order, et al, and hereby asks this Court for the following relief: 

1. To RECONSIDER the Court’s April 8, 2025, Order, prior to issuing an 
Amended Divorce Decree, as clearly erroneous pursuant to MASONRY 
AND TILE CONTRACTORS v. JOLLEY, URGA & WORTH, 113 Nev. 737, 
741 (1997) and EDCR Rule 2.24 (b); 

2. For an Order CLARIFYING portion of the Court’s April 8, 2025, Order 
under and/or for additional findings under NRCP 52(b); 

3. For Equitable Relief from April 8, 2025 Order under NRCP 60(a) and/or 
NRCP 60(b); 

4. For an Order ALLOWING Paulino to finish liquidating the remaining 
inventory through an estate sale service; 

5. For an Order allowing the Court Clerk to sign in Maila’s place transferring 
ownership of the Arizona land under NRCP 70; 

6. For an AWARD of Attorney’s fees and cost; and 

7. For such further relief as the Court feels is appropriate. 

This motion is made based upon the attached Memorandum of Points and 

Authorities, exhibits, all of the pleadings and papers on file herein, and the 

arguments of counsel at any hearing on this matter.  

 Dated this 23rd of April, 2025. Nevada Family Law Group 

      __________________________ 
Marilyn A. Caston, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
JordanG@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 

 Attorney for Paulino Gomez 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

 
I. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

The parties to this action recently appeared before the Court on February 19, 

2025, regarding Maila’s Motion to Alter or Amend Findings, et al and Paulino’s 

Opposition and Countermotion thereto.  While Paulino appreciates and respects the 

Court’s recent thoughtful Decision, there are a few potential clerical issues and 

unclear portions which must be reconsidered and/or clarified to ensure the Parties 

understand their duties and obligations under the same.   

Therefore, in order to avoid the potential for successive amended pleadings, 

Paulino asks that this Court reconsider its April 8, 2025 Order After Hearing, prior to 

issuing an Amended Divorce Decree, pursuant to MASONRY AND TILE 

CONTRACTORS v. JOLLEY, URGA & WORTH, 113 Nev. 737, 741 (1997), EDCR 

Rule 2.24 (b), NRCP 59.   

Furthermore, there are several key issues outlined below which are evading 

judicial review which desperately need this Court’s assistance to resolve. 

This Motion follows. 

A. Missing PCI Auctions Checks 

It is unclear why the Court allocated 100% of the missing PCI auction checks 

(for $22,308.47 and $9,206.68 respectively) to Paulino’s side of the Marital Balance 

Sheet without any discission or findings supporting this change.  The original Marital 

Balance Sheet attached to December 19, 2024 Divorce Decree equally divided this 
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amount between the Parties which is equitable and fair as each party is owed 50% of 

those missing funds.  However, to be clear, Paulino does not have access to that 

money.   

Furthermore, at the time of February 19, 2025 Hearing, Undersigned Counsel’s 

office had been in communication with Anthony Fontana from PCI Auctions and was 

in discussions to potentially recover those missing auction proceed checks.   

However, following that hearing, those discussions broke down and Mr. 

Fontana has indicated that he has no intention of turning over those missing monies 

to either party.  Mr. Fontana has indicated that his refusal is based upon issues such as 

those he testified to during the 2024 Financial Trial such as Maila repeatedly halting 

or interfering with the auctions that led to the diminution in the value. Therefore, Mr. 

Fontana currently believes for him to be adequately compensated for the work done, 

he should keep the money that he has in his possession. 

Maila’s counsel has been apprised of this situation before and the need for 

parties to likely work together to attempt any recovery of these monies, but Maila and 

her Counsel continues to pretend that this is all Paulino’s fault and that they do not 

have to participate in any way. 

Therefore, the currently ordered Property Equalization Payment owed from 

Paulino to Maila is improperly inflated  by $15,757.58, representing one half of those 

missing auction checks, which should be split equally between the Parties on the 

Marital Balance Sheet. This money is potentially owed to the community but is not in 
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the possession or control of either party. This reduced the Property Equalization 

Payment owed from Paulino to Maila to $177,974.40. 

B. Sale of Remaining Inventory 

Unfortunately, Anthony Fontana from PCI Auctions is no longer cooperating 

with the Parties on the inventory resale issue and is no longer willing to sell the 

remaining property.  Following February 19, 2025, Hearing, Counsel for both Parties 

emailed Mr. Fontana or about March 4, 2025, and March 13, 2025, asking for 

confirmation of whether he would finish auctioning the remaining inventory items as 

indicated in the December 2024 Decree.  However, in a return email dated March 19, 

2025, Mr. Fontana stated unequivocally that he was not amenable to finish the 

auctions as follows;   

“I am writing to formally notify you that I will no longer be 
able to auction the inventory in my possession due to significant 
and irreparable damage sustained as a result of improper storage 
conditions. Specifically, the inventory, which includes electronic 
items, has been exposed to excessive moisture and extreme 
temperature fluctuations far beyond the manufacturer’s 
specifications. As a result: 

1. A substantial portion of the electronic inventory has 
suffered water damage, rendering it non-functional and unsafe for 
sale. 

2. The storage containers were not waterproof, leading to 
extensive mold contamination. This presents a serious liability risk, 
as exposure to mold could result in health hazards for consumers, 
potentially leading to illness or even death. 

3. Due to prolonged exposure to moisture and temperature 
extremes, the packaging of the items has deteriorated to a point 
where the products can no longer be represented or marketed as 
“new” in good faith. 
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Given these conditions, it is impossible to recover any costs 
associated with this inventory, let alone make a profit. Furthermore, 
the compromised condition of the products makes it infeasible and 
unethical to proceed with an auction. 

 
In light of these circumstances, I am unwilling to assume any 

further liability, costs, or obligations related to this inventory. As 
such, rather than pursuing my damages from the failure of the 
parties to effectively participate in the sale (an in fact tell me to 
cease and desist from any sales), I am prepared to offer all sides to 
walk away from the agreement without making any further 
payments by and between any parties. Please confirm receipt of this 
notice at your earliest convenience. 

 
Thanks, 

 
PCI Auctions West Coast” 

Thereafter, Undersigned Counsel’s office has contacted a local Estate Sale 

company (American Family Estates Sales) to potentially finish auctioning the items 

for the Parties.  American Family is located in the Mesquite area and has stated that 

they would take photos of the current inventory onsite and then promote the sale to 

the local community for a 30% commission.  Paulino desires to utilize this option in 

order to avoid any further degradation of the remaining inventory items which are 

currently being stored in exactly the same manner Maila established during the 

Parties’ marriage when she primarily ran the inventory resale business.  

Therefore, Undersigned Counsel reached out to Opposing Counsel via email 

on March 24, 2025, April 3, 2025 and April 11, 2025 asking to utilize an estate sale 

like service (such as American Family Sales) to finish liquidating the remaining 

inventory.  Maila and her Counsel never substantively responded.   
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However, Paulino is open to all options to quickly and equitably liquidate this 

outdated property and get the Parties’ the most liquid case as they can. 

C. Appreciation in Value of Maila’s Hawaiian Land 

The Court recently found that Maila used her separate funds portion of the 

former martial residence sale proceeds to purchase to a portion of land in Hawaii 

while this case was open.  However, while the funds from the former martial 

residence sale were distributed to each party, they had not been made separate 

property by any court order and were therefore still community funds pre-split by 

the parties.  

Specifically, the marital residence was sold on or about June 22, 2022, and the 

Hawaii land was purchased on or about August 18, 2022, for $38,000.  At that time, 

there was no order awarding parties any sole and separate property at the time of 

sale and subsequent land purchase.  Under Kogod, the community does not 

terminate before a written Divorce Decree and moreover, all property acquired after 

marriage by either spouse or both spouses is community property under NRS 

123.220 unless there is an exception.  

Further, Maila testified during the 2024 Financial Trial, as did her boyfriend 

Khanna, that she was putting in significant physical labor and efforts to build up the 

land, farm it and prepare it for other endeavors, which consequently improved the 

land and its value.  Maila and Kahana also testified at trial that they grew food on 
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the land which they sold at their “kornerstore” and/or bartered with around time.  

All of which indicates that this HI land purchase was not a passive acquisition.  

Therefore, while each party’s 50% of the former marital residence sale proceeds 

Maila was ultimately awarded in December 2024 Divorce Decree, those funds were 

still community property funds at the time that the Parties received it making 

anything purchased with-it community property subject to division by this Court.   

However, at the very least, in the alternative, the land’s appreciation from the 

$38,000 it was allegedly purchased for and the $58,000 it was proven to be worth at 

trial is subject to this Court’s equal distribution.  

D. Transferring AZ Land to Paulino 

Both Parties stipulated during this divorce action that Paulino and his mother 

should retain possession and ownership of the vacant AZ land post-divorce subject 

to Maila’s 1/3 interest.  Furthermore, the Court’s December 2024 Divorce Decree 

states that “IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Arizona land shall be awarded 

to Paulino with a value of $38,000, subject to Maila’s community property share.” 

[December 2024 Decree of Divorce page 31, lines 18-20]. 

Therefore, on or about March 4, 2025, Undersigned Counsel provided a 

Quitclaim Deed removing Maila’s ownership interest in the AZ land.  Maila and her 

Counsel waited three weeks to tell Undersigned Counsel that the version provided 

was only a “draft” version of the Quitclaim Deed on or about March 24, 2025.  

Nevertheless, although the correct version was supplied to Opposing Counsel via 
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email that same day, a signed deed transferring ownership of the AZ land has never 

been received from Maila or her Counsel.   

In fact, Opposing Counsel indicated in an email on or about April 3, 2025 that 

she was potentially advising her client not to comply with the Parties’ December 

2024 Divorce Decree because she was alternately “suspicious” of why Paulino 

wanted the Quitclaim Deed and because she mistakenly believed that the Court’s 

outstanding Order from the February 19th Hearing would somehow affect it. 

Now Maila through her counsel is stating by email “I do not see the urgency in 

transferring full title to this property into his aging mother’s name – a transfer which 

appears to go against all of the trial testimony regarding adding Paulino to property 

titles for estate planning purposes – and again reference the fact that Maila has not 

actually been paid for her interest in this property yet.  There is no order requiring 

her to sign such a deed, and no deadline provided by the Court.  It is typical practice 

for a party to execute such a deed upon being paid for their interest therein, a fact 

which has not yet occurred.”1 

Again, this transfer was stipulated in the divorce, ordered by this Court in the 

December 2024 Divorce Decree, and not affected by Maila’s January 2025 Motion 

to Reconsider.  Therefore, there is no excuse for Maila failing to turn over this signed 

document within the last 44 days that Paulino has been trying to obtain it. Paulino 

 
1 See Exhibit 1 Email April 22, 2025 
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therefore requests the court clarify when the deed must be signed by to effectuate 

the order. 

E. Further Noncompliance with the December 2024 Decree 

Maila was also ordered by this Court in the December 2024 Divorce Decree to 

pay Paulino monthly child support in the amount of $460.00 per month beginning 

on January 1, 2025.  However, Maila has refused to pay a single cent of this monthly 

support and now owes Paulino accumulated arrears for the past four months in a 

minimum amount of $1,840.00 excluding applicable interest. Her most recent 

response to a demand for payment is “Maila does not have the money to pay because 

the funds awarded to her in the prior orders of the court have not been paid to her 

yet.  I do not believe there is a dispute that the funds Paulino has not yet paid to 

Maila far exceed those owed by Maila to Paulino”.2 

Conversely, as usual, Paulino is in compliance with the Court’s December 19, 

2024 Divorce Decree.  Specifically, even though there is no payment due date in the 

Parties’ Decree, Paulino recently furnished Maila a check for the $9,036 in travel 

cost reimbursement, as ordered, with a Receipt of Check filed on the record to 

evidence the same on or about April 14, 2025.  Maila simply has no intention of 

following court orders that she does not like and instead continues to come up with 

excuse after excuse for her noncompliance but then demands absolute strict 

adherence to those that she likes. Paulino has no further ability to furnish Maila with 

 
2 See Exhibit 1 Email April 22, 2025 
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any additional funds to satisfy the large Property Equalization Payment unless and 

until the remaining inventory is liquidated, the missing auction checks are acquired, 

and/or the UT land is sold as the court is well aware after exhaustively review the 

financials. 

F. Reducing the Property Equalization Payment to Judgment 

The concern here is that all available community property assets have already 

been found to have certain values by the Court and those ordered values assessed in 

the Marital Balance Sheet to whoever’s possession the item is in.   However, if Maila 

is allowed to execute on the Amended Decree and seize/liquidate assets assigned to 

Paulino by reducing the property equalization payment to judgment, it will create 

an accounting nightmare and a clear unfair imbalance in Maila’s favor.   

For example, Paulino was assessed $68,600 for a 2007 Ford Mustang Shelby 

in his possession on the Marital Balance Sheet attached to the Divorce Decree.  If 

Maila executes on that property, she can sell it for $1,000 to a friend or acquaintance, 

and then turn around and only deduct $1,000 from the total Property Equalization 

Payment that Paulino owes her despite having received an asset worth $68,600.  This 

will not only financially cripple Paulino but cause Maila to receive an unanticipated 

and unfair windfall.  

Consequently, allowing Maila carte blanche to execute against Paulino’s 

separate property willy nilly, with no oversight or clarification, will create an 
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accounting discrepancy heavily skewed in her favor and render this divorce 

inequitable.   

What it is believed the court intended is that after the Utah property and the 

remaining inventory is sold that if there still remained a balance that could be 

reduced to a judgement but again if it is used to seize assets the Court assigned to 

Paulino for a certain value than the distribution that the Court made will be altered 

giving Maila a unfair windfall as stated above. 

Furthermore, there were no specific findings in the February 19, 2025, Order 

which indicate why it is necessary to amend this Court’s holding in the original 

December 2024 Divorce Decree.  Specifically, that Order held that Paulino was to 

pay Maila the property equalization payment from the sale of the remaining 

inventory items and/or the UT land.   

Furthermore, it has recently come to light via communications between 

Counsel that Maila’s intention is to attempt to charge Paulino statutory interest on 

the property equalization payment from the date of the judgment to receipt.  Surely 

the Court did not intend to have this result, especially when the Court specified in 

the December 2024 Decree that the property equalization payment should come 

from future sales.3 

It is no secret that Paulino is financially tapped out and has no remaining cash 

reserves to send Maila.  Therefore, it is unclear why the Court would amend this 

 
3 See Exhibit 1 Email April 22, 2025 
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holding. Therefore, Paulino request the court to clarify or reconsider the judgment 

order in light of the potential issues. 

G. Verizon Reimbursement Issue 

This Court recently held in the April 8, 2025 Order that because Paulino never 

listed the monthly Verizon cell phone bill on his personal FDF list of expenses, it 

would be deemed a business expense.  However, the Court did not recognize the claim 

this opens against Maila for Unjust Enrichment by receiving 36 months of free cell 

phone usage on a business line when she was no longer employed by that business as 

of March 2022.   

Therefore, Paulino requests an offset from the property equalization payment 

he owes Maila representing 100% of the monies paid on Maila’s behalf for her cell 

phone bill.  This amount can be calculated at a monthly rate of $58.88 for her line and 

device covering March 2022 through February 2025 at 36 months, or $2,119.68 total. 

II. LEGAL ARGUMENT / COUNTERMOTION 

A. EDCR 5.501 COMPLIANCE 

In addition to the above, Undersigned Counsel emailed Opposing Counsel on 

or about Friday April 11, 2025, outlining all outstanding case issues and seeking to 

resolve the same outside of Court intervention. As time was of the essence to present 

these issues to the Court prior to an Amended Decree of Divorce issuing, 

Undersigned Counsel asked for a response on or before Wednesday April 16, 2025.  
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Opposing Counsel responded on April 22, 2025 where it was clear there was no 

progress made in addressing the issues. 

Therefore, Paulino has met his obligation under EDCR 5.501 to attempt 

resolution outside of Court prior to bringing a Motion.  

B. TIMELINESS. 
 

Pursuant to EDCR Rule 2.24 (b), a party seeking reconsideration of a ruling of 

the Court, (except pursuant to N.R.C.P. 50(b), 52(b), 59 or 60), must file a motion 

within 14 days after service of written notice. Similarly, a motion to amend judgment 

under NRCP 59 must be brought within 28 days after service of written notice. 

Here, the Order After February 19, 2025 Hearing was filed in the record on or 

about April 8, 2025, and noticed out to all involved Parties on or about April 9, 2025. 

Therefore, this motion is brought timely. 

C. MOTION TO RECONSIDER APRIL 8, 2025 ORDER AND OR 
MOTION TO CLARIFY. 

 
  As indicated above, there are a few clerical issues and unclear portions of this 

Court’s recent Paril 8, 2025 Order which must be reconsidered and/or clarified to 

ensure the Parties understand their duties and obligations under the same.  

Therefore, Paulino asks that this Court reconsider portions of its April 8, 2025 Order 

as more fully explained below. 

1. Legal Standard  

District courts may reconsider a previously decided issue if substantially 

different evidence is subsequently introduced or the decision is clearly erroneous. 
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MASONRY AND TILE CONTRACTORS v. JOLLEY, URGA & WORTH, 113 Nev. 

737, 741, 941 P.2d 486 (1997).  

Regarding determination whether a decision is "clearly erroneous," it is limited 

to objective circumstances wherein there has been: (1) a material error in findings 

of facts; (2) a mistake in law; and/or (3) the decision is unsupported by substantial 

evidence or made against the clear weight of evidence. RUSSELL v. THOMPSON, 

96 Nev. 830, FN 2 (1980). 

In this case, certain portions of the Court’s April 8, 2025 Order have material 

errors and/or mistakes in law, as further explored below. 

2. Legal Analysis 

In this case, certain findings made by the Court in its September 2, 2020 

Decision and Order After Evidentiary Hearing have material errors based on the 

evidence presented and/or mistakes in law.  Said Court decisions are clearly 

erroneous as more fully explained below. 

i. Missing PCI Checks 

There was no evidence presented during the 2024 Financial Trial, or the 

February 19, 2025 Hearing, nor any moving papers to date, that Paulino has 

possession or control of either of the missing checks from Anthony Fontana at PCI 

Auctions.  Nevertheless, Paulino was assessed 100% of those monies on his side 

of the ledger in the Marital Balance Sheet attached to the Court’s April 8, 2025 
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Order.  This error unfairly inflates the new Property Equalization Payment owed 

from him to Maila by $15,757.58. 

In reality, either one, or both, of the Parties can pursue Breach of Contact and 

other assorted claims against Anthony Fontana to recover those monies but by no 

stretch of the imagination should they be assessed 100% to Paulino. 

Therefore, this finding was made against the weight of the evidence presented 

and is therefore clearly erroneous.  Paulino requests that instead, the Court modify 

this section to match what it originally did in the December 2024 Decree wherein 

each party is assessed half of each check, or $15,757.58 total. 

Furthermore, it is no longer possible to finish liquidating the remaining 

inventory items through Anthony Fontana as originally ordered in the December 

2024 Decree as indicated above.  Therefore, Paulino requests permission from this 

Court to finish liquidating those items through American Family Estate Sales, at a 

30% commission rate, with each party receiving 50% of the net proceeds. 

ii. Verizon Reimbursement  

As indicated above, the Court held that the combined Verizon account was a 

business expense and that Maila’s personal number, and line should be immediately 

removed from the same.  However, the Court did not finish the analysis presented 

by the relevant evidence which was not controverted.  Specifically, Paulino’s sole 

and separate business covered Maila’s personal cell phone bill on its business for 36 

months at a rate of $58.55 per month, or $2,119.68 total.  
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Therefore, Paulino requests that he be given an offset from the total property 

equalization payment due to Maila for this reimbursement in the amount of 

$2,119.68. 

iii. Appreciation in Value of Maila’s Hawaiian Land 

As indicated above, per Kogod and NRS 123.220 the Court should revert to 

its original distribution between the Parties related to this issue.  Conversely, in the 

alternative, the Court should at the very least equally divide the increase in value 

for the land. 

Therefore, Paulino’s request for this Court to amend and/or clarify its recent 

April 8, 2025 Order After February 19, 2025 Hearing should be GRANTED.  

iv. Reducing the Property Equalization Payment to Judgment 

While it is true that Paulino did not originally oppose the Court’s final holdings 

being reduced to judgement in this case, this was essentially a mistaken position.  

Furthermore, had the Court invited discussion on this topic at the time of the 

February 19, 2025 Hearing, this issue could have been clarified.    Instead, it escaped 

notice until the Paril 8, 2025 Order was issued. 

Therefore, Paulino does now request that the Court reconsider and/or clarify 

this holding for the reasons outlined above in this motion, i.e. that it will create an 

accounting discrepancy between the asset values assigned to Paulino on the Marital 

Balance Sheet and the pennies on the dollar sales prices Maila will inevitably 

liquidate the property for. 
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v. Revised Property Equalization Payment 

Therefore, based upon the foregoing factual and legal analysis, Paulino requests 

that the final property Equalization Payment due from him to Maila be reduced in the 

following fashion;  

    $193,732.18 per April 8, 2025 Order 

- $29,000  ½ of HI Land Value; 

- $15,757.58 Missing Auction Checks 

-    $2,119.68 Verizon Offset 

- $146,854.90 Corrected Property Equalization Payment from Paulino to 

Maila 

 Paulino further requests that he not be ordered to pay this amount unless and 

until the remaining inventory items are sold and/or the UT land is sold. 

D. PAULINO SHOULD BE AWARDED HIS ATTORNEY'S FEES 
AND COSTS. 

 
A party seeking attorney’s fees must first state the legal authority for an award 

of attorney’s fees, then justify such an award pursuant to the four factors laid out in 

Brunzell v. Golden State Nat. Bank.4 The Court must also consider the relative 

income of the parties as this is a domestic case.5  No one element should predominate 

 
4 Miller v. Wilfong, 121 Nev. 619, 623, 119 P.3d 727, 730 (2005). 
5 Miller, 121 Nev. at 623-24, 119 P.3d at 730.   
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or be given undue weight.6  The party must also discuss the disparity in income 

pursuant to Wright v. Osburn.7  

Here, The Court has authority under EDCR 5.219 to grant Paulino 

reimbursement for his reasonable attorney’s fees and costs.  Specifically, that rule 

states; 

EDCR 5.219: 

“Sanctions may be imposed against a party, counsel, or other 
person, after notice and an opportunity to be heard, for unexcused 
intentional or negligent conduct including but not limited to:  

(a) Presenting a position that is obviously frivolous, 
unnecessary, or unwarranted;  
(b) Multiplying the proceedings in a case so as to increase costs 
unreasonably and vexatiously;  
(c) Failing to prepare for a proceeding;  
(d) Failing to appear for a proceeding;  
(e) Failing or refusing to comply with these rules; or  
(f) Failing or refusing to comply with any order or directive of 
the court.  

(Emphasis added) 
 
 

Furthermore, the Court should award Paulino attorney’s fees and costs for 

having to bring this motion due to Maila’s insistence on intentionally and willfully 

increasing the costs of litigation without valid basis in law or fact.  Furthermore, 

Maila is not in compliance with the Court’s December 19, 2024 Divorce Decree  

which made this motion necessary. 

 
6 Brunzell v. Golden State Nat. Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969). 
7 Wright v. Osburn, 114 Nev. 1367, 970 P.2d 1071 (1998). The Court noted the unpublished case confirming this 
requirement, Tamules v. Knight, No. 81452-COA, 2020 WL 7181371, December 4, 2020.  See also Miller v. Wilfong, 
121 Nev. 619, 622 119 P.3d 727, 729 (2005). 
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 In determining the reasonableness of the fees to be awarded, the Court must 

analyze the following: 

• The qualities of the advocate: his ability, training, education, experience, 
professional standing, and skill; 

• The character of the work to be done: its difficulty, intricacy, importance, 
the time and skill required, the responsibility imposed, and the prominence 
and character of the parties where they affect the importance of the 
litigation; 

• The work actually performed by the lawyer: the skill, time, and attention 
given to the work; and 

• The result: whether the attorney was successful and what benefits were 
derived.8 

The Court must also consider the relative income of the parties as this is a 

domestic case.9 No one element should predominate or be given undue weight.10  

As to the Brunzell factors, under the first factor, Undersigned Counsel has been 

practicing in Nevada for over fifteen years and has handled numerous domestic 

cases, including many cases before this Court. Counsel’s fees of $425.00 per hour 

are in line with the industry standard for attorneys with Counsel’s training and 

experience. Thus, Counsel’s qualifications weigh in favor of awarding attorney’s 

fees under Brunzell.   

 
8 See Brunzell v. Golden State Nat. Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969); see also Miller v. Wilfong, 121 
Nev. 619, 623-24, 119 P.3d 727, 730 (2005).  
9 Miller, 121 Nev. at 623-24, 119 P.3d at 730.  
10 Bruznell, 85 Nev. at 349, 455 P.2d at 33. 
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All substantive work done in this matter was and will be done by Attorney Caston 

and not by an assistant or paralegal, though the assistants and paralegals also 

performed important work. For example, Samantha Duome, a graduate of the UNLV 

Paralegal Certificate Program and a paralegal in a family law practice of more than 

9 years, contributed to the case in several non-substantive ways. The fees associated 

with their work, at $175 per hour, is well in line with fees charged of similar 

experience and ability. 

Under factor two, the character of the work performed also weighs in favor of 

granting fees, as the work performed, and skill required, is equivalent to that of an 

attorney experienced in family court matters including drafting, negotiating and oral 

arguments necessitated by the issues.  

Under factor three, Paulino’s counsel will provide evidence of the work actually 

performed by a memorandum of fees and costs with exhibits upon the Court’s 

request. Factor four, the result reached, that remains to be seen.  However, the 

Undersigned Counsel is confident that this Court will force Maila to comply with 

its December 19, 2024 Divorce Decree and/or grant the other relief requested in this 

motion and therefore, it is highly likely that Paulino will be the prevailing party here.  

This will also weigh in favor of granting fees and costs under Brunzell. 

With respect to the relative income of the Parties, as indicated above, they are 

not overly disparate and therefore do not preclude a modest award to Paulino for 

having to respond to Maila’s latest frivolous motion. 
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Therefore, Paulino requests that Maila be ordered to pay 100% of his reasonable 

attorney’s fees and costs associated with bringing this motion. 

III. CONCLUSION 

 WHEREFORE, based upon the foregoing, Paulino prays for the following: 

1. To RECONSIDER the Court’s April 8, 2025 Order, prior to issuing an 
Amended Divorce Decree, as clearly erroneous pursuant to MASONRY 
AND TILE CONTRACTORS v. JOLLEY, URGA & WORTH, 113 Nev. 737, 
741 (1997) and EDCR Rule 2.24 (b); 

2. For an Order CLARIFYING portion of the Court’s April 8, 2025 Order 
under and/or for additional findings under NRCP 52(b); 

3. For Equitable Relief from the April 8, 2025 Order under NRCP 60(a) 
and/or NRCP 60(b); 

4. For an Order ALLOWING Paulino to finish liquidating the remaining 
inventory through an estate sale service; 

5. For an Order allowing the Court Clerk to sign in Maila’s place transferring 
ownership of the Arizona land under NRCP 70; 

6. For an AWARD of Attorney’s fees and cost; and 

7. For such further relief as the Court feels is appropriate. 

 
Dated this 23rd of April, 2025. Nevada Family Law Group 

 

      __________________________ 
Marilyn A. Caston, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
JordanG@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 

 Attorney for Paulino Gomez 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on the 23rd day of April, 2025, I served a true and correct 

copy of Plaintiff’s MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THE COURT’S 

APRIL 8, 2025, ORDER AND OTHER RELATED RELIEF pursuant to NRCP 

5(b), by the following means: 

 
[ X ] by electronic service, pursuant to NEFCR 9, to be electronically served 

through the Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic filing system; 
and/or 

  
[   ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in 

a sealed envelope upon which first class postage was prepaid in 
Henderson, Nevada; and/or 

 
[   ] by sending the same via facsimile pursuant to EDCR 7.26 (the consent for 

which was previously established); and/or 
 
[  ] electronically delivered via email pursuant to EDCR 8.05 (the consent for 

which was previously established); 
 
 
Corinne Price, Esq.  
8965 S. Pecos Rd. Suite 9 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 

   Attorney for Defendant 

 
 

 
 

An Employee of NEVADA FAMILY LAW 
GROUP  
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MOFI 
 

DISTRICT COURT OF NEVADA 
CLARK COUNTY  

 
PAULINO GOMEZ,  

 
                                          Plaintiff, 

 
vs. 
 

MAILA LIKUA, 
 
                                          Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-22-643298-D 
 

DEPT. NO: O 
 

FAMILY COURT MOTION/OPPOSITION 
FEE INFORMATION SHEET (NRS 
19.0312) 

Notice: Motions and Oppositions filed after entry of a final order issued pursuant to NRS 1215, 125B or 125C are 
subject to the reopen filing fee of $25, unless specifically excluded by NRS 19.0312. Additionally, Motions and 
Oppositions filed in cases initiated by joint petition maybe subject to an additional filing fee of $129 or $57 in 
accordance with Senate Bill 388 of the 2015 Legislative Session. 
 
Step 1. Select either the $25 or $0 filing fee in the box below. 

$25 Motion/Opp being filed with this form is subject to the $25 reopen fee. 
or 

$0 The Motion/Opp being file with this form is not subject to the $25 reopen fee because: 
 

Motion/Opp being filed before final Divorce/Custody Decree entered 
 

Motion/Opp being filed is solely Child Support Modification ONLY 
 
Motion/Opp being filed is for Reconsideration or a New Trial and is being filed within 10 days 
after a final judgment or decree was entered. The final order was entered on ________________. 
 
Other Excluded Motion ___________________________ 

Step 2. Select the $0, $129, or $57 filing fee in the box below. 
$0 The Motion/Opp being filed with this form is not subject to the $129 or the $57 fee because: 
The Motion/Opp is being filed in a case that was not initiated by joint petition. 
The party filing the Motion/Opp previously paid a fee of $129 or $57. 

or 
$129 The Motion being filed with this form is subject to the $129 fee because it is a motion to 
modify, adjust or enforce a final order. 

or 
$57 The Motion/Opp being filed with this form is subject to the $57 fee because it is an opposition 
to a motion to modify, adjust or enforce a final order, or it is a motion and the opposing party has 
already paid a fee of $129. 

Step 3. Add the filing fees from Step 1 and Step 2. 
The total filing fee for the motion/opp I am filing with this form is: 
       $0 $25 $57 $82 $129 $154 
Dated this 23rd day of April, 2025 

/s/ Jordan M. Garcia, Esq.  
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EXHS 
Jordan Garcia, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No., 12374 
Marilyn Caston, Esq.  
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
NEVADA FAMILY LAW GROUP 
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, NV 89052 
Ph:(702) 910-4300 
Fax: (702) 910-4303 
JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff,  
Paulino Gomez 
 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
*** 

PAULINO GOMEZ, 
   
 Plaintiff, 
  
 vs. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
   

              Defendant. 

Case No.: D-22-643298-D 

Dept. No.: O 

EXHIBITS TO MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION OF THE 
COURT’S APRIL 8, 2025, ORDER 
AND OTHER RELATED RELIEF 

Plaintiff, Paulino Gomez, by and through his attorney of record, Jordan Garcia, 

Esq., of NEVADA FAMILY LAW GROUP, LLC, hereby submits his EXHIBITS TO 

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THE COURT’S APRIL 8, 2025, 

ORDER AND OTHER RELATED RELIEF 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

J 5335



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

 

 

 

 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
EXHIBITS  

 
 

 

-2- 

 

 

Exh. Document Bates No. 

1 Emails between counsel PLT-0001-0007 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

DATED this 23rd day of April 2025 NEVADA FAMILY LAW GROUP, LLC  

  

 
Marilyn Caston, Esq. 

Nevada Bar No.: 11654 
Attorney for Plaintiff,  
Paulino Gomez 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the 23rd day of April 2025, I served a true and correct copy 

of EXHIBITS TO MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THE COURT’S APRIL 

8, 2025, ORDER AND OTHER RELATED RELIEF, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), by the 

following means: 

[    ] by electronic service, pursuant to NEFCR 9, to be electronically served 
through the Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic filing system, with 
the date and time of the electronic service substituted for the date and place 
of deposit in the U.S. Mail; and/or 

  
[    ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in 

a sealed envelope upon which first class postage was prepaid in 
Henderson, Nevada; and/or 

 
[     ] by sending the same via facsimile pursuant to EDCR 7.26 (the consent for 

which was previously established); and/or 
 
[  X  ] electronically delivered via email pursuant to EDCR 8.05 (the consent for 

which was previously established); 
 

Corinne Price, Esq.  
8965 S. Pecos Rd. Suite 9 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 

   Attorney for Defendant  

 
 

 
 
 
  
________________________________________ 
An Employee of NEVADA FAMILY LAW 

GROUP  
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From: Marilyn Caston
To: Corinne Price; Mike Carman
Cc: Melissa Goodwin; Jordan Garcia
Subject: RE: EDCR 5.501 Communication
Date: Tuesday, April 22, 2025 5:22:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Corinne,
 
Please see my responses to yours in blue below;
 

Even if the Court finds that Maila’s purchase of the HI land was from her sole and
separate property money, she still must divide the increase in value during the
marriage as community property as she did with Paulino’s business;  I disagree. 
With the Court finding that the purchase of the property was with her sole and
separate property distribution from the sale of the marital residence, the rents,
issues and profits and increase in value thereof would all be her separate property. 
There was no evidence submitted establishing that any increase in the value of the
property during marriage was due to her labor or efforts.  Maila testified multiple
times to her personal efforts invested in the HI farmland with sowing, growing and
harvesting food and then using that food in the kornerstore and to barter around
town.  A did Kahanna.  We renew our request.
Judge McConnell accidentally allocated 100% of the missing inventory PCI auction
checks to Paulino’s side of the MBS instead of splitting it all 50/50;  I do not believe
this was an accident.  Paulino was the sole party to that contract and it was
executed without Maila’s authorization or consent.  Any enforcement efforts needed
to obtain these checks from PCI auction could only be raised by Paulino as the sole
party to the contract.  This was therefore appropriately placed on Paulino’s side of
the MBS.  You cannot have it both way.  Either Paulino was the sole party to that
contract and could sell what he wanted, how he wanted, pursuant to a valid court
order, or Maila has to be involved in the process.  In fact, Maila maliciously interfered
with those sales incessantly to the point they are still not fully liquidated which led
to PCI believing that the original contract had been breached and refusing to turn
over the checks. Furthermore, the Court outright rejected Maila’s claim at trial that
Paulino be assessed any potential loss in revenue or value related to liquidating the
inventory items and therefore it makes no sense that she would assign 100% of
those imaginary non-received funds to him. We renew our request.
There must be an offset to Paulino on his side of the MBS representing the three
years he covered Maila’s cell phone bill on his business account in a minimum
amount of $2,119.68; and  Again, we disagree.  The court found that Paulino had
listed this as a business expense, and not a personal expense.  Paulino had included
his as a legitimate business expense in the valuations completed by both experts. 
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The court specifically denied this request in the new order.  The Court only opined
that it was a business debt, she did not address whether it was unjust enrichment
for Maila to benefit for three years’ time from a business expense paid by Paulino’s
sole and separate business. We renew our request.
We need clarification on the issue of reducing the property equalization payment
being reduced to judgment, such as how valuation for execution purposes would
work, and whether any such remedies need to wait until after the UT land and
remaining inventory are sold first.  I’m not quite sure what you are asking for here. 
Maila is entitled to her interest in the property / property equalization award
immediately as of the court’s distribution.  Any delays in her actual receipt of these
funds would be subject to the current legal interest rate for judgments.  If you are
asking me to provide a calculator which provide the daily interest which is accruing, I
can provide you with the website that I utilize or run an MLaw calculation for you. 
Otherwise, what clarification are you seeking?  That is NOT accurate.  The standing
Divorce Decree Judgment states that the property equalization payment is to come
from the sale of the inventory proceeds and/or the UT land sales.  There was no
language that it had to be paid immediately or that Maila was entitled to interest as a
result of any delay in receiving those funds.  I am continually at a loss why you and
your client keep insisting on this argument. You have not identified any amounts due
to Maila that Paulino has not paid.  We renew our request.

 
Additionally, the following outstanding issues need resolution which would be brought up in a
motion as well;
 

We need clarity on how to divide the remaining inventory items as your office still
has not confirmed that we can have the estate sale company come and complete
the liquidation;  We accepted Paulino’s offer of paying $25,000 to Maila as her one-
half interest in the remaining inventory.  I remain unclear as to why is now being
rejected by Paulino – did he not sincerely believe this was a fair offer as presented in
the Opposition filed 1/30/25?  If so, why would it not be reciprocated?  I hope you will
agree that it would be far better to have this property awarded to one party who is
solely in charge of the liquidation, rather than have this as a continued source of
conflict and contention between the parties.  As Maila is in Hawaii and cannot travel,
and as all of these items are located in Mesquite and on Paulino’s business
property, it only makes sense for Paulino to maintain possession.  I believe the only
argument here would be the amount of the payout, but I trusted that this issue was
solved by your/his representations to the Court that 25K was a fair value for one-half
of the remaining items.  If this is no longer the case, please explain what has
changed since January. I have already addressed this in previous communications. 
That was not an offer to Maila, that was an option for the Court to select.  The Court
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declined and we have moved on.  What is Maila’s good faith basis for resisting the
items being liquidated through the estate sales company?  You have failed to
provide any response on this request although we’ve made it multiple times.  We
renew our request.
Maila has not paid a cent of child support and currently owes Paulino $1,840
exclusive of applicable interest; and  Maila does not have the money to pay because
the funds awarded to her in the prior orders of the court have not been paid to her
yet.  I do not believe there is a dispute that the funds Paulino has not yet paid to
Maila far exceed those owed by Maila to Paulino.  I thought we had previously agreed
to offset these amounts when the Utah property sold.  If this is not correct, please
advise.  There has never been any agreement for Maila not to pay child support.  We
indicated previously that we might be interested in an offset but communications
thereafter immediately broke down.  We do not believe Maila’s bald assertions that
she cannot afford to pay this court ordered support and therefore we renew our
request.
Maila still has not signed and mailed the required form to transfer title of the AZ land
which was sent to your office on March 24th.  As you are aware, Maila is in the last
stages of her at risk pregnancy and has been back and forth in the hospital.  While I
understand a general desire to tie up loose ends, I do not see the urgency in
transferring full title to this property into his aging mother’s name – a transfer which
appears to go against all of the trial testimony regarding adding Paulino to property
titles for estate planning purposes – and again reference the fact that Maila has not
actually been paid for her interest in this property yet.  There is no order requiring her
to sign such a deed, and no deadline provided by the Court.  It is typical practice for
a party to execute such a deed upon being paid for their interest therein, a fact which
has not yet occurred.  My understanding is that Maila had the baby some time ago
and is even home from the hospital after an extended stay due to some neonatal
concerns with the child.  In light of Maila thinking she has an actionable judgment,
this issue is very urgent.  That property was awarded to Paulino and his mother in the
divorce and Maila has no good faith excuse is to immediately comply with
transferring that ownership.  We renew our request.

 
My office has been repeatedly in contact with your office regarding the reissuance of the check
to Maila for the 9K in travel reimbursement, however no answer has yet been received.  Again,
it is requested that the check be reissued to Carman & Price so that we can deposit the funds
to her trust account.  Since the check was issued from your office and your firm’s trust
account, it is believed this is a quick and simple request.  If there is a reason why the check
cannot be reissued, please let me know.  Otherwise, I will send a runner to your office
tomorrow morning at 10 a.m. to pick up the new check and return the old one to your office for
your records.  We are not amenable to this request.  Specifically, Paulino was ordered to pay
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Maila those monies as the travel reimbursement in the 2024 Divorce Decree. Not only would it
alleviate Maila’s perpetual cried of poverty, but also because your office has repeatedly
accused ours of financial malfeasance, among other sordid claims, we want a clear record
that our client paid yours the amounts due and owing under the Decree.  Therefore, we will not
be honoring this request.

It does not appear that there is any common ground between the Parties on the issues I
raised.  Time is unfortunately of the essence as a Motion to Reconsider must be filed within 14
days of notice of the Court’s April 8, 2025 Order.  Therefore, we will unfortunately have to move
forward with the motion to involve the Court in this matter ASAP.

Thank you.

Marilyn A. Caston, Esq.
760 Coronado Center Drive
Henderson, Nevada 89052
702 910 4300 TEL
702 910 4303 FAX
www.nevadafamilylaw.com

From: Corinne Price <corinne@nvfamilylaw.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2025 2:55 PM
To: Marilyn Caston <marilync@nevadafamilylaw.com>; Mike Carman <mike@nvfamilylaw.com>
Cc: Melissa Goodwin <melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com>; Jordan Garcia
<jordang@nevadafamilylaw.com>
Subject: RE: EDCR 5.501 Communication

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good afternoon,

Sorry for the delay in response.  As Mike indicated earlier, my grandmother (99 ½ years old,
bless her soul!) was having some difficulties and we had to get to Canada to help out.  She’s
my last grandmother left (as you may recall from prior hearings) so I truly and sincerely
appreciate the additional time.  My responses are below in purple:

Corinne M. Price, Esq.
CARMAN & PRICE
Family Law Attorneys
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9
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Henderson, NV 89074
T:  (702) 384-8900
F:  (702) 384-6900
 
From: Marilyn Caston <marilync@nevadafamilylaw.com> 
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2025 4:29 PM
To: Corinne Price <corinne@nvfamilylaw.com>; Mike Carman <mike@nvfamilylaw.com>
Cc: Melissa Goodwin <melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com>; Jordan Garcia
<jordang@nevadafamilylaw.com>
Subject: EDCR 5.501 Communication

 
Hi Mike / Corrine,
 
We’ve had a chance to process the recent Order After Feb 19th Hearing issued by Judge
McConnell and there are a couple of issues created by it which must be immediately
addressed.  Specifically;
 

Even if the Court finds that Maila’s purchase of the HI land was from her sole and
separate property money, she still must divide the increase in value during the
marriage as community property as she did with Paulino’s business;  I disagree. 
With the Court finding that the purchase of the property was with her sole and
separate property distribution from the sale of the marital residence, the rents,
issues and profits and increase in value thereof would all be her separate property. 
There was no evidence submitted establishing that any increase in the value of the
property during marriage was due to her labor or efforts. 
Judge McConnell accidentally allocated 100% of the missing inventory PCI auction
checks to Paulino’s side of the MBS instead of splitting it all 50/50;  I do not believe
this was an accident.  Paulino was the sole party to that contract and it was
executed without Maila’s authorization or consent.  Any enforcement efforts needed
to obtain these checks from PCI auction could only be raised by Paulino as the sole
party to the contract.  This was therefore appropriately placed on Paulino’s side of
the MBS.
There must be an offset to Paulino on his side of the MBS representing the three
years he covered Maila’s cell phone bill on his business account in a minimum
amount of $2,119.68; and  Again, we disagree.  The court found that Paulino had
listed this as a business expense, and not a personal expense.  Paulino had included
his as a legitimate business expense in the valuations completed by both experts. 
The court specifically denied this request in the new order.
We need clarification on the issue of reducing the property equalization payment
being reduced to judgment, such as how valuation for execution purposes would

PLT-0005J 5342



work, and whether any such remedies need to wait until after the UT land and
remaining inventory are sold first.  I’m not quite sure what you are asking for here. 
Maila is entitled to her interest in the property / property equalization award
immediately as of the court’s distribution.  Any delays in her actual receipt of these
funds would be subject to the current legal interest rate for judgments.  If you are
asking me to provide a calculator which provide the daily interest which is accruing, I
can provide you with the website that I utilize or run an MLaw calculation for you. 
Otherwise, what clarification are you seeking?

 
Additionally, the following outstanding issues need resolution which would be brought up in a
motion as well;
 

We need clarity on how to divide the remaining inventory items as your office still
has not confirmed that we can have the estate sale company come and complete
the liquidation;  We accepted Paulino’s offer of paying $25,000 to Maila as her one-
half interest in the remaining inventory.  I remain unclear as to why is now being
rejected by Paulino – did he not sincerely believe this was a fair offer as presented in
the Opposition filed 1/30/25?  If so, why would it not be reciprocated?  I hope you will
agree that it would be far better to have this property awarded to one party who is
solely in charge of the liquidation, rather than have this as a continued source of
conflict and contention between the parties.  As Maila is in Hawaii and cannot travel,
and as all of these items are located in Mesquite and on Paulino’s business
property, it only makes sense for Paulino to maintain possession.  I believe the only
argument here would be the amount of the payout, but I trusted that this issue was
solved by your/his representations to the Court that 25K was a fair value for one-half
of the remaining items.  If this is no longer the case, please explain what has
changed since January.

Maila has not paid a cent of child support and currently owes Paulino $1,840
exclusive of applicable interest; and  Maila does not have the money to pay because the
funds awarded to her in the prior orders of the court have not been paid to her yet.  I do not
believe there is a dispute that the funds Paulino has not yet paid to Maila far exceed those
owed by Maila to Paulino.  I thought we had previously agreed to offset these amounts
when the Utah property sold.  If this is not correct, please advise. 

Maila still has not signed and mailed the required form to transfer title of the AZ land
which was sent to your office on March 24th.  As you are aware, Maila is in the last
stages of her at risk pregnancy and has been back and forth in the hospital.  While I
understand a general desire to tie up loose ends, I do not see the urgency in
transferring full title to this property into his aging mother’s name – a transfer which
appears to go against all of the trial testimony regarding adding Paulino to property
titles for estate planning purposes – and again reference the fact that Maila has not
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actually been paid for her interest in this property yet.  There is no order requiring her
to sign such a deed, and no deadline provided by the Court.  It is typical practice for
a party to execute such a deed upon being paid for their interest therein, a fact which
has not yet occurred.

Time is of the essence here so please respond to us on these issues by next week
Wednesday April 16th with any stipulations your client is willing to allow or we will have to
move forward with a Motion to Reconsider before the Court.

My office has been repeatedly in contact with your office regarding the reissuance of the check
to Maila for the 9K in travel reimbursement, however no answer has yet been received.  Again,
it is requested that the check be reissued to Carman & Price so that we can deposit the funds
to her trust account.  Since the check was issued from your office and your firm’s trust
account, it is believed this is a quick and simple request.  If there is a reason why the check
cannot be reissued, please let me know.  Otherwise, I will send a runner to your office
tomorrow morning at 10 a.m. to pick up the new check and return the old one to your office for
your records.

Thank you.

Marilyn A. Caston, Esq.
760 Coronado Center Drive
Henderson, Nevada 89052
702 910 4300 TEL
702 910 4303 FAX
www.nevadafamilylaw.com
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OPPC 

Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Corinne@NVfamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
PAULINO GOMEZ, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
 
  Defendant. 

  
 
CASE NO.:  D-22-643298-D 
DEPT. NO.: O 
 
 

 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THE 

COURT’S APRIL 8, 2025, ORDER AND OTHER RELATED RELIEF 
AND 

COUNTERMOTION FOR FINAL INVENTORY ORDERS, REISSUANCE 
OF CHECK, CHILD SUPPORT OFFSET AND FEES AND COSTS 

 
COMES NOW, Defendant, Maila Likua (“Maila”), by and through her 

attorney, Corinne Price, Esq., of  and hereby submits her 

Opposition to Paulino’s Motion for Reconsideration of the Court’s April 8, 

2025, Order and Other Related Relief.  By way of countermotion, Maila 

respectfully requests the following release: 
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1) The denial of all relief requested by Paulino; 
 

2) An order awarding Maila with $25,000 as and for her 
property equalization of the remaining inventory;  

 
3) An order requiring Paulino to reissue the travel 

reimbursement check to Carman & Price; 
 

4) An order offsetting Maila’s monthly child support 
obligation from the property equalization award due to 
her from Paulino; and 

 
5) An award of attorneys’ fees and costs. 

 
This countermotion is made and based upon the pleadings and papers 

on file herein, the Points and Authorities submitted herewith, and such other 

evidence and argument as may be brought before the Court at the hearing 

of this matter. 

Dated this 7th day of May, 2025. 

Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Corinne@NVfamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
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I. 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

 
A.  The PCI Auction Checks Were Properly Placed on Paulino’s Side 

of the Marital Balance Sheet 
 

Paulino executed a contract and began liquidating inventory items 

without Mailas knowledge or consent, in clear violation of the Joint 

Preliminary Injunction.  Maila was not a party to that contract and did not 

consent to the sale of these items by PCI Auctions.   

Neither Maila nor her counsel have engaged in any meaningful 

discussions with Mr. Fontana either prior to, or following, the financial 

proceedings in this matter.  In fact, Maila’s counsel had to repeatedly ask 

Paulino’s counsel for assistance in obtaining any type of responsive 

communication from Mr. Fontana, as he would not engage with Maila or her 

counsel directly.  While Mr. Fontana attempted to present himself as a 

neutral witness at trial, he has always been beholden to Paulino, and has 

only acted at Paulino’s behest.  The Court should note that when attempts 

were made to serve Mr. Fontana with a Subpoena Duces Tecum in this 

matter, he evaded multiple attempts at the address he provided, had his 

girlfriend throw the documents at the process server when they were left by 

his door, and she thereafter tossed them off the balcony.  Exhibit A.  He was 

a no-call, no-show at his initial deposition date, and only appeared for the 
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second deposition set due the intervention of Paulino’s counsel advising him 

to cooperate.    

 Contrary Paulino’s inferences, Maila has never met Mr. Fontana 

outside of his attendance at deposition and at trial, and was not present in 

Nevada during any of his auctioning work to “interfere” with his services in 

any manner, and the only limitations placed upon his services were by the 

Court. 

Finally, neither Maila nor her counsel was a party to any of the 

communications that led to an apparent “breakdown” in any discussions that 

have led to Mr. Fontana electing to keep the checks for items already sold.  

Mr. Fontana claimed at trial that he was just waiting on instructions to 

release the proceeds already received, and that he was ready to move 

forward with the last auctions for the remaining items.  Any change in his 

position on these issues was clearly the result of subsequent undisclosed 

discussions with Paulino and his counsel and had nothing to do with Maila 

and/or undersigned counsel.  

 Mr. Fontana’s e-mail reflects that he is unwilling to sell the remaining 

inventory “due to significant and irreparable damage sustained as a result 

of improper storage conditions” and not to any delays caused by Maila.  To 

the contrary, such items have been in Paulino’s exclusive possession and 

control since February of 2022.  Despite extensive efforts to access and sell 
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these items for three years in accordance with the Court’s orders, Maila was 

repeatedly blocked and precluded from doing anything other than 

conducting a restricted 120-hour-long inventory of the items.  Paulino’s 

failure to properly store these items during these past three years directly 

led to their severely diminished value and has now led to Mr. Fontana’s 

refusal to complete the remaining auctions.   

 Paulino is the only party to the contract with PCI Auctions, the only 

party capable of enforcing it, and the only party responsible for any new 

breakdown in discussions that have led to Mr. Fontana’s refusal to release 

the funds.   

It is noted that Paulino has not cited a single legal authority that would 

hold Maila responsible in any manner for the consequences of his own 

unilateral and unauthorized actions.  Whatever efforts are necessary to 

address the situation created by Paulino and his counsel are clearly 

Paulino’s sole responsibility.  As such, the total value of the items should 

properly remain on Paulino’s side of the balance sheet, for either his receipt 

of the proceeds (if they can be obtained from PCI Auctions), or for the lost 

value of these proceeds that have been caused by Paulino’s misconduct.  

See Lofgren v. Lofgren, 112 Nev. 1282, 1283, 926 P.2d 296, 297 (1996) 

(Approving the court’s augmentation of the other spouse’s share of the 
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remaining community property if community property is lost, expended, or 

destroyed by the intentional conduct of one spouse). 

B.  Maila Should Be Awarded $25,000 For the Remaining Inventory 

Given the high level of conflict between the parties, communication 

difficulties with third-party sellers selected by Paulino, and ongoing issues 

with PCI Auctions, Maila understandably does not want to be a party to any 

further contracts relating to the inventory items that remain in Paulino’s 

possession.   

Maila has no knowledge of the specific Estate Sale company that 

Paulino has proposed, is not present in Nevada to monitor their work, and it 

has been well-established that the parties do not work well together.  As 

such, joint tasks between these parties are inappropriate.   

Just like how the community vehicles in Paulino’s exclusive 

possession have been awarded to him with an equalization value provided 

to Maila, these remaining inventory items should be awarded to Paulino with 

an equalization to Maila.  Paulino can select whatever company or selling 

method that he prefers and can control the timing, commissions, fees and 

all aspects of the transaction.  This solution avoids further conflicts between 

the parties, eliminates the need for further attorney and judicial involvement, 

and provides finality for this issue. 
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Regarding the value of the remaining inventory, Paulino proposed a 

$25,000 buyout value for one-half of this inventory in his Amended 

Opposition and Countermotion For Reconsideration filed on January 30, 

2025: 

“However, other creative potential solutions are for Maila 
to take possession of the remaining items to resell at her 
leisure, owing Paulino an offset for his 50% community 
interest in the same representing approximately $25,000.” 
Opposition and Countermotion, pg 31, lines 13-16. 

 
It does not make any sense for Maila – who lives in Hawaii and who is now 

caring for a newborn baby – to take possession of these items which have 

been in Paulino’s possession for three years, and have remained located on 

his business property.  Further, Maila is absolutely unwilling to go through 

another expensive and traumatic experience attempting to access 

inventory, given Paulino’s abuse and harassment during her prior attempts.   

 Paulino should be held to the $25,000 in buy-out value he actively 

represented to this Court was fair and equitable for the remaining inventory 

items.  As Paulino has represented to this Court that $25,000.00 is a fair 

buy-out value for the remaining inventory if awarded to Maila, he should be 

held to this representation.  Paulino should be awarded all of the remaining 

inventory in his possession, and a $25,000.00 value added to Maila’s 

equalization for her one-half interest therein.   
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 If Paulino now represents that $25,000.00 is not a fair value for one-

half of the remaining inventory, he must be held to task for making yet 

another false representation to this Court.  The issue needs to be resolved 

with finality, and Paulino cannot legitimately fault the Court from utilizing a 

value that he himself provided in his own sworn pleadings. 

C.  The Hawaii Land is Maila’s Sole and Separate Property 

The Court’s Order After February 19, 2025, Hearing found that “the funds 

from the sale of the house were divided and awarded to each party as their 

sole and separate funds.  The Court further finds that Maila did use her 

separate funds from the sale proceeds to purchase the land in Hawaii and 

the vehicles listed.”  Page 2, lines 7-11.  As provided in NRS 123.130, 

Paulino is not entitled to any interest in Maila’s separate property, which 

includes the land and “any rents, issues and profits thereof.”  As the entirety 

of the purchase price was made was separate property, and as there was 

no mortgage on the property to be paid with community income, there is not 

even a limited Malmquist interest in the land’s appreciated value.   

To the extent Paulino is requesting a reconsideration of the Court’s 

amended findings (a reconsideration of the reconsideration) and to now 

asking this Court to find a community interest in this property, Paulino has 

not set forth any new evidence or authority for the relief he is requesting.  
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No community funds were involved with this property.  The tax records 

utilized for the valuation of the property (and for the numbers included in 

Paulino’s motion) do not include any increase in value based upon efforts or 

labor, and no such evidence was proffered at trial.  What should be of 

significant concern for this Court is Paulino’s continued misleading legal 

citations.  NRS 123.220 does provide that all property acquired after 

marriage by either spouse is community property.  However, he omits the 

key portion of this statute, which specifically states “other than that stated in 

NRS 123.130.”  As set forth above, NRS 123.130 establishes that the 

Hawaiian land is Maila’s separate property, as well as any rents, issues, and 

profits thereof.  Paulino’s omission of the “other than stated” portion of our 

statute is deliberately misleading and an inaccurate statement of Nevada 

law. 

   Kogod is also inapplicable to this issue, as there is no community 

property interest or investment that would have accumulated during the 

delay in the granting of the parties’ divorce.  Kogod does not create a 

community property interest in separate property and merely defines the 

division date for community property, which the Hawaiian land is not. 

D.  Execution of Arizona Property Deed 

As Paulino is aware, Maila has been in and out of the hospital for the 

past two months due to complications with her high-risk pregnancy.  When 
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she attempted to have the quitclaim deed executed in between emergency 

hospital visits, it turned out that only a draft deed had been sent by Paulino, 

which contained a clear watermark.  When the new deed was finally 

provided, Maila was back in the hospital, and she just – finally – gave birth 

to PJ’s little brother on April 28, 2025.  It is respectfully submitted that this is 

a “good excuse” for delays in her execution of the deed, despite Paulino’s 

complaints to the contrary.   

Maila’s counsel further stands by the concerns raised regarding this 

transaction overall.  It was stipulated that Paulino would pay Maila her 

$19,000.00 interest in the property, and that she would sign over title to 

Paulino and his mother.  She has not received any payment for her share of 

this property, and Paulino is now requesting that she execute a document 

that places the title solely in his mother’s name and would prevent her from 

collecting against this property if Paulino fails to pay her the sums awarded.   

When the entirety of Paulino’s testimony regarding his co-ownership 

of properties with his mother and his receipt of rental income on her behalf 

was due solely to estate planning and financial management issues due to 

the ailing status of his mother’s health, any reasonable person would 

question why this property is now being transferred solely to his mother 

following the entry of a large judgment Paulino is required to pay. 
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Maila is entitled to be paid for her interest in the Arizona property 

pursuant to the parties’ stipulation.  Upon her receipt of these funds, she will 

execute and return the quitclaim deed transferring ownership of this property 

to whomever Paulino desires.  If Paulino does not trust her to execute the 

deed, the funds can be maintained in an attorney trust account pending his 

receipt of the signed document.   

Until this time, it would be unjust and inequitable to require her to lose 

her security interest in the property, while Paulino is engaging in a course of 

conduct clearly designed to divest himself of assets that may be executed 

upon in relation to the property equalization payment owed. 

E.  Child Support and Payments Due to Maila 

Maila has not worked in several months and just gave birth last week.  

While this Court has imputed income and earning capacity to Maila, there 

can be no doubt that she has not engaged in meaningful farming or 

bookkeeping work for quite some time.  She has no actual income or actual 

ability to pay the child support as ordered, a fact that was quickly brought to 

this Court’s attention in Maila’s Motion to Alter or Amend following the entry 

of the Financial Decision which did not provide Maila with any immediate 

access to funds.   

Paulino presently owes Maila over $190,000.00 in property 

equalization alone, yet he persists in demanding monthly payments of 
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$460.00 from Maila, threatening to have her held in contempt for non-

compliance.  Her inability to pay child support payments is clearly not 

intentional or willful in any manner, and she has already requested this 

Court’s assistance with alternative payment orders until she has access to 

funds to make the payments as required.  No orders or rulings were made 

on this request in the Order After February 19, 2025, Hearing. 

 In relation to EDCR 5.501 efforts to resolve this issue without further 

litigation, Paulino’s counsel provided a check from their trust account for 

$9,036.00 in travel reimbursement costs owed, made payable to Maila 

Likua.  As Maila was in the hospital and unable to cash the check, it was 

repeatedly requested that this check be reissued by Paulino’s counsel to be 

made payable to Carman & Price so that it could be deposited on her behalf.  

Despite the ease in reissuing this check (their office is only a few blocks 

away from the undersigned counsel’s office), Paulino’s counsel has 

stubbornly refused, and the check has remained uncashed to date.  

Paulino’s counsel has also refused to have Maila’s child support obligation 

credited against the significant sums due and owing to her from Paulino. 

The Court further needs to recognize that its decision to defer the 

collection of the $193,732.18 owed to her by Paulino until the time that the 

Utah property sells, and not require Paulino to even pay interest to Maila in 

the meantime, has artificially interfered with Maila’s ability to pay child 
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support to Paulino.  With Paulino owing such a large sum of money, the 

Court – as a matter of equity – should have applied such child support as a 

credit toward the monthly interest upon the equalization judgment owed to 

Maila during the time period that she clearly will not have access to money. 

It is submitted that there is no good faith reason why these easy 

solutions should not be implemented to resolve these ongoing issues, and 

no attorney’s fees should have had to be incurred by either party in relation 

to such an issue. 

F.  Property Equalization Judgment 

The parties specifically stipulated to the reduction of Maila’s property 

equalization award to judgment.   Pursuant to Grisham, a stipulation in a 

family law case is treated as a contract subject to general contract principles 

and will be enforced by the Court if they are not unconscionable, illegal, or 

in violation of public policy.  Grisham v. Grisham, 128 Nev. 679, 685, 289 

P.3d 230, 234-35 (2012),  Martin v. Martin, 138 Nev., Adv. Op. 78, 520 P.3d 

813, 819 (2022).  Paulino cannot seek to have his own stipulation set aside 

by this Court absent a showing of facts or circumstances which would meet 

either of these legal thresholds. 

 Maila is entitled to have her property equalization award reduced to 

judgment as a matter of law.  Pursuant to NRS 125.150(1)(b), Maila was 

entitled to receive her equal share of the community property upon the 
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“granting” of the divorce.  Just as with any other loan or outstanding balance 

owed to a third party, the creditor is entitled to a fair amount of interest until 

the amount due is satisfied.  While the Court has elected to protect Paulino 

from collection and has suspended Maila’s ability to collect upon that 

judgment until such time that the Utah property sells (and has not even 

required Paulino to make any minimum payments in the interim), the 

judgment was clearly owed to Maila as of the date of divorce. 

In viewing the absurdity of Paulino’s argument, the Court needs to 

recognize that Paulino is a debtor in possession of $193,732.18 of Maila’s 

funds.  If he does not want to utilize the accounts and assets on his side of 

the Marital Balance Sheet to pay Maila immediately, he is subject to the 

statutory interest rate established by NRS 17.130.  It would be manifestly 

unjust and inequitable, and contrary to Nevada law, to permit Paulino to 

enjoy the continued free use, enjoyment, and investment opportunities of 

$193,732.18 of Maila’s money.  If these funds had been paid to her upon 

the granting of the divorce as provided in NRS 125.150, Maila could have 

earned substantial interest income already, and/or have saved significant 

interest charges on her credit accounts by being able to pay off the 

balances.   

It is understood that logistically, the Court wanted to reduce conflict 

between the parties by providing a clear path to Maila’s receipt of these 
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funds post-divorce through the sale of the Utah property.  However, this 

order has resulted in all of the negative consequences of such a delayed 

payment scheme falling on Maila, while Paulino receives an inappropriate 

financial windfall.  Judgments and the imposition of statutory interest are 

found in Nevada law to specifically to rectify this imbalance between 

creditors and debtors.  It is also noted that the imposition of interest on 

outstanding judgments serve as a very strong motivator to have the 

obligation satisfied as quickly as possible. 

It is offensive that Paulino complains to this Court about Maila’s 

potential ability to collect on the judgment by forcing the sale of one of his 

luxury exotic vehicles.  If Paulino wants to avoid paying interest, he is more 

than free to sell whatever assets he prefers, on his own terms and at his 

own price.  If he wants to keep his $68,000 Ford Shelby, that is up to him – 

but he will need to find other assets or accounts to provide Maila with the 

sums due and owing to her, or pay interest on the judgment until it is 

satisfied.  He is not entitled to keep Maila’s share of the community estate, 

his fleet of vehicles, his property interests and all of the business and 

personal accounts awarded to him, and the income from the businesses and 

properties awarded to him in the Decree and then claim an inability to pay 

Maila for her one-half interest therein.   
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It is hopeful that the Court will recognize that a party is Paulino clearly 

not “financially tapped out” if their greatest concern is that someone may 

execute a judgment against a luxury vehicle.  Paulino’s new request to 

reconsider his own stipulation entered in response to Maila’s Motion to Alter 

and Amend is not supported by law or fact, and is contrary to well-settled 

Nevada law.  As such, the judgment must stand as entered. 

G.  Verizon Reimbursement Issue 

Paulino has provided no substantially different evidence nor any 

material mistake of fact or law which would warrant reconsideration of this 

issue.   

Paulino testified that the Verizon expenses were legitimate business 

expenses at his deposition, utilized such expenses as business deductions 

on the tax returns, and provided such expenses to both business valuation 

experts, who relied upon them to reduce the value of his business in their 

valuation reports. 

Further, during the entire time period Paulino is seeking 

reimbursement, the parties remained married and his income (utilized to pay 

off the amounts owed) was community income.  The use of community 

income to pay a community expense does not entitle one party to an offset 

or reimbursement, especially when no interim support orders were entered, 
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and no specific orders were entered regarding which party would be 

responsible for paying any specific expenses.   

Pursuant to the Joint Preliminary Injunction, Paulino was required to 

continue paying the community’s expenses pursuant to the existing status 

quo unless or until alternative orders or agreements were reached.   

Paulino cannot claim “clear error” regarding a legal argument not 

made at the time of the Court’s initial decision.  His new “unjust enrichment” 

arguments fail as a basis for reconsideration on this basis alone, but are 

also absurd when ordering a reimbursement without reciprocally adjusting 

the business valuation, which would lead to Paulino being unjustly enriched.   

H.  Attorney’s Fees and Costs 

Paulino’s requests for relief and reconsideration of reconsidered 

issues are not made in good faith, are not supported by the evidence in this 

matter, and have been made with egregiously misleading and incomplete 

citations of law.   

Paulino appears to be openly encouraging this Court to commit clear 

error, while also exhausting substantial time, funds, and judicial resources 

with his serial relitigation of issues – including his own stipulated 

agreements.   

At some point, the Court must put an end to this misconduct by holding 

Paulino responsible for the financial consequences of his misconduct.  Maila 
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requests full reimbursement for the fees and costs she has incurred in 

defending against Paulino’s frivolous filing pursuant to EDCR 5.219, NRS 

18.010, and EDCR 5.501.  A detailed Brunzel Memorandum shall be 

provided for the Court’s consideration at the conclusion of these 

proceedings. 

CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, based upon the foregoing, Maila respectfully requests: 

1) The denial of all relief requested by Paulino; 
 

2) An order awarding Maila with $25,000 as and for her 
property equalization of the remaining inventory;  

 
3) An order requiring Paulino to reissue the travel 

reimbursement check to Carman & Price; 
 

4) An order offsetting Maila’s monthly child support 
obligation from the property equalization award due to 
her from Paulino; and 

 
5) An award of attorneys’ fees and costs. 

 
Dated this 7th day of May, 2025. 

Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Corinne@NVfamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that on this 7th day of May, 2025, I 

caused the above and foregoing document to be served as follows: 

 Pursuant to EDCR 5.205 and NEFCR 9 by mandatory 
electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District 
Court’s electronic filing system; 

 
 by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United 

States Mail, in a sealed envelope upon which first-class 
postage was prepaid; 

 
  to the following: 
 
   Marilyn Caston, Esq. 

Jordan M. Garcia, Esq. 
   Melissa Goodwin 
   Nevada Law Family Law Group 
   MarilynC@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   Melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com 
 
 
 
      _______________________________ 

Employee of 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

Case: Court: County: Job: 
D-22- Eighth Judicial District Court-Family Courts & Clark, NV 9201192 (LIKUA 7.17.23) 
643298-D Services Center 

Plaintiff/ Petitioner: Defendant I Respondent: 
PAULINO GOMEZ MAILA LIKUA 

Received by: For: 
Clark County Process Service, LLC Carman & Price 

To be served upon: 
Anthony Fontana PCI Auctions West Coast 

I, Thomas Jeeves, being duly sworn, depose and say: I am over the age of 18 years and not a party to this action, and that within the 
boundaries of the state where service was effected, I was authorized by law to make service of the documents and informed said person of 
the contents herein 

Recipient Name I Address: Girlfriend I refused to except or give name., 901 E. Fremont 203, Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Manner of Service: Substitute Service - Abode, Jul 24, 2023, 3:06 pm PDT 

Documents: Subpoena Duces Tecum 

Additional Comments: 
1) Unsuccessful Attempt: Jul 19, 2023, 11 :38 am PDT at Company: 1366 W. Cheyenne Avenue 101, North Las Vegas, Nevada 89030 
#101 is an empty unit. 

2) Unsuccessful Attempt: Jul 19, 2023, 12.03 pm PDT at 150 N Las Vegas Blvd, Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Per front desk Anthony moved out 6 months ago. No forwarding address given. 

3) Unsuccessful Attempt: Jul 20, 2023, 8:23 am PDT at Company: 1366 W. Cheyenne Avenue 101, North Las Vegas, Nevada 89030 
Called PCI Auctions West Coast 
(702) 342-8078 
No answer will try again later. 

4) Unsuccessful Attempt: Jul 20, 2023, 4:33 pm PDT at Company: 1366 W. Cheyenne Avenue 101, North Las Vegas, Nevada 89030 
Called PCI Auctions West Coast 
(702) 342-8078 
Spoke with Anthony Fontana. He inquired as to what the paperwork is about and stated he will be in Reno for awhile and was open ended as 
to when he would be back in Las Vegas. He stated he is very busy and does not want to have to fly back to Las Vegas for this if he does not 
have to. He asked if the attorney's office could call him and work something out. I called Melody - our client - and relayed this information to 
her. 

5) Unsuccessful Attempt: Jul 20, 2023, 4:48 pm PDT at 901 E. Fremont 203, Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Spoke with client, Anthony Fontana gave her address of 901 E. Fremont # 203, LVN to serve paperwork. Sub-service at this business per 
client is fine. 

6) Unsuccessful Attempt Jul 21, 2023, 1 :51 pm PDT at 901 E. Fremont 203, Las Vegas, NV 89101 
WFA refused to accept service. She called Anthony in Reno. He told her not to take and that he might be back Monday or Tuesday next week. 
Bring back then. 

7) Successful Attempt: Jul 24, 2023, 3:06 pm PDT at 901 E. Fremont 203, Las Vegas, NV 89101 received by Girlfriend/ refused to except or give 
name .. Age: 30; Ethnicity: Caucasian; Gender: Female; Weight: 170; Height: 5'8"; Hair: Brown; Relationship: Girlfriend; 
The WFA answered the door. Stated Anthony was not home. I herd a man and a woman talking before I knocked. She refused again and I set 
the paperwork down on a table right inside the door. When I walked away she ran out in the hall and threw it at me. I let it fall to the ground 
whole waiting for the elevator I herd her tell someone that I threw it in her apartment. I left the building. When I walked out the front doors 
she threw the paperwork off the balcony onto the sidewalk. 

Thomas Jeeves 
1641 

07/24/2023 

Date 
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Clark County Process Service, LLC 
2500 Chandler Ave #4 
Las Vegas, NV 89120 
702-275-9961 

J 5366



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

   
 
 

NOTC 
Jordan M. Garcia Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 12374 
Marilyn Caston, Esq.  
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
Nevada Family Law Group 
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, NV 89052 
Phone: 702-910-4300 
Fax: 702-910-4303 
JordanG@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 
MarilynC@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 
Attorney for Paulino Gomez 
 

DISTRICT COURT OF NEVADA 
 

CLARK COUNTY  
 

PAULINO GOMEZ,  
 
                                          Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 

MAILA LIKUA, 
 
                                          Defendant. 

Case No.: D-22-643298-D 

Dept. No.: O 

NOTICE OF NEWLY 
DISCOVERED EVIDENCE 
RELATED TO UNDER 
ADVISEMENT DECISION  

 
  Date: June 16, 2025 
 
  Time:  IN CHAMBERS 
 
 

 
COMES NOW Plaintiff, PAULINO GOMEZ (“Paulino”) by and through his 

attorneys, Jordan M. Garcia, Esq. and Marilyn A. Caston, Esq., of Nevada Family 

Law Group, and submits this supplement to his Motion For Reconsideration of the 

Court’s April 8, 2025 Order based upon newly discovered evidence attached hereto.  
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____________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
 

 

-2- 

 

Said newly discovered evidence renders an issue currently before the Court but  

under advisement moot.  

Specifically, Maila stated in her Opposition and Countermotion filed with the 

Court on or about May 7, 2025, that Maila was somehow unable to physically cash 

the check and therefore Paulino should be ordered to reissue it in her Counsel’s name 

without adequate explanation.  Wanting to avoid yet another scenario wherein Maila 

claimed that Paulino had not paid her the amounts ordered as she has done 

throughout these three plus years of litigation, Paulino insisted on strict compliance 

with this Court’s 2024 Divorce Decree which states that he must pay Maila 

$9,036.00 in travel reimbursement fees. 

Thereafter, on or about May 23, 2025, Maila actually did cash the $9,036.00 

check furnished by Paulino through his attorney’s office and proof of the check 

clearing is attached hereto.  Therefore, this issue is moot and no longer requires any 

judicial intervention to resolve. 

Undersigned Counsel had intended to bring this newly discovered evidence 

with her to the hearing in this matter to update the Court with.  However, as this 

matter is taken off calendar and currently under advisement with an in chambers 

review hearing scheduled for next week, Undersigned Counsel wished to update the  

/     /     / 

/     /     / 

/     /     / 
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Court regarding this moot issue. 

Dated this 11th Day of June, 2025.  Nevada Family Law Group 

 

      ___________________________ 
Marilyn A. Caston, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
Phone: 702-910-4300 
Fax: 702-910-4303 
MarilynC@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 

 Attorney for Paulino Gomez 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on the 11th day of June, 2025, I served a true and correct copy 

of Plaintiff’s NOTICE OF NEWLY DISCOVERED EVIDENCE RELATED 

TO UNDER ADVISEMENT DECISION pursuant to NRCP 5(b), by the 

following means: 

 
[ X ] by electronic service, pursuant to NEFCR 9, to be electronically served 

through the Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic filing system; 
and/or 

  
[   ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in 

a sealed envelope upon which first class postage was prepaid in 
Henderson, Nevada; and/or 

 
[   ] by sending the same via facsimile pursuant to EDCR 7.26 (the consent for 

which was previously established); and/or 
 
[  ] electronically delivered via email pursuant to EDCR 8.05 (the consent for 

which was previously established); 
 
 
Corinne Price, Esq.  
8965 S. Pecos Rd. Suite 9 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 

   Corinne@FCPFamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 

 
 

 
 

An Employee of NEVADA FAMILY LAW 
GROUP  
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5/27/25, 8:52 AM Nevada State Bank |  Accounts

Transaction details

x

Check No: 000000002389 -$9,036.00 A

Required fields are marked with an asterisk (*)

From: Posted:

05/23/2025

Check #:

2389

Transaction image(s):

^ Hide images

>321370765<
BR0024
2025-05-22
0024259261
Batch 285816104

< Previous 2/2

Nickname*

Check No: 000000002389

Memo

Something not looking right ?

https://digltalbanking.nsbank.com/#accounts/1662406/transactions/1901256377 1/4
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5/27/25, 8:52 AM Nevada State Bank |  Accounts

Transaction details

x

Check No: 000000002389 -$9,036.00 A

Required fields are marked with an asterisk (*)

Check #:

2389

Posted:

05/23/2025

Transaction image(s):

S3 Hide images

Nevada Family Law Group; L'L'C.'
IOLTA Accminl

760 Coronado Center Dr.
Hendofson, Novada 89062

(702) 610.4300

PAYTO'"1P MailaLlkua
ORDER OF

Nine thousand Ihlrty-six and 00/100*

Malta Llkua
PO Box 61
Hoolehua HI 96729

Travel Costs Reimbursement pursuant to PFCL

"9,036.00

"""/I'UTHOniZE'b'SfGfMtURIE—""'

n'0033Bqir i: IS 31,00 77qi:qa 303378 in-

1/2 Next >

Nickname*

Check No: 000000002389

Memo

B
Something not looking right ?

https://digitalbanking.nsbank.com/#accounts/1662406/transactions/1901256377
1/4
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Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
Michael P. Carman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 07639 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Corinne@NVFamilyLaw.com 
Mike@NVFamilyLaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Maila Likua 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

PAULINO GOMEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

MAILA LIKUA, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO.:  D-22-643298-D 
DEPT. NO.: O 

RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF NEWLY DISCOVERED EVIDENCE 

COMES NOW Defendant, Maila Likua (“Maila”), by and through her 

counsel, Michael P. Carman, Esq. and Corinne Price, Esq. of 

, and hereby provides a Response to the Notice of Newly Discovered 

Evidenced filed by Plaintiff, Paulino Gomez (“Paulino”). 
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Paulino delivered a check on April 11, 2025, to the office of Maila’s 

counsel, made payable to Maila Likua.  Maila’s counsel immediately 

requested the reissuance of the check to , as Maila was 

hospitalized pending the birth of her child in Honolulu, Hawaii (a different 

island than Molokai).  Maila does not receive mail at the hospital in Honolulu 

to send her the check, and she was clearly physically unable to take it to her 

bank for deposit.  Paulino and his counsel refused to cooperate with this 

simple request despite multiple requests and follow-up attempts.  The check 

was therefore eventually mailed to Maila, and it could not be cashed until 

May 23, 2025, when she and the new baby were released from the hospital 

and could return home – more than a month and a half later. 

Paulino’s gamesmanship has not stopped and at some juncture, there 

must be financial consequences of his misconduct.  His claims of wanting 

to be in strict compliance with orders and “pay Maila” are just disingenuous.  

He provided the check to Maila’s counsel, not Maila.  He knew she had no 

access to mail at the time, and no ability to deposit the check provided.  

Paulino’s refusal to cooperate with a simple request to reissue the check 

resulted in additional attorney’s fees and costs for Maila, not only with the 

time spent trying to follow up with his attorneys to have the check reissued, 

but also in reviewing and responding to the “Newly Discovered Evidence” 

filing which mischaracterizes the facts at hand.  While the issue of cashing  
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the check is now moot, the fees and costs caused by Paulino’s misconduct 

must be addressed, as well as his continued gamesmanship with the Court’s 

orders. 

DATED: June 13, 2025. 

__________________________
Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Corinne@NVFamilyLaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Maila Likua 

/s/
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that on the 13th day of June, 2025, I 

caused the above and foregoing document to be served as follows: 

 Pursuant to EDCR 5.205 and NEFCR 9 by mandatory 
electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District 
Court’s electronic filing system; 

 
 by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United 

States Mail, in a sealed envelope upon which first-class 
postage was prepaid; 

 
  to the following address: 

 
Marilyn Caston, Esq. 
Jordan M. Garcia, Esq. 

   Melissa Goodwin 
   Nevada Law Family Law Group 
   MarilynC@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   Melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com 
 
 
 
 
     ___________________________________ 

Employee of  
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REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101-2408 

 

ORDR 
DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
PAULINO GOMEZ,  
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
  Defendant. 

 
Case No.: D-22-643298-D 
Dept. No.   O 
 
Date of Hearing:  June 16, 2025 
Time of Hearing:  7:00 a.m. 
 

 
ORDER AFTER CHAMBERS HEARING ON JUNE 16, 2025 

 
This matter came on for a decision without a hearing on June 16, 2025, on Plaintiff’s 

Motion for Reconsideration of the Court’s April 8, 2025, Order and Other Related Relief and 

Defendant’s Opposition and Countermotion for Final Inventory Orders, Reissuance of Check, 

Child Support Offset and Fees and Costs.   

THE COURT NOTES  that Plaintiff (“Paulino”) filed his Motion on April 23, 2025.  

Defendant (“Maila”) filed her Opposition and Countermotion on May 7, 2025.  Paulino filed a 

Notice of Newly Discovered Evidence on June 11, 2025 and Maila filed her Response on June 

13, 2025.  These additional pleadings addressed a check payment by Paulino that was cashed by 

Maila.  Therefore, it resolved the issue of Paulino’s payment of $9,036 in travel reimbursement 

to Maila; thereby making that issue moot. 

THE COURT NOTES that Paulino is requesting the following relief: 1) Reconsideration 

of the April 8, 2025 Order prior to issuing an Amended Decree of Divorce; 2) Order clarifying a 

portion of the Order for additional findings under NRCP 52(b); 3) Equitable relief from Order 

under NCRP 60(a) and/or 60(b); 4) Order to allow Paulino to finish liquidation of remaining 

Electronically Filed
07/28/2025 1:37 PM
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REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101-2408 

 

inventory through estate sale; 5) Order for Court Clerk to sign the deed for the Arizona land in 

place of Maila; and 6) Award of attorney’s fees. 

THE COURT NOTES  that Maila is requesting the following relief: 1) Denial of 

Paulino’s motion; 2) Award of $25,000 to Maila for her property equalization of remaining 

inventory; 3) Require Paulino to reissue the travel reimbursement check; 4) Order an offset of 

Maila’s monthly child support obligation from the property equalization award due to her; and 

5) Award of attorney’s fees. 

Missing PCI Checks 

The Court previously found that the remaining undistributed PCI checks are community 

property to be split equally between the parties and the checks were placed on both parties side 

of the MBS.  However, after the April 8, 2025 Order, the Court attached a revised MBS, which 

moved the PCI checks to Paulino’s side of the MBS, which was not stated in the Order.   

Paulino alleges that he is not in possession of the checks from PCI in the total amount of 

$31,515.15.  He alleges that the MBS shows an inflated equalization payment due from him in 

the amount of $15,757.58 because the full amount has been incorrectly placed on his side of the 

MBS.   

Maila alleges that the breakdown is due to Paulino’s involvement and that Maila is not 

the cause of the breakdown in Mr. Fontana’s failure to provide the checks.  She argues that she 

has not had any meaningful discussions with Mr. Fontana either before or after the proceedings.  

Maila requests the value remain on Paulino’s side of the MBS for receipt of the checks or for lost 

value. 

The Court FINDS that the PCI checks remain community property to be split equally.  

The Court further FINDS that there has been no specific evidence as to the basis of Mr. Fontana’s 

failure to provide the checks for the proceeds from the sale.  The Court further FINDS that it 
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REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101-2408 

 

made a clerical error by putting the checks on Paulino’s side of the MBS only.  Both parties 

should be responsible for working with PCI and specifically Mr. Fontana to recover the checks.  

Therefore, the checks shall be split equally and placed on each party’s side of the MBS as 

originally ordered. 

Remaining Inventory 

Both parties indicate that Mr. Fontana is no longer cooperating or willing to sell the 

remaining inventory.  Paulino requests the Court order it to be sold via an estate sale.  Maila 

requests this Court order that she be awarded $25,000 as her community property share of the 

remaining inventory. 

The Court FINDS that there was no evidence as to the actual value of the remaining 

inventory.  The Court further FINDS, as stated in the Decree of Divorce, that both parties caused 

delays.  The Court further FINDS that there has been no additional evidence to substantiate an 

award of the remaining inventory to Paulino with a payment to Maila.  Instead, the evidence 

continues to support the selling of the inventory and splitting the proceeds.  

Appreciation in Value of Maila’s Hawaiian Property 

Paulino alleges that the marital residence was sold in June 2022 and Maila purchased the 

Hawaiian property in August 2022.  Paulino argues that while the house proceeds were divided, 

there was no order that the funds were each party’s respective sole and separate property.  Paulino 

alleges that at a minimum, he is entitled to half of the $20,000 increase of the value of the 

Hawaiian property. 

Maila alleges that the Hawaiian property is her sole and separate property as she used her 

portion of the funds from the sale of the marital residence.  She argues that Paulino is not entitled 

to any interest as the entirety of the Hawaiian property was purchased with her sale proceeds and 

no community income was used to make any payments on the land. 
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DISTRICT JUDGE 
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The Court FINDS that Paulino has not set forth any new evidence or authority to award 

him one-half of the value of the Hawaiian property, nor even one-half of the value of the increase.  

The Court further FINDS that the Hawaiian property shall remain as Maila’s sole and separate 

property. 

Transfer of Arizona Land 

Paulino alleges that Maila is refusing to sign a Quitclaim Deed for the Arizona land that 

was awarded to Paulino subject to Maila’s one-third (1/3) interest.  He argues that this transfer 

was stipulated between the parties, ordered by the Court in the Decree of Divorce and not affected 

by the subsequent motions for reconsideration.  Paulino is requesting a date certain to effectuate 

the transfer. 

Maila alleges that there is good cause for her failure to execute the Deed as she was in 

between hospital stays.  She further argues that Paulino was to pay her the portion of her 

community property share upon signing the Deed, which he has not done.  She further states that 

he is asking her to sign it over to his Mother, which would cause Maila to lose her ability to 

collect against the property if Paulino does not pay her the sums due and owing. 

The Court FINDS Maila’s argument persuasive as to her inability to have security should 

Paulino fail to pay her for her community property share of the property.  The Court further 

FINDS that Maila shall sign the Quitclaim Deed upon receipt of her portion of the funds. 

Noncompliance with Decree of Divorce 

Paulino alleges that Maila is refusing to abide by the Decree in that she is not paying child 

support.  He states that he does not have any additional funds to satisfy the property equalization 

payment until the inventory is liquidated, the PIC checks are provided or the Utah property is 

sold. 

/ / / 
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Maila alleges that she is unable to pay because Paulino has not paid any of the funds 

awarded to her in the Decree.  She argues that her inability to pay is not intentional and has 

requested alternate payment orders until she has access to funds.  She requests a credit towards 

the funds Paulino owes her until such time that she has access to funds. 

The Court FINDS Maila’s argument persuasive as she is not intentionally failing to pay 

child support.  The Court further FINDS that Paulino can be made whole with a credit to what is 

owed to Maila under the equalization payment.  The Court further FINDS that Paulino will be 

entitled to a credit of child support due and owing to him as of the time the Utah property and 

inventory is sold and the remaining equalization payment is calculated. 

Reduction of Property Equalization Payment to Judgment 

Paulino alleges that all of the community property assets have been found to have certain 

values and if Maila executes on the Decree and liquidates assets assigned to Paulino, there would 

be an imbalance of funds to Maila.  Paulino is requesting clarification that after the Utah property 

and inventory are sold, then the remaining balance, if any, owed to Maila would be reduced to 

judgment. 

Maila argues that she should be entitled to have her equalization award reduced to 

judgment as a matter of law and receive interest on the judgment.  Maila further argues that 

Paulino agreed to the reduction of the award to judgment.  However, Maila also argues that her 

past due child support payments should be credited towards any equalization payment that is 

owed to her. 

The Court FINDS that the Decree ordered Paulino to pay the equalization payment from 

the sale proceeds of the Utah property and inventory.  The Court further FINDS that Maila is not 

paying her monthly child support payments and wants a credit towards the equalization payment 

until she has access to funds.  The Court further FINDS that the intent of the amended order was 
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to reduce to judgment any remaining amounts due and owing after the sale of the remaining 

inventory and Utah property.   

Verizon Reimbursement 

Paulino argues that he should receive an offset from the equalization payment for the 

monies he paid on behalf of Maila for her cell phone bill in the total amount of $2,119.68.  He 

alleges that it would be a windfall to Maila and she has been unjustly enriched by his continued 

payment of the cell phone bill. 

Maila argues that Paulino has not provided any substantially different evidence or 

material mistake of fact or law to warrant reconsideration of this issue.  Maila alleges that the 

timeframe that Paulino is seeking reimbursement is during the marriage and his income was 

community property. 

The Court FINDS that Paulino has not provided any substantially different evidence or 

material mistake of fact or law to grant reconsideration of this issue.   

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED 

that Plaintiff’s Motion is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part as more specifically set forth 

herein. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Court will issue an Amended Findings of Facts, 

Conclusions of Law and Decree of Divorce Nunc Pro Tunc, with the amended MBS attached, 

which shall conform to this Order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Maila’s Countermotion is GRANTED in part. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the MBS shall be modified to conform to this Order 

and Findings by splitting the funds from the three (3) auctions and placing one-half of the 

proceeds on each side of the party’s respective balance sheet. 

/ / / 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Paulino shall provide Maila the name of three (3) 

estate sale companies that can sell the remaining inventory within ten (10) days of entry of the 

Amended Decree and Maila shall choose one of the companies within ten (10) days.  Both parties 

shall immediately contact, and remain in contact, with the seller and shall not hinder the sale. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Hawaiian property shall remain as Maila’s sole 

and separate property. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Maila shall sign a Quitclaim Deed for the Arizona 

property upon receipt of her portion of the proceeds. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Paulino shall receive a credit from the equalization 

payment due and owing to Maila for any child support payments that are due and owing to him 

after the sale of the Utah property and remaining inventory. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the equalization payment due and owing to Maila 

from Paulino shall be paid from his portion of the sale proceeds of the remaining inventory and 

the sale proceeds from the sale of the Utah property.  After those proceeds are paid and Paulino 

gets a credit for the past due child support payments, then Paulino shall have 30 days from the 

sale of the inventory or property, whichever occurs later, to pay the balance of the equalization 

payment.  If it is not paid within thirty (30) days, then the remaining balance shall be reduced to 

judgment at that time, bearing interest at the legal rate and collectible by any legal means. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Paulino’s request for reconsideration of the Verizon 

bills payment is denied.  Paulino shall not be entitled to reimbursement for payment of the 

Verizon bills.   

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that neither party shall be awarded attorney’s fees. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

      _________________________________ 
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-22-643298-DPaulino Gomez, Plaintiff

vs.

Maila Likua, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department O

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: 7/28/2025

Corinne Price Corinne@nvfamilylaw.com

Michael Carman Mike@nvfamilylaw.com

Val Stashuk Accounting@nvfamilylaw.com

Jordan Garcia JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com

Melissa Goodwin Melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com

Marilyn Caston MarilynC@nevadafamilylaw.com

Melody Tooley Paralegal@nvfamilylaw.com

Maila Likua mailalikua@gmail.com

Nicholas Biaggi legalassistant@NVfamilylaw.com

Sabrina Stone reception@nvfamilylaw.com
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ADECD 
DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
PAULINO GOMEZ,  
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
  Defendant. 

 
Case No.: D-22-643298-D 
Dept. No.   O 
 
 
 

 
AMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 

DECREE OF DIVORCE NUNC PRO TUNC 
 

This Amended Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Decree of Divorce is being 

filed pursuant to the Order After February 19, 2025 Hearing, filed on April 8, 2025, and Order 

After Chambers Hearing on June 16, 2025, filed on July 28, 2025, to modify the Marital 

Balance Sheet and language as set forth in the respective Orders. 

THIS MATTER came on for a Non-Jury Trial regarding divorce and financial issues 

only on March 7, 2024, March 20, 2024 March 25, 2024, April 5, 2024, April 8, 2024, May 2, 

2024, May 3, 2024, June 14, 2024 and July 11, 2024.  Plaintiff, PAULINO GOMEZ, was 

present and represented by Jordan Garcia, Esq. and Marilyn Caston, Esq. of Nevada Family 

Law Group, LLC and Defendant, MAILA LIKUA, was present and represented by Corrine 

Price, Esq. and Michael Carman, Esq., of Carman and Price.   

The Court received and reviewed the evidence admitted into the record. The Court had 

the opportunity to evaluate the demeanor and credibility of the witnesses. The Court also 

reviewed and considered Plaintiff’s Pretrial Memorandum, Defendant’s Pretrial 

Memorandum, Plaintiff’s Closing Argument Brief and Defendant’s Closing Argument Brief. 

Electronically Filed
07/28/2025 3:45 PM
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Upon review of the record and evaluation of the credibility of the testimony, this Court makes 

the following findings and orders as set forth herein.   

FINDINGS OF FACT 

The Paulino is now, and has been an actual bona fide resident of the State of Nevada 

and has domiciled in the State of Nevada for more than six weeks immediately prior to the 

commencement of this action. 

Paulino filed his Complaint for Divorce on February 25, 2022, a JPI was issued on 

February 28, 2022 and Maila filed her Answer and Counterclaim on March 22, 2022. 

The Paulino and Maila started dating in 2004 and began cohabitating soon thereafter. 

The parties were married on March 11, 2016 in Las Vegas, Nevada and ever since that 

date, they have been, and now are, husband and wife. 

The parties are incompatible and there is no chance for reconciliation. 

The parties should be granted an absolute Decree of Divorce for the reasons set forth 

in the Complaint and Counterclaim 

The parties have one minor child born the issue of their marriage, to wit: PAULINO 

KEKUHAUPI’O GOMEZ, JR., born December 18, 2018 (“PJ”).  Custody orders for PJ were 

set forth in this Court’s Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order after Non-Jury Trial 

Regarding Custody, filed September 27, 2023 and entered September 28, 2023.  An Order 

modifying custody was set forth in an oral decision and the Decision after Evidentiary Hearing, 

filed December 9, 2024. 

REAL PROPERTY 

362 Emmarene 

In 2006, the parties purchased real property, located at 362 Emmarene Street, Pahrump, 

Nevada, which eventually became the marital residence.  At the time it was purchased, the 
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parties were not married but they titled the property in their names as joint tenants.  [See EX 

G]. 

The parties sold 362 Emmarene Street with a closing date of June 22, 2022.  Fifty 

percent (50%) of the net proceeds was disbursed to each party in the amount of $111,698.09 

each.  [See EX BB]. 

Therefore, the Court finds this property was community property and the net proceeds 

from the sale were already equally split between the parties. 

361 Emmarene  

Paulino’s parents purchased this property in 2002 and added him to title on June 6, 

2011, prior to the parties’ marriage for probate purposes. [See EX 8].  Paulino has resided here 

with his elderly mother since the sale of the marital residence in June 2022.  He testified that 

he helps pay utilities and groceries in exchange for living there.  [See Paulino Testimony, April 

8, 2024]. 

Maila says she oversaw various improvements and/or repairs to this property during 

the marriage.  [See Maila Testimony, April 5, 2024].  However, Maila failed to produce any 

photos, receipts, invoices, or bank statements corroborating her claims. 

Maila also testified that she had no personal knowledge regarding the source of any 

monies used to fund these alleged repairs and she provided no paper documentation to 

corroborate her claims.  [See Maila Testimony, June 14, 2024]. 

Maila’s claims that she should be credited for community property used for alleged 

repairs or improvements to this property were not credible. 

Therefore, the Court finds to the extent that Paulino has an ownership interest in this 

property, his ownership interest is his sole and separate property. 

/ / / 
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351 Emmarene 

Paulino’s parents purchased this property on October 25, 2005 and added him to title 

11 years prior to his 2016 marriage to Maila for probate purposes.  [See EX 7]. 

This property is as a rental property that Paulino’s mother uses for passive income.  

Paulino helps her administer the property since his father’s death around 2011, which is prior 

to the parties’ marriage. [See Paulino Testimony, April 8, 2024]. 

Maila testified that she and Paulino managed this property, competed repairs and 

renovation projects.  She further testified that they paid approximately $50,000 for the 

improvements, but failed to provide any documentation to support her testimony.   

Maila’s claims that she should be credited for community property used for alleged 

repairs or improvements to this property were not credible. 

The Court finds that there was no credible evidence that there was transmutation of this 

property to community property. 

Therefore, the Court finds to the extent that Paulino has an ownership interest in this 

property, his ownership interest is his sole and separate property. 

Arizona Land 

The parties purchased vacant land located in Littlefield, Arizona, during the marriage, 

which is worth $57,000 as of October 31, 2023.  [See EX 4; EX O].  Plaintiff’s Mother is also 

on title of the property; therefore, each party owns a one-third interest in the land. 

The parties agree that this property is valued at $57,000 and was purchased during the 

marriage. 

Therefore, the Court finds this property is community property and Paulino and Maila’s 

2/3 total community property interest value is $38,000. 

/ / / 
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Utah Land 

The parties purchased vacant land located in Kolob, Utah, on or about January 29, 

2021; therefore, the parties agree that it is community property.  

Neither party can agree as the value of the land; however, Plaintiff testified that he had 

secured a buyer to purchase the property for $240,000. 

Neither party can agree as to who should be awarded the property. 

Therefore, the Court finds this property is community property and shall be sold with 

the parties splitting the net proceeds equally. 

2 Acres of Land in Hawaii 

Maila testified that she purchased 2 acres of Hawaiian farmland in 2022, which was 

during the marriage and this litigation, for $35,000 from her boyfriend Kahana Stone.  [See 

Maila Testimony, April 5, 2024; EX 5].  Maila further testified that she and her boyfriend use 

the land to grow food.  

This property was purchased during the marriage; however, there was no testimony as 

to the current value of the property.  Further, Maila provided evidence that the funds used to 

purchase this land came from her portion of the sale proceeds from the sale of the marital 

residence. 

Maila assert that she paid $35,000 for two acres and Paulino asserts that the value of 

the property, based upon the assessed tax value is $156,900 for 5.373 acres, thereby valuing 

the 2 acres at $58,403.  [See EX 6]. 

The Court finds this property shall be awarded to Maila as her sole and separate 

property as it was purchased with her one-half share of the proceeds from the sale of the marital 

residence.  The MBS shall be amended to remove the property from the community property 

column and place them in Maila’s separate property column. 
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Alleged New Property 

There were allegations by Maila that Paulino has taken out a line of credit and has 

purchased a new property during the litigation.  There was no additional evidence to support 

the allegation that there is an additional property. 

Therefore, the Court finds that there is no additional real property. 

CASH & BANK ACCOUNTS 

Maila testified that the parties maintained a large amount of cash in a safe at Paulino’s 

mother’s home and testified that these funds were not accounted for in the parties’ bank 

statements. 

Attorney Garcia provided an offer of proof that he personally viewed the contents in 

the fall of 2022 and the safe only contained important papers for Paulino and the minor child 

and no cash.  He stated that he immediately informed Attorney Price and Maila about the 

outcome of the inventory.  [See June 14, 2024 Video at 12:59]. 

Maila did provide pictures of cash but the Court finds that there was not enough 

information to determine when the pictures were taken and how much money there was in the 

photos. 

The Court finds that there was no substantial credible evidence as to the existence of a 

large sum of cash; therefore, the Court finds there is no cash to divide. 

There was no substantial evidence as to the parties’ personal bank accounts. 

The Court finds that each party has minimal balances in their accounts and therefore 

each party should keep their own account. 

PERSONAL PROPERTY 

The parties did not provide this Court with any specific division of personal property.  

Therefore, the parties shall make an A/B list and divide the property according to the list. 
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INSURANCE POLICY 

There is a whole life insurance policy, which was purchased during the marriage and 

worth $2,389.37 cash value on February 4, 2023.  [See EX 5I at Page 4525]. 

The parties have this life insurance policy with Talcott Life Insurance, with an 

approximate cash value of $2,389.37 is community property and shall be split equally between 

the parties.   

Paulino owns the life insurance policy; therefore, the Marital Balance Sheet (“MBS”) 

shall be amended to place the entire value of the policy on Paulino’s community property side 

of the MBS. 

AIRLINE MILES 

Maila testified that she has her own airline rewards accounts, which she uses to 

accumulate airline points and/or miles but she failed to turn over any rewards account 

statements in open discovery prior to her testimony on June 14, 2024.  [See Maila Testimony, 

June 14, 2024]. 

Following her testimony on June 14, 2024, Maila disclosed airline reward account 

statements for American, United, Southwest and Hawaiian airlines reflecting that she currently 

has 18,462 combined miles and 29,289 reward points available to her. 

Paulino provided evidence that the parties had approximately 25,281 airline miles on 

his Hawaiian Airline credit card at the time of separation in February 2022.  [See EX 63 at 

Page 438]. 

Paulino testified that the expenses on his Hawaiian Airline credit card are 70% business 

expenses and 30% personal expense. [See Paulino Testimony, June 14, 2024; EX 63 at Pages 

0440 – 0443]. 

/ / / 
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Maila asserts that Paulino had exclusive access to airline reward miles and used them 

to provide for his transportation to and from Hawaii for child exchanges, which this Court finds 

was a necessity due to Maila moving to Hawaii during the litigation proceedings. 

The Court finds that the airline miles that both parties currently have are community 

property, even those that were a result of the Hawaiian Airline credit card.  However, the Court 

finds that both parties were required to engage in significant travel for child exchanges.  

Therefore, the Court finds that the airline miles that exist as of December 15, 2024 are 

community property and shall be split accordingly. 

VEHICLES 

Plaintiff purchased a 2006 Lamborghini Murcielago on June 9, 2017 for $110,725.00.  

[See EX 15].  The parties agree this was purchased during the marriage and it is community 

property. 

Paulino proceeded to sell the Lamborghini during the divorce proceedings, 

unbeknownst to Maila, on May 1, 2023 to Complete Auto Repair Specialists, LLC for $93,000.  

The purchasing party was a business acquaintance of Paulino and the check was made out and 

paid directly to Paulino.  [See EX 14].   

Maila did not provide any appraisal from We Buy Exotics, even though she was given 

permission by the Court in the May 3, 2023 Hearing. 

This Court ordered on June 30, 2023 that Paulino use half of the Lamborghini sales 

proceeds ($46,500) towards his attorney’s fees and that the other half ($46,500) be held in 

Nevada Family Law Group’s Trust account until trial or further Order of the Court. 

This Court then ordered at the September 19, 2023 Hearing that $28,109.27 be paid to 

Maila’s business valuation expert, Anthem Forensics, and $18,391.00 be retained by Paulino 

to pay any applicable rebuttal expert. 
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Therefore, the Court finds this property was community property and the funds have 

been used for purposes of this litigation as set forth above with Paulino being awarded a total 

of $64,891 and Maila receiving a total of $28,109. 

Paulino created an Updated Vehicle Characterization Chart (“VCC”), which has 13 

Sections of vehicles separated by characterization.  The parties used this Chart as a reference 

to characterize the vehicles and refer to them in their testimony and closing briefs.  See Updated 

“VCC”, attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit 1. 

The Court finds that the parties do not dispute the characterization or the values of the 

vehicles in Section 1, Section 2, Section 3 and Section 6.   

The parties agree that Section 1 shall be awarded to Paulino as part of the business as 

they were included in the business valuation.  The parties agree that Section 2 shall be 

confirmed to Maila as her sole and separate property from prior to marriage.  The parties agree 

that Section 3 shall be confirmed to Paulino as his sole and separate property from prior to 

marriage. 

The parties dispute the characterization of Sections 4 and 5.  Paulino asserts that the 

vehicles in Section 4 were owned by the business prior to marriage and are valued at $21,600 

and they should be awarded to him as his sole and separate property.  Maila asserts that the 

vehicles are jointly owned by the business and shall be equally divided.  The Court finds that 

these vehicles were owned prior to the marriage and therefore, they consist of separate property 

and community property.  Neither party provided substantial evidence as to division of the 

vehicles; therefore, the Court is going to apportion one-half of the value as separate property 

with one-half of the value as community property.  Therefore, the Court finds Section 4 

consists of $10,800 of separate property and $10,800 of community property to be divided 

equally. 
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Paulino asserts the vehicles in Section 5 are owned by the businesses but he was unclear 

as to when they were purchased.  The Court finds that Paulino has not met his burden to 

establish that the vehicles are separate property.  Therefore, the Court finds Section 5 is 

community property and the total value of $3,130 shall be divided equally. 

The Court finds that Paulino is in possession of the vehicles from VCC Sections 4 and 

5; therefore, the MBS shall be amended to place the entire value of the vehicles from VCC 

Sections 4 and 5 on Paulino’s community property side of the MBS. 

The parties agree that Section 6 consists of vehicles that are community property and 

were either owned jointly or accrued during the marriage.  The parties agree that the 

community property value of these vehicles is $166,671.00.  Paulino is in possession of a 

majority of the vehicles; however, Maila is in possession of three of the vehicles, totaling 

$22,000. 

The parties dispute the characterization of Section 7.  Paulino asserts that these are 

vehicles that were purchased during marriage for essential business use.  There was no 

substantial evidence to support that these were included in the business valuation or that they 

should be confirmed as Paulino’s separate property.  Therefore, the Court finds that vehicles 

in Section 7 are community property and the value of $47,241 shall be split equally. 

The parties dispute the characterization of Section 8.  Paulino asserts that this includes 

equipment for the business but it was unclear as to when they were acquired or how they were 

held.  There was no substantial evidence to support that these were not community property.  

Therefore, the Court finds that vehicles in Section 8 are community property and the value of 

$7,100 shall be split equally.  

Section 9 includes vehicles that were sold in the ordinary course of businesses before 

the case was open.  The Court finds that the testimony and evidence was credible to support a 
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finding that these vehicles were sold prior to the divorce case proceedings and therefore, both 

parties received the benefit of the sell and the funds were already part of the business. 

Section 10 includes vehicles bought and sold by the business while the case was open.  

The Court finds that the sale proceeds were a part of the business and used for the normal 

course of business.  Therefore, the Court finds that the evidence supports a finding that the 

funds have already been distributed to the business use and therefore, there is no division of 

this property. 

Section 11 includes the Lamborghini, which was addressed above and the Maila’s 2020 

BMW M5, which was sold by Maila’s uncle.  The Court finds that Paulino received the funds 

from the sale and therefore, the funds in the total amount of $9,000 were community property 

to be split equally.  

Section 12 is a list of vehicles that Maila believes exist; however, there was no evidence 

to support this allegation by either party.  There was not enough credible testimony at the time 

of trial to substantiate an argument for this Court to divide these alleged vehicles.  Both parties 

admitted that the business held salvage vehicles and sold them throughout the marriage.  

Therefore, the Court finds that there is not any credible evidence that these vehicles exist. 

Section 13 includes vehicles that Maila purchased during the litigation.  Maila provided 

testimony as to what she believed to be the values and Paulino testified as to what he believed 

to be the value of the vehicles.  The Court finds that the Maila’s testimony as to the values of 

the vehicle was credible.  The Court further finds that Maila purchased these items with her 

separate property portion of the proceeds from the sale of the marital residence.  Therefore, the 

Court finds that these vehicles are shall be confirmed to Maila as her sole and separate property.  

The MBS shall be amended to remove the vehicles from the community property column and 

place them in Maila’s separate property column 
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The Court finds that the vehicles that are in each party’s respective possession shall be 

awarded to that party with an offset as set forth in the final equalization payment. 

BUSINESSES 

Mesquite Auto Service, Mesquite Towing Company; DYNO 

Ownership 

Mesquite Auto Service, LLC (“MAS”) was started on June 11, 2007, in Paulino’s name 

only.  This was started nine (9) years prior to the parties’ marriage but while the parties were 

cohabitating.  [See EX 55; Paulino Testimony, April 8, 2024, video 6 of 9 at 4:44]. 

Mesquite Towing Company (“MTC”) was created on January 24, 2008, in Paulino’s 

name only.  This was started eight (8) years prior to the parties’ marriage but while the parties 

were cohabitating.  [See EX 56; Paulino Testimony, April 8, 2024, video 6 of 9 at 17:40]. 

Las Vegas Mobile Dyno (“Dyno”) has never been a formal entity; rather it is a dba of 

Paulino and is essentially run through MAS and was valued as part of MAS. 

Both Parties testified that they had never seen Federal Tax Returns filed with the 

Internal Revenue Service for MAS or MTC that showed anything other than Paulino Gomez 

as the 100% shareholder and owner on all K1 schedules.  [See Maila Testimony, June 14, 2024 

and Paulino Testimony, June 14 2024, video 3 of 7 at 5:32]. 

Records at trial shows that the Parties applied for a business account with America First 

Credit Union for MAS / dba las Vegas Mobile Dyno specifying that Paulino Gomez was the 

sole owner of the businesses and listing Maila Likua as a “secretary” only. [See EX P].  Both 

parties had unrestricted access to the business accounts and the personal accounts, and both 

parties were listed as responsible individual information on a 2017 bank application.  [See EX 

P]. 

/ / / 
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Ownership documentation was never changed with the Secretary of State at any time 

to reflect Maila Likua as a managing member, shareholder or owner.  [See Paulino Testimony, 

April 8, 2024]. 

By 2017, the businesses had grown to an extent that they had rented commercial space 

in five (5) separate suites and were even considering purchasing the lot across from the suites. 

Maila changed MAS and MTC’s Common Business Registration data on April 13, 

2022, through the Secretary of State’s online portal without Paulino’s permission during the 

pending divorce litigation.  [See EX 57; Maila Testimony, April 5, 2024, video 6 of 7 at 8:30; 

Paulino Testimony, April 8, 2024, video 6 of 9 at 15:41]. 

Paulino called Eddie Dutchover as a witness; however, he has not had significant 

interactions with either the parties or the businesses for years, and his testimony did not support 

either party’s argument as to ownership of the business. 

Paulino called Jose Aguilar as a witness but his testimony was not credible.  He did not 

recognize his own text messages and once Maila authenticated them, he testified that he 

believed the messages providing him with instructions, locations and dispatches to tow jobs to 

be from Paulino.  He further claimed to not be able to remember anything that could possibly 

be adverse to Paulino or his own credibility.  Mr. Aguilar further testified that he was paid by 

Paulino and his paychecks were signed by Paulino; however, Maila’s signature was on the 

checks.  [See EX ZZ].  

With regard to Jared Campbell, whom Paulino called as a witness, he has not had 

significant involvement with the parties or the businesses for years and his testimony did not 

support either party’s argument as to ownership of the business. 

David Biasi, the commercial landlord, provided testimony that lacked credibility.  Mr. 

Biasi came to Court with figures and spreadsheets he made the night prior to his testimony, 
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claiming “they” owed a significantly higher amount of outstanding rent based upon a 

“handshake” deal he had formed with Paulino, which involved Paulino verbally promising to 

pay him a significant amount after he had testified and the litigation had been concluded.  The 

Court did not find his testimony credible as to any outstanding debt owed to him by the 

businesses. 

Mr. Biasi further acknowledged trading auto repair services for rent, purchasing and/or 

receiving vehicles at auctions, and other side transactions, which were not included in any 

analysis presented. 

The evidence supports the fact that Maila was involved in assisting in the business and 

increase in value of the business was a result of the marital community.  Both parties benefitted 

because the income received from these business endeavors provided for the parties’ regular 

lifestyle and expenses wherein they would withdraw funds as needed for personal use, and the 

business profits funded large purchases that were made during the marriage.  Further, the 

evidence does indicate that both parties had access to the bank accounts. 

Paulino’s testimony was credible as to ownership of MAS & MTC and that he was the 

sole owner of the businesses prior to the marriage.  Maila’s testimony as to ownership of MAS 

& MTC was not credible to support a finding that that the businesses were owned jointly since 

their inception.  However, as to her involvement in the business, her testimony was credible in 

that the growth of the business during the marriage was attributable to the work of the 

community.  

Valuation 

Charles Grigsby was initially jointly retained by the parties to complete a valuation of 

these entities pursuant to stipulation.  However, Maila asserted concerns that he was not timely 

communicating with her or her counsel, was not obtaining appropriate source documentation, 
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and was not verifying data being provided to him by Paulino.  She sought and obtained 

permission of the Court to retain her own independent expert, Anthem Forensics, for both 

valuation and forensic analysis of the financial issues in this matter. 

The Court finds Mr. Grigsby’s reports as to the current valuation not reliable.  First, his 

analysis relied upon spreadsheets that did not include a critical analysis of the business income 

and expenses.  He did not look at bank statements or other source documentation to confirm 

the data provided to him, and he did not acquire the source documentation utilized to prepare 

the parties’ tax returns.  He also did not contradict the figures contained in the parties’ business 

tax returns even after being presented with evidence that the numbers contained therein were 

inaccurate.  Finally, he acknowledged lacking the necessary business records needed to 

accurately conduct a valuation, as they were not provided to him; he failed to include any value 

for inventory and assets held by the companies; and he included a significant amount of 

outstanding rent allegedly due to the landlord without any verification of this debt. 

The Court finds that the report prepared by Jenny Allen with Anthem Forensics along 

with her testimony was more credible as to valuation.  Ms. Allen conducted an independent 

tracing analysis of the business bank accounts, normalized income and expenses, utilized 

actual source documentation and participated in Paulino’s deposition to look into missing 

source information and to confirm details of the business operation and assets.   

Ms. Allen’s report set out the three basic approaches to determining business value – 

income, market and asset.  After a review of the three approaches, Ms. Allen opined that the 

income approach under the discounted cash flow method was the most meaningful indication 

of value.  Ms. Allen valued the businesses together (MAS, MTC & Dyno) at $266,000, which 

included the value of the business bank accounts, essential operating assets, and business debts.  

[See EX 62; EX QQQ].  She also incorporated a reasonable officer compensation of 
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approximately $60,000 per year to Paulino.  It did not include the value of non-essential 

business assets and the cash income received by the businesses, as there was not enough 

information provided to make these determinations.  She did state that some of the cash 

withdrawals that she referenced in the report could be from the resale business. 

Mr. Grigsby conducted the only valuation presented at trial for the business at the time 

of marriage and established the value at $188,400, which the Court will accept as credible as 

it was the only evidence presented and received by this Court.  

The Court adopts Anthem’s valuation of Mesquite Auto Service, LLC, Las Vegas 

Mobile Dyno, and Mesquite Towing Service, LLC at the value of $266,000. 

The Court finds there is a community and a separate property interest in the businesses 

and finds that the increase in the value of the business was attributed to the community.  

The Court finds and adopts Mr. Grigsby’s value of the businesses at the time of 

marriage as that was the only evidence provided to this Court.  Neither party provided evidence 

as to a valuation of the businesses using the Pereira and Van Camp analysis or calculation.  

Therefore, the Court finds that the community value of the businesses is $77,600. 

The Court finds that Paulino shall be awarded the entities at a community value of 

$77,600.  This award includes the entities themselves, the AFCU business accounts ending 

*4203, *4294 and *7260, the vehicles in Section 1 of the VCC, the SBA loans, and the credit 

accounts held with Techron ending *5472 and *4577, Walmart *8936 and Lowes *7559 and 

*7675. 

Resell Business (“Mom’s Outlet”) / Outstanding Inventory 

Following a successful home garage sale, Maila began exploring resale opportunities 

and found it to be lucrative.  A formal business entity was not created until September 2022; 

however, Maila purchased various items at highly discounted prices and resold them for a 
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profit through various Facebook, EBay, Amazon and other online accounts, as well as through 

live sales events at swap meets and at the parties’ business locations.   

The parties testified that the items were purchased from the parties’ personal accounts, 

cash held in the parties’ safe, the business bank accounts and business credit accounts.  The 

profits realized were used to pay back the credit and bank accounts each month, with the 

remaining cash profits held in the parties’ personal safe or used for personal expenses. 

This resale activity grew exponentially over the years, with the accumulated inventory 

eventually filling an entire business suite on Hafen Lane (Suite J), space in the other business 

suites, multiple shipping and storage containers, box trucks and offsite storage units.  [See EX 

6A]. 

A former MAS / MTC employee testified that he would pick up items from stores like 

Walmart for Paulino and Maila and bring them to the Hafen Lane shop while working 

separately as a truck driver.  [See Jared Campbell Testimony, March 7, 2024, video 3 of 5 at 

18:05]. 

Maila testified that she previously earned between $40,000 and $60,000 a month 

operating this inventory resell business during the marriage.  [See Maila’s Testimony, May 3, 

2024, video 3 of 8 at 22:51]. 

Evidence was presented of significant Walmart purchases and credit card payments 

since Maila has been residing in Hawaii indicating that Maila is still running a resell business 

in some capacity at an unknown profit, which she did not disclose on any FDF’s. [See Kahana 

Stone’s Testimony, April 5, 2024, video 3 of 7 at 40:19]. 

Maila admitted that she was selling inventory items online on Facebook Marketplace 

through various profiles around the time the parties separated in February 2022.  [See Maila 

Testimony, April 5, 2024, video 5 of 7 at 42:48; EX 50].  Maila also provided a spreadsheet 
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and testified that she sold at least $10,751 worth of inventory between May and November 

2022.  [See Maila Testimony, April 5, 2024; EX 53].   

Alex Alvarado, a family friend whom this Court found credible, testified that he has 

known both parties and he provided some help to Maila on two separate occasions in 2022.  

First, he met her at a storage unit near North Las Vegas that was half-full with random items 

and she asked him to move a grill to a buyer in town.  On a second occasion, he met her at a 

Swap Meet where she asked him to help her and Mr. Stone sell inventory items.  He recalls 

one waterslide being sold for cash but he was not sure what exactly sold and the amount and 

he did not see her keeping records.  [See Alex Alvarado Testimony, March 7, 2024, video 2 of 

5 at 39:08]. 

Paulino contracted with PCI Auctions to liquidate the inventory following the February 

23, 2023 hearing without notice to Maila, and she only discovered it as she saw the online 

auction. 

Anthony Fontana, with PCI Auctions, testified that employees came in the spring of 

2023 and took pictures of all items before they started the process of auctioning the items.  [See 

Anthony Fontana Testimony, April 8, 2024, video 4 of 9 at 11:05; EX 30, Pages 5540 –5678]. 

Mr. Fontana testified that he does not typically conduct auctions of these types of items.  

His experience was more with commercial and restaurant liquidation sales. 

Mr. Fontana testified that there were empty boxes where items had been removed and 

you could tell someone had removed them carefully with a razor so it looked like it was still 

there.  [See Anthony Fontana Testimony, April 8, 2024, video 4 of 9 at 16:55; EX 30, Pages 

5713 -5716].  The Court did not receive any credible evidence as to what happened to the 

products. 

/ / / 
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The Court finds that the testimony of Mr. Fontana, was credible regarding the 

significant loss in value of the inventory based upon the length of time it had sat in storage, 

including the availability of newer model items with warranties and changes in market trends.  

[See Anthony Fontana Testimony, April 8, 2024, video 4 of 9 at 18:23 and 19:21].  He further 

testified that individually selling items, in lieu of holding liquidation auctions, would have 

resulted in higher sales proceeds. 

PCI Auction conducted three auctions using ordinary liquidation practices to receive 

top dollar for products and charged a 25% commission rate off the top.  [See Anthony Fontana 

Testimony, April 8, 2024, video 4 of 9 at 7:29 and 8:19]. 

The first auction was held in summer 2023 with net proceeds of $15,235, which was 

already split and the parties each received $7,617.50. 

The second auction was held in summer 2023 with net proceeds of $22,308.47.  PCI 

Auction is still in possession of the proceeds. 

The third auction was held in spring 2024 with net proceeds of $9,206.68.  PCI Auction 

is still in possession of the proceeds. 

The Court finds that the Resell business, which became a formal LLC after the 

proceedings commenced and now known as Mai Outlet Mesquite Store (“MOM”) has no 

significant value outside of the inventory it currently holds; however, it is community property.  

Further, the outstanding proceeds from the second and third auction and the remaining 

inventory is community property to be split equally between the parties and then the business 

itself can be closed or Maila can be awarded the business name. 

Maila’s Farm to Market Store 

Maila testified that she created a Farm to Market corner store with Kahana Stone during 

this litigation.  The Court finds that this is community property; however, there was no 
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substantial evidence as to the value of this business.  Maila asserts that the value of the business 

is $37,720 but that includes the 2-acre land, sales and equipment.  The equipment and land 

have already been addressed herein under real property and vehicles.   

Paulino asserts that Maila’s charts and spreadsheets attached to her FDF’s demonstrate 

approximately $420 to $2,018 in monthly profit with an average of $1,219 profit per month 

for this business.  However, her FDF indicates expenses of approximately $1,100 per month. 

The Court finds that there was no substantial evidence as to the value of the business 

itself.  Based upon the lack of evidence as to a specific value and the evidence that this business 

is fairly new, the Court finds that the value assessed to the business is based upon the property 

and equipment.  Therefore, there is no additional value to provide for the business. 

CREDIT CARD DEBTS 

The Parties have each been using their own credit cards in their own names since the 

time of separation in February 2022, as confirmed by both parties testimony at trial. 

Paulino testified that the expenses on his Hawaiian Airline credit card are 70% business 

expenses and 30% personal expenses.  [See Paulino Testimony, June 14, 2024; EX 63, Pages 

0440 – 0443]. 

Maila has used her own PayPal and Apple credit cards for her own travel and living 

expenses since the Parties separated in February 2022, for which Paulino has had no knowledge 

or participation. [See Paulino Testimony, June 14, 2024; EX 108]. 

The Court finds that each party shall be assessed 100% of responsibility for their own 

respective credit cards. 

LONG TERM DEBT 

The Court finds that the parties do not have long-term home mortgages or car notes 

together under either party’s name incurred during the marriage.  However, the Court finds 
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that the only long-term debts accrued at the time of trial are the alleged unpaid corporate rents 

owed to the businesses’ commercial Landlord Dave Biasi and the Small Business Association 

loans, which Paulino personally guaranteed to the federal government. 

The Court finds that the SBA loans were addressed with the business valuation and 

shall be found to be part of the businesses and included with the award of the businesses to 

Paulino. 

TRAVEL COSTS 

Maila’s Apple credit card statements do not show who used the flights she purchased 

during this litigation and Maila admitted that she has purchased airfare for people other than 

herself and PJ such as her boyfriend Kahana Stone, which was corroborated by her statements.  

[See EX 108].  Maila provided a chart of her charges; however, she testified that she was not 

reimbursed for travel costs.  This testimony was not credible as she was reimbursed for a flight 

in May 2022 on her PayPal Credit Card but included this charge on her chart.   

The Court finds that both parties were responsible for their respective travel expenses 

that were incurred during the litigation for the child exchanges.  As for Maila’s request for 

reimbursement for payment of $27,108 for travel expenses during the litigation prior to the 

order that the parties were to split the expenses, the Court finds that there is some credibility 

to her request.  However, she failed to establish what was paid by her and if there were 

additional charges reimbursed. 

The Court finds that pursuant to the May 19, 2022 and June 2, 2022 orders of the Court, 

the transportation expenses were a community obligation, which should have been equally 

divided between the parties as a community debt if charged to the joint credit card.  However, 

the Court finds that Maila was not completely credible as to the expenses; therefore, she shall 
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be entitled to reimbursement of 1/3 of the past transportation expenses.  Maila is therefore 

awarded $9,036 (one-third of $27,108) as and for reimbursement. 

CHILD SUPPORT 

Since the ending of the financial trial, child custody has been modified to award Paulino 

primary physical custody effective January 2025.   

Maila purchased farmland and equipment to open her own business selling farm-to-

table meals and crops to the community, as well as continuing her resell business.  She also 

held employment at a local resort doing office and clerical work, and worked with various 

individuals and entities providing remote accounting services.  She testified that she can also 

continue picking up remote accounting work at an average of $500 per client per month.  Maila 

testified that she believes she can net $2,500 per month with devoting time to her business.  

The Court finds it appropriate to impute income to Maila at a minimum of $3,500, which 

includes $2,500 from her business and $1,000 from remote accounting work for two clients. 

Based upon Maila’s imputed gross monthly income of $3,500 and the formula provided 

by NAC 425, her base child support obligation is set at $560 per month.  The receiving parent 

shall be responsible for purchasing the plane ticket for their custodial timeshare.  The Court 

will award Maila a downward deviation pursuant to NAC 425.150(1)(e) and (f) in the amount 

of $100 per month.  This is due to Maila’s responsibility for travel expenses for her custodial 

time and due to the relative income of the parties.  As such, Maila’s child support obligation 

shall be $460 per month effective January 1, 2025. 

ALIMONY 

Maila is seeking a claim for alimony.  Maila has been cohabitating with her significant 

other in Hawaii.  Maila testified that she has made $500 per month per client doing 

administrative assistant and bookkeeping work remotely during the pendency of this case, and 
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she provided letters corroborating this employment, but she never reported this income on any 

of her FDF’s filed to date.  [See EX 69 – 72; EX 96-99; Maila Testimony].  The Court FINDS 

that Maila did have income producing land and equipment, which she purchased with a portion 

of the house proceeds.  Both she and Mr. Stone testified that they use the land to grow food 

that is used at their Farm to Market business 

The evidence showed Maila was purchasing significant items from Walmart while 

residing in Hawaii, which supports a finding that Maila is still running a resell business, which 

she did not disclose.  This was further supported by Mr. Stone’s testimony.  This is a skill that 

Maila will continue to have post-divorce and there is no reason to believe that she cannot 

continue to make an earning from reselling items. 

The evidence showed that Maila has made numerous Walmart purchases and paid her 

Apple credit card almost $70,000 over 19 months’ time.  [See Kahana Stone Testimony, April 

5, 2024; EX 108].  The Court finds that Maila has the ability to earn income from a resell 

business as the evidence supports that she was able to substantially grow the resell business 

and she was still engaging in a resell business based upon her purchases from Walmart and 

Mr. Stone’s testimony. 

The evidence showed that Maila has purchased Dump and Utility Trailers, which are 

typically used in a business.  [See EX RRR, Page 4083].   

Prior to the parties’ relationship, Maila had administrative skills, which she was able to 

use when Paulino started his companies prior to the marriage.  During the marriage, Maila also 

learned several skills, such as how to run several businesses, which she learned from helping 

Paulino out in the businesses and watching him run the businesses.  These are skills she will 

continue to maintain post-divorce. 

/ / / 
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This Court considered the statutory factors under NRS 125.150(9) regarding Maila’s 

request for alimony, and Nevada case law interpreting the statutory factors, in addition to other 

factors and case law as referenced herein.  See Kogod v. Kogod, 439 P.3d 397 (NV. 2019). 

In examining the evidence under the statutory factors of NRS 125.150(9), the following 

are true: 

(a)  The financial condition of each spouse; 

According to Maila’s Financial Disclosure Form filed February 8, 2024, Maila was 

employed as an Office Manager and she owned the Farm to Market (aka Molokai Corner Store).  

She indicated she made $546 gross monthly income as an office manager and gross revenue of 

$1,444 from the business.  She showed expenses of approximately $5,137 per month, with a 

majority consisting of credit card payments, food, and fuel.  She also indicated that she lives 

with Kahana Stone but did not include an amount of his contribution.  Instead, she stated that 

his contribution varied on need.   

Maila testified that she has made $500 per month per client doing administrative 

assistant and bookkeeping work remotely.  The Court finds that Maila could make additional 

income from her work as a bookkeeper.  Therefore, based upon her Farm to Market business in 

Hawaii, her ability to continue a resell business and her bookkeeping services she could provide, 

she should be imputed an income in the minimum amount of $3,500.  This represents four (4) 

clients per month as a bookkeeper.  Finally, there was evidence that Maila is, and has been, 

residing with Mr. Stone throughout the litigation and therefore, the Court notes that he provides 

income to the household. 

Paulino’s Financial Disclosure Form filed May 24, 2024 shows an income of $2,658 

and reasonable expenses totaling $2,338 per month.  The Court finds that these expenses could 

J 5409



 

 25 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 
 

5 
 

6 
 

7 
 

8 
 

9 
 

10 
 

11 
 

12 
 

13 
 

14 
 

15 
 

16 
 

17 
 

18 
 

19 
 

20 
 

21 
 

22 
 

23 
 

24 
 

25 
 

26 
 

27 
 

28 
 

REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101-2408 

 

be low but is accepting this amount.  As for his income, the Court finds that, based upon Ms. 

Allen’s testimony his income could be imputed at $5,000 per month paid from the businesses. 

While the evidence supports the fact that Paulino has ownership interest in his mother’s 

two properties, it did not support a finding that Paulino is benefitting from the properties.  The 

Court found him credible as to his testimony that the rental proceeds are used for the property 

and to provide for his mother.  As for the second property, Paulino lives there with his Mom 

and helps by paying for groceries and utilities.  There was no substantial evidence to support a 

finding that he is benefiting from the properties he owns with his Mother.   

While Paulino appears to be financially better off, his income and expenses are not 

accounting for any deductions for taxes.  Therefore, the Court finds that Paulino is not in a 

position to pay alimony and Maila has not provided substantial evidence to this Court as to 

accurate accounting of her financial situation.  Therefore, Maila did not provide substantial 

evidence that she was in need of alimony. 

(b)  The nature and value of the respective property of each spouse. 

Maila received $10,751 worth of the community property inventory sold in mid-2022, 

$10,000 from the community as ordered in May 2022 and $120,000 that was ordered in May 

2023 (Original order was $100,000 but she received $120,000).  She is also receiving her value 

of community property assets as stated in the MBS.  

(c)  The contribution of each spouse to any property held by the spouses pursuant to 

NRS 123.030. 

Both parties contributed to the property held by the parties as joint tenants and 

community property. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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(d)  The duration of the marriage. 

The parties were married March 11, 2016; therefore, the parties have been married for 

8 years.  

(e)  The income, earning capacity, age and health of each spouse 

Paulino is 41 years of age and Maila is 44 years of age. There was no substantial 

evidence provided as to the parties’ health and they both appear to be in good health. 

Paulino has owned his own business since approximately 2006 and continued to run the 

businesses since prior to the parties’ marriage.  Maila had administrative skills prior to marriage 

for which she used throughout the marriage and continues to use.  The evidence suggests that 

she is also successful at reselling items, she owns a Farm to Market business and she has her 

accounting/bookkeeping skills, which provides her with the ability to make a significant amount 

of income. 

(f)  The standard of living during the marriage. 

The testimony and evidence received at trial as to the parties’ standard of living or their 

lifestyle during the marriage indicated that they enjoyed a lifestyle that allowed them some 

luxuries.  However, Maila testified that they never had problems purchasing items but she would 

research and make smart decisions because she is frugal and looks for a good return on 

investment. 

(g)  The career before the marriage of the spouse who would receive the alimony; 

Maila testified that she was working for a builder doing administrative tasks in 2004 

when she met Paulino.  She then left the developer and started commuting to Las Vegas to work 

for Yesco Sign Co in their accounting department.  She then took a second job at a steakhouse.  

Thereafter, when Paulino started the businesses, she eventually began assisting in the 

businesses.  She then started a resell business and has started a corner store business in Hawaii. 

J 5411



 

 27 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 
 

5 
 

6 
 

7 
 

8 
 

9 
 

10 
 

11 
 

12 
 

13 
 

14 
 

15 
 

16 
 

17 
 

18 
 

19 
 

20 
 

21 
 

22 
 

23 
 

24 
 

25 
 

26 
 

27 
 

28 
 

REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101-2408 

 

(h)  The existence of specialized education or training or the level of marketable skills 

attained by each spouse during the marriage. 

Both parties testified to receiving specialized training in the towing and automobile 

industry prior to and during the marriage.   

(i)  The contribution of either spouse as homemaker. 

While Maila testified that she did scale back and focus on PJ when he was born, she also 

testified that she started the resale business after being successful at a garage sale.  Therefore, 

the Court finds that neither party contributed solely as a homemaker.  Both parties were able to 

continue working in the businesses, including the resale business.  

(j)  The award of property granted by the court in the divorce, other than child support 

and alimony, to the spouse who would receive the alimony. 

While Maila is not receiving one-half of all of the assets due to the separate property 

component to the business, she is receiving a significant amount of the community assets as set 

forth in the MBS in addition to reimbursement of past travel expenses in the amount of $9,036. 

(k)  The physical and mental condition of each party as it relates to the financial 

condition, health and ability to work of that spouse. 

Not applicable as there was no substantial evidence as to either party’s physical or 

mental condition affecting their ability to work. 

(l)  Other factors. 

Maila has been cohabitating with her significant other since moving to Hawaii and the 

evidence established that they are working together on their farm and on the Corner Store on 

the island. 

Given the factors and findings under NRS 125.150(9), the Court does not find it just and 

equitable to award Maila alimony.   
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The Court further finds that given the amount of funds that Maila received during the 

pendency of this case, her request for child support and alimony arrears is denied.  Further, 

Paulino’s request for reimbursement of the funds paid for Maila and PJ’s support during the 

pendency of this case is denied. 

ATTORNEY’S FEES 

Paulino was ordered to pay Maila $5,000 towards her attorney’s fees at the May 19, 

2022 hearing and during the February 23, 2023 Hearing, he was ordered to pay Maila $50,000 

towards her attorney’s fees and an additional $20,000 was paid after the May 2023 hearing. 

Paulino is requesting fees under EDCR 5.219 alleging that the other party maintained 

frivolous positions, over litigated the case, and caused large delays. 

The Court does not find that Paulino is entitled to fees under EDCR 5.219 as both 

parties failed to provide discovery and were untimely in several items as discussed throughout 

the litigation. 

Maila is also seeking fees pursuant to Sargeant v Sargeant.  The Court further finds that 

the purpose of Sargeant is to get the parties to trial on equal footing.  In the case at hand, Maila 

was awarded at minimum $75,000 towards her fees and Paulino has paid his attorney 

approximately $78,683 as of the financial trial. 

The Court did indicate that it would accept Rule 54 briefs to address attorney’s fees 

post-judgment.  Therefore, the parties shall file briefs if they wish the Court to address any 

additional requests for fees. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

NOW THEREFORE, THE COURT HEREBY CONCLUDES this Court has 

complete jurisdiction in the premises, both as to the subject matter, as well as the parties, 

pursuant to Chapter 125 of the Nevada Revised Statutes. 
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NRS 125.150(1)(b) provides that, in granting a divorce, the court shall, to the extent 

practicable, make an equal disposition of the community property of the parties, except that 

the court may make an unequal disposition of the community property in such proportions as 

it deems just if the court finds a compelling reason to do so and sets forth in writing the reasons 

for making the unequal disposition.   

There is a rebuttable presumption that all property acquired by either spouse after 

marriage is community property.  Kelly v. Kelly, 86. Nev. 301, 209, 468 P.2d 359, 364 (1970).  

NRS 123.220 provides the definition of community property as follows: 

All property, other than that states in NRS 123.130, acquired after marriage by 
either spouse or both spouses, is community property unless otherwise provided 
by: 
1.  An agreement in writing between the spouses. 
2.  A decree of separate maintenance issued by a court of competent jurisdiction. 
3.  NRS 123.190. 
4.  A decree issued or agreement in writing entered pursuant to NRS 123.259. 
 
The Court finds that the parties did not provide any evidence or testimony that any 

property acquired after marriage was not community property as specifically stated above. 

The Court must make an equal disposition of community property in a divorce unless 

there is a "compelling reason" to make an unequal disposition.  NRS 125.150(1)(b).  In addition 

to considering the testimony of witnesses and the evidence, the Court must consider NRS 

123.220, NRS 123.225 and NRS 123.230 regarding the characterization of community 

property. 

In Putterman v. Putterman, 113 Nev. 606, 939 P.2d 1047, 1049 (1997) the Nevada 

Supreme Court recognized that an unequal distribution of community property is appropriate 

when a party has engaged in financial misconduct in the form of one party's wasting or 

secreting assets during the divorce process.  Further, in Lofgren v. Lofgren, 112 Nev. 1282, 

1283, 926 P.2d 296, 297 (1996), dissipation, or waste, can provide a compelling reason for the 

J 5414



 

 30 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 
 

5 
 

6 
 

7 
 

8 
 

9 
 

10 
 

11 
 

12 
 

13 
 

14 
 

15 
 

16 
 

17 
 

18 
 

19 
 

20 
 

21 
 

22 
 

23 
 

24 
 

25 
 

26 
 

27 
 

28 
 

REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101-2408 

 

unequal disposition of community property: "[I]f community property is lost, expended or 

destroyed through the intentional misconduct of one spouse, the court may consider such 

misconduct as a compelling reason for making an unequal disposition of community property 

and may appropriately augment the other spouse's share of the remaining community 

property." 

The Court finds that neither party established a compelling reason to make an unequal 

disposition of the community property.  The Court finds that both parties raised issues of the 

other party causing delays and not abiding by discovery requests.  Further, Maila testified that 

Paulino failed to cooperate in the liquidation of the inventory.  However, Paulino provided 

evidence that Maila removed items from Hafen Lane. 

In addition to considering the testimony of witnesses and the evidence, the Court must 

consider NRS 123.220, NRS 123.225 and NRS 123.230 regarding the characterization of 

community property. 

NRS 123.130 states the following:  

All property of a spouse owned by him or her before marriage, and that was 
acquired by him or her afterwards by gift, bequest, devise, descent or by an 
award for personal injury damages, with the rents, issues and profits thereof, 
is his or her separate property.  
 
However, it is well settled that there must be an apportionment of any increment in 

value between the separate estate of the owner and the community, unless the increment is due 

solely to a natural enhancement of the property or minimal effort by the owner.  Pereira v. 

Pereira, 156 Cal. 1, 103 P.488 (1909); Johnson v. Johnson, 89 Nev. 244 (1973).  In order to 

apply the apportionment doctrine, a party must overcome the statutory presumption that “rents, 

issues, and profits” of separate property retain the same character.  It is the burden of the party 

to prove that the other spouse’s labor, skill and industry actually contributed to the increase in 

value of the separate property.  See Smith v. Smith, 94 Nev. 249 (1978).  Where the husband 
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turned over active management of business that he owned to another person and that as owner, 

he worked fewer than eight hours per week and did not participate in the day-to-day operations 

of the business, the rents; issues and profits were separate property. See Smith at 251. 

Nevada requires clear and convincing evidence of an intent by a spouse to transmute 

separate property into community property, which Maila failed to prove here.  Maila also failed 

to adequately prove a Marital Waste claim nor did she present any evidence to overcome a 

defense of Waiver. Draskovich v. Draskovich, 545 P.3d 96 (Nev. 2024).  As stated above in 

the findings, Paulino owned the businesses before marriage and Maila did not meet her burden 

that he intended to transmute the businesses to community property.  However, Maila did 

establish her labor and skill contributed to the increase in the value of the separate property. 

ORDER 

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND 

DECREED that an absolute Decree of Divorce is hereby GRANTED and the bonds of 

matrimony are hereby dissolved and the parties are returned to the status of single, unmarried 

individuals. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the net proceeds from the sale of 362 Emmarene 

Street shall be confirmed as community property and each party’s one-half of the net proceeds 

as previously divided will be placed on each party’s side of the Amended MBS.  See Amended 

MBS, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit 2. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the initial proceeds from the first auction have been 

equally split and placed on each party’s side of the MBS.  The proceeds from the second and 

third auction of the inventory shall be split equally between the parties.   

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the remaining inventory shall be sold by an 

independent third party estate sale company agreed upon by the parties and the net proceeds 
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shall be split equally between the parties.  Paulino shall provide Maila the name of three (3) 

estate sale companies that can sell the remaining inventory within ten (10) days of entry of this 

Amended Decree and Maila shall choose one of the companies within ten (10) days.  Both 

parties shall immediately contact, and remain in contact, with the seller and shall not hinder 

the sale. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Paulino shall be awarded MTC, MAS and Dyno 

as his sole and separate property, subject to Maila’s community property interest as set forth 

above.  He shall be awarded any assets associated with the businesses along with any and all 

liabilities, including the credit cards and the SBA loans. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Maila shall be awarded as her sole and separate 

property the Kaula Farm to Market (Corner Store) business that she started in Hawaii including 

any and all liabilities and assets associated with the business. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that once the entire remaining inventory is sold and the 

proceeds split, the MOM’s Outlet Store shall be closed or Maila shall be awarded the business 

name. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Talcott Life Insurance Policy shall be cashed 

out and the funds split equally between the parties.  Alternatively, if the policy cannot be cashed 

out, it shall be awarded to Paulino subject to Maila’s community property share.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that 351 Emmarene Street and 361 Emmarene Street 

shall both be confirmed to Paulino as his sole and separate property prior to marriage. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Arizona land shall be awarded to Paulino with 

a value of $38,000, subject to Maila’s community property share.  Maila shall sign a Quitclaim 

Deed for the Arizona property upon receipt of her portion of the proceeds. 

/ / / 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Utah land shall be listed for sale through a 

neutral third-party realtor and the net sale proceeds shall be split evenly between the Parties.  

Maila shall provide Paulino with the name of three (3) realtors within 10 days of this Decree 

and Paulino shall choose one realtor within 10 days.  The parties shall have 10 days thereafter 

to meet with the realtor and get the land listed for sale.  The parties shall cooperate with the 

realtor in getting the land listed and sold. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Maila shall be awarded the two (2) acres of land 

in Hawaii with a value of $58,403 as her sole and separate property. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that as to the vehicles, the specifics are set out in the 

VCC [EX 1] and the parties shall each keep any and all vehicles that are in their possession, 

subject to the separate property and community property division set forth above.  The values 

have been specified in the Amended MBS and placed in the appropriate community property 

versus separate property column. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Lamborghini and the BMW are both addressed 

in the MBS with the funds being considered community property. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that each party will maintain their individual bank 

accounts and any cash in their possession as their sole and separate property. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that there was no evidence as to division of personal 

property; however, to the extent that any personal property needs to be divided, Paulino will 

create an A/B List and Maila will get first choice as to which list she will be awarded. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any and all airline miles shall be divided equally 

as of December 15, 2024.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the parties shall be awarded their individual credit 

cards as their sole and separate debt and hold the other party harmless therefrom. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the equalization payment in the MBS that is owed 

to Maila from Paulino shall be paid from Paulino’s portion of the sale proceeds of the 

remaining inventory and the Utah property.  After those proceeds are paid and Paulino gets a 

credit for the past due child support payments, then Paulino shall have thirty (30) days from 

the sale of the inventory or property, whichever occurs later, to pay the balance of the 

equalization payment.  If it is not paid within thirty (30) days, then the remaining balance shall 

be reduced to judgment at that time, bearing interest at the legal rate and collectible by any 

legal means. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Paulino shall pay Maila the sum of $9,036 as 

and for reimbursement for past travel expenses incurred during the litigation process and prior 

to the parties being ordered to split the costs. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that based upon Maila’s imputed gross monthly income 

of $3,500, her base child support obligation is set at $560 per month.  Maila shall receive a 

downward deviation pursuant to NAC 425.150(1)(e) and (f) in the amount of $100 per month 

for travel expenses and due to the relative income of the parties.  As such, Maila’s child support 

obligation shall be $460 per month effective January 1, 2025, due and payable by the end of 

each month. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the receiving parent shall be responsible for 

purchasing the minor child’s airline ticket.  Paulino shall be responsible for the costs in picking 

up the minor child at the beginning of his timeshare and Maila shall be responsible for the costs 

in picking up the minor child at the beginning of her timeshare.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Maila’s request for alimony is denied.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that there exists no alimony or child support arrears. 

/ / / 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that each party’s respective request for attorney’s fees 

shall be denied. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Maila never changed her name; therefore, she shall 

maintain her current name, to wit: “MAILA LIKUA.” 

STATUTORY NOTICES 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125C.0045(6): 
 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION, 
CONCEALMENT OR DETENTION OF A CHILD IN VIOLATION OF 
THIS ORDER IS PUNISHABLE AS A CATEGORY D FELONY AS 
PROVIDED IN NRS 193.130. NRS 200.359 provides that every person 
having a limited right of custody to a child or any parent having no right of 
custody to the child who willfully detains, conceals or removes the child from 
a parent, guardian or other person having lawful custody or a right of visitation 
of the child in violation of an order of this court, or removes the child from the 
jurisdiction of the court without the consent of either the court or all persons 
who have the right to custody or visitation is subject to being punished for a 
category D felony as provided in NRS 193.130. 

 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125C.0045(7)(8): The terms of 

the Hague Convention of October 25, 1980, adopted by the 14th Session of the Hague 
Conference on Private International Law, apply if a parent abducts or wrongfully retains a 
child in a foreign country as follows: If a parent of the child lives in a foreign country or has 
significant commitments in a foreign country: 

 
(a) The parties may agree, and the court shall include in the order for custody 
of the child, that the United States is the country of habitual residence of the 
child for the purposes of applying the terms of the Hague Convention as set 
forth in subsection 7. 
 
(b) Upon motion of one of the parties, the court may order the parent to post a 
bond if the court determines that the parent poses an imminent risk of 
wrongfully removing or concealing the child outside the country of habitual 
residence. The bond must be in an amount determined by the court and may be 
used only to pay for the cost of locating the child and returning the child to his 
or her habitual residence if the child is wrongfully removed from or concealed 
outside the country of habitual residence. The fact that a parent has significant 
commitments in a foreign country does not create a presumption that the parent 
poses an imminent risk of wrongfully removing or concealing the child. 
 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parties are subject to the relocation 

requirements of NRS 125C.006 & NRS 125C.0065. 
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REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101-2408 

 

If joint or primary physical custody has been established pursuant to an order, 
judgment or decree of a court and one parent intends to 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 relocating parent 
desires to take the child with him or her, the relocating parent shall, before 
relocating:  
 
(a) attempt to obtain the written consent of the non-relocating parent to relocate 
with the child; and  
(b) if the non-relocating parent refuses to give that consent, petition the court 
for permission to move and/or for primary physical custody for the purpose of 
relocating. 
  
A parent who desires to relocate with a child has the burden of proving that 
relocating with the child is in the best interest of the child. The court may award 
reasonable attorney's fees and costs to the relocating parent if the court finds 
that the nonrelocating parent refused to consent to the relocating parent's 
relocation with the child without having reasonable grounds for such refusal, or 
for the purpose of harassing the relocating parent. A parent who relocates with 
a child pursuant to this section without the written consent of the other parent 
or the permission of the court is subject to the provisions of NRS 200.359. 

 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125C.010(1)(b), for purposes of 

visitation rights of a child, the State of Nevada or the state where the child resides within the 
United States of America is the habitual residence of the child. 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the parent having the child support obligation is 
subject to NAC 425.025 and NRS 31A.010 through 31A.350, inclusive, regarding the 
immediate withholding or assignment of wages, commissions or bonuses for payment of child 
support, whether current or delinquent. 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NRS 125B.145 and NAC 425.170, 
either party may request that the Court review the child support obligation every three years or 
upon changed circumstances. 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that pursuant to NAC 425.165 and NRS 425.620, if 
the order pertains to more than one child and does not allocate a specific amount of the total 
child support obligation to each child, and if you want to adjust the amount of child support 
established in this order, you MUST file a motion to modify the order with or submit a 
stipulation to the court. If a motion to modify the order is not filed or a stipulation is not 
submitted, the child support obligation established in this order will continue until such time 
as all children who are the subject of this order reach 18 years of age or, if the youngest child 
who is subject to this order is still in high school when he or she reaches 18 years of age, when 
the child graduates from high school or reaches 19 years of age, whichever comes first. Unless 
the parties agree otherwise in a stipulation, any modification made pursuant to a motion to 
modify the order will be effective as of the date the motion was filed. 
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REGINA M. MCCONNELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. O 
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that each party shall submit the information required 
in NRS 125B.055, NRS 125.130, and 125.230 on a separate form to the Court and the Welfare 
Division of the Department of Human Resources within ten days from the date this Decree is 
filed. Such information shall be maintained by the Clerk in a confidential manner and not part 
of the public record. The parties shall update the information filed with the Court and the 
Welfare Division of the Department of Human Resources within ten days should any of that 
information become inaccurate. 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that you have an affirmative duty to update any 
changes in your personal information by filing a Notice of Change of Address form, which can 
be found at the following link: 
https://www.familylawselfhelpcenter.org/images/forms/misc/addresschange-pdf-fillable.pdf 
 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

      _________________________________ 
 
 

J 5422



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 1 

J 5423



UPDATED VEHICLE CHARACTERIZATION AND VALUE 
 

1. Essential business vehicles included in business value;   
a. #63: 1993 Peterbuilt Convention (332877) worth $33,500 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 6096 

& EX. 16, GOMEZ 0720);  
b. #62: 1995 Ford Super Duty (A79260) worth $5,595 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 5917, 6081 

& EX. 16, GOMEZ 0719);  
c. #61: 2002 Ford Super Duty (A55762) worth $9,500 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0715);  
d. #66: 2002 International 4000  (585428) worth $13,900 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0718, 

and EX. 29, GOMEZ 5917 & 5918);  
e. #65: 2003 International 4000  (5516999) worth $11,500 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 5917 & 

6087);  
f. #67: 2006 Ford F650  (240469) worth $23,000 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 6134 & 5919); 

and  
g. #6: 2016 Dyno Trailer (000091) worth $7,995 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 6126 & 5919).  

TOTAL $104,990.00. 
 

2. To Maila as her sole and separate property from before the marriage:  
a. #56: 2001 Kawasaki Ninja Motorcycle (80044) worth $755 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 

0736).  
TOTAL $755.00. 

 
3. Owned by Paulino prior to Marriage;  

a. #45: 1965 Ford Mustang (258352) worth $350 (see EX. 18 & EX. 29, GOMEZ 5918);  
b. #36: 1993 GMC Sierra (708697) worth $250 (See EX. 19, GOMEZ 0752, 0766, and 

0773);  
c. #29/54: 1993 Chevy Suburban (313477) worth $2,440 (See EX. 16, GOMEZ  0722);  
d. #19: 2000 Ford F150 Lightning (A91590) worth $17,039.75 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ  & 

0731);  
e. #57: 2006 Nissan Frontier (417284) worth $0.00 (See EX. 16, GOMEZ 0714);  
f. #26: 2007 Ford Mustang Shelby (293094) worth $44,900 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0744);  
g. #46: 1968 Mercury Cougar (539277) worth $0.00 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0723-0725, 

0743, 0770);  
h. #48/60: 1978 Ford F250 (AJ2514) worth $0.00 (see EX. 17, GOMEZ 0750-0751, 773)  
i. #95: 1999 Ford F350 parts vehicle (A19631) worth $500 (see EX  29, GOMEZ 6184);  
j. #78: 1987 Nissan Sentra, Bought in 2000 under Dad’s name, (532281) worth $0.00, 

(see EX  29, GOMEZ 6148) still has; and   
k. #98 – 1978 Ford Truck (AJ2514) worth $0.00 (See EX. 29, GOMEZ 5921).  

TOTAL $65,479.75. 
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4. Owned by the Businesses prior to marriage;  
a. #71: 2005 Mercedes CL500 (046170) worth $100 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 5918, 6118 & 

EX. 16, GOMEZ 0753);  
b. #33: 1970 Chevy Corvette (404910) worth $14,125.00 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0716);  
c. #59: 1988 Mercedes 190E Sedan (510219) worth $0 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0738-0739, 

0753, EX. 29, GOMEZ 5921);  
d. #18: 1988 Honda Prelude black (C030352) worth $0.00 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0734 – 

0735);  
e. #17: 1990 Honda Prelude red (C018096) worth $0.00 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 5922, EX. 

16, GOMEZ 0713, 0776);  
f. #38: 1994 International 4000 (580746) worth $2,000.00 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0718);  
g. #64: 1997 Chevy S10 (132227) worth $0.00 (see EX. 16, EX. 29, GOMEZ 5919, 

6040)  
h. #8: Tow Container (-) worth $1,000 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 5927);  
i. #1:  2013 Car Hauler Trailer (-) worth $1,000 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 5989 & 5923);  
j. #3: Red Trailer (-) worth $500 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 5926);  
k. #76: 2005 Suzuki 350CC Quad yellow from 2015, not running for years, (-) worth 

unknown; 
l. #55 / 103: 1996 Chevy S10 (175235) worth $0.00 (See EX 29, GOMEZ 5921);  
m. #59: 1988 Mercedes 190E Sedan (371870) worth $0 (see EX. 16 , GOMEZ 0738-

0739, 0753, EX. 29, 5922, 6178).  
n. #70 – 1994 BMW 840 CI (C89498) worth $2,875.00 (See EX 29, GOMEZ 5920, 

6164).  
TOTAL $21,600. 

 
5. Owned by Businesses but unclear when purchased; 

a. #49: 1992 Ford Mustang (110969) worth $0.00 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0733);  
b. #35: 1994 Ford Ranger (C49462) worth $0.00 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ  0760);  
c. #31: 2001 Ford Excursion (B75323) worth $3,130 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0741, 0727); 
d. #54: 1996 Nissan Frontier Truck salvage parts only worth $0.00 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 

162, 5919);  
e. #54: 2006 Nissan Frontier Truck salvage parts only worth $0.00 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 

162, 5919);  
TOTAL $3,130.00. 

 
6. Community property / owned jointly or accrued during marriage; 

a. #32: 1971/1991 Chevy Monte Carlo (148402) worth $2,000 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 
0747, EX. 29, 5925, & 6302);  

b. #53: 1972 Chevy Camino (-) worth $0.00; 
c. #47: 1973 Ford Mach 1 (176633) worth $2,000 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 6309, EX. 16, 

0726);  
d. #50: 1993 Ford Thunderbird (148402) worth $0.00 (see EX. 16¸ GOMEZ 0748);  
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e. #40: 1999 GMC Sierra (708697) worth approx. $10,000 which Maila has possession of 
in HI (see EX. 16, GOMEZ  0757);  

f. #30: 2000 Alle Allegro Motorhome (309840) worth $13,499.00 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 
0764);  

g. #23: 2002 BMW M3 (R13284) worth $15,491.00 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0746);  
h. #39: 2002 Chevy Silverado (244984) worth $7,000 which Maila has possession of in 

UT (see EX. 16¸GOMEZ 0765);  
i. #22: 2003 Ford Mustang Cobra (302416) worth $12,000 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0749);  
j. #27: 2003 F350 Super Duty Red (A92817) worth $11,100 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0754 

and EX. 29, 5920);  
k. #41: 2007 Ford Edge (B41255) worth approximately $5,000 which Maila has 

possession of in UT (see EX. 16, GOMEZ  0717, 0727, 0742);  
l. #25: 2007 Ford Mustang Shelby (205542) worth $68,600 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 0745);  
m. #20/24; 2013 Ford F150 Raptor (D11957) worth $19,981.00 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 

6289, 5932 & EX. 16, GOMEZ 0756); and  
n. #72: 2005 Yamaha 350 CC Raptor ATV not running for years, (-) worth unknown, 

bought prior to marriage but titled together, still has. 
TOTAL $166,671.00. 

 
7. Purchased during marriage for essential business use; 

a. #84: 2016 Bobcat (V15504) worth $14,950 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 6219 & 5924);  
b. #5: 2020 Bump / Dump Trailer (203466) worth $8,295 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 5924 & 

5924);  
c. #58: 1979 Ford F600 Box Truck (Grumpy) (-) worth $200 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 6239 

& EX. 16, GOMEZ 0732, 0762);  
d. #75: 2001 Ford F450 tow truck (A36413) worth $6,880 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 6196 & 

5922);  
e. ??: 2003 Ford F550 Box Truck bought for parts originally (A19631) worth $1,999 (see 

EX 29, GOMEZ 6184 & 5922);  
f. 43: 2003 Ford F350 Dually (A36679) worth $11,100 (see EX. 17, GOMEZ 0770 and 

EX. 29, GOMEZ 5923-5924);  
g. 37: 2005 Chevy Silverado Duramax (329) worth $1,317 (see EX. 17, GOMEZ 0771 & 

EX. 29, GOMEZ 5917);  
h. ??: 2013 United Expressline trailer (128706) worth $1,000 (see EX. 29, GOMEZ 5915 

& EX. 16, GOMEZ 0761);  
i. #83: 2009 Hyster Forklift (14792W) worth $1,500 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 6242 & 

5926); and 
j. #13: 2011 Big Tex (382830) worth $0.00 from neighbor (see EX 29, GOMEZ 6216 & 

5924);  
TOTAL $47,241.00. 
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8. Business Equipment unclear who held by and when acquired; 
a. 10: Rays Container (-) worth $1,000 (see EX 29, GOMEZ  5927);  
b. 7: Rifer 42’ Trailer (-) worth $1,000 (see EX 29, GOMEZ  5927);  
c. 9: Tire Container (-) worth $500.00 (see EX 29, GOMEZ  5927);  
d. 15: Office Containers to house business records (-) worth $1,000 (see EX 29, GOMEZ  

5927);  
e. 14: Drivevan 52’ Trailer to store parts and equipment (-) worth $1,000 (see EX 29, 

GOMEZ 5927);  
f. 16: Gooseneck Trailer (-) worth $500 (see EX 29, GOMEZ  5922 - 5923);  
g. 2: Taco Trailer (-) worth $100 (see EX 29, GOMEZ  5923);  
h. ??: 2000 Yamaha Golf Cart (-) worth $500 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 5924);  
i. 11: 2003 Box Trailer 5x10 (023485) worth $1,000 (see EX 29, GOMEZ 6208 & 5923); 

and 
j. ??: Snow trailer business towed it and converted before marriage (-) worth $500.  

TOTAL $7,100.00. 
 

9. Vehicles sold in ordinary course by business before case was open; 
a. #72: 1994 Toyota Uhtuss (198506) in someone else’s name sold in 2020 (see EX. 16, 

GOMEZ 0768);  
b. #44: 2000 Ford F350 White (C62425) worth approximately $2,000 sold for parts in 

2019 (see EX. 16, GOMEZ  0728 – 0729);  
c. #69: 2013 Pontiac Aztec (001576) worth unknown sold through business (see EX. 16, 

GOMEZ  0758);  
d. #70: 2007 Subaru Legacy (326903) junk car through business (see EX. 16, GOMEZ 

0759); [2007 not 2017]; and 
e. #68: 2016 Volkswagen TSI (E000093) worth unknown sold through business (see EX. 

16, GOMEZ 0755). 
TOTAL $2,000+. 

 
10. Vehicles bought and sold by business in ordinary course while case was open; 

a. #51: 1978 Chevy Love not running (104487) worth $100 (see EX 17, GOMEZ  0775 
& EX. 29, GOMEZ 5918);  

b. #28: 2000 Ford F250 White (C51008) sold through the business to Rafael for $9000 in 
2022 (See EX. 16, GOMEZ  0726, 0740);  

c. ??: 2009 Nissan Altima tow conversion in 3/2023 (137177) worth $1,600 (see pending 
disclosure): 

d. ??: 2008 Honda Accord purchased in 2022 but not titled to him (A013545) worth 
$2,275 (see pending disclosure and EX 29, GOMEZ 5925);  

e. #34: 2008 Volvo S80 (071605) sold for $500 in May 2022 (see EX. 16, EX. 21, 
GOMEZ 4623);  

f. #52: Chevy Camaro, business bought, for Rafael, not finished repair, (-) worth $200 
until repaired. 

TOTAL $13,675.00. 
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11. Vehicles sold by the Parties while case was open; 

a. #42: 2020 BMW M5 red (E83869) worth unknown sold for $9,000 by Maila’s Uncle 
in early 2022 (see EX. 16); and  

b. #21: 2006 Lamborghini Murcielago (A01852) for $93,000 sold by Paulino in May 
2023 (see EX. 13, 14, 15, & 16).  

TOTAL $102,000.00 
 

12. Vehicles while Maila believes exist but for which there is no documentation; 
a. No. 6: 1993 Chevy Silverado worth unknown; 
b. #73: 2015 Kia Optima worth unknown; 
c. #74: 2009 Chrysler Aspen worth unknown; 
d. #77: 2011 Ford Edge Silver worth unknown; 
e. #79: 2006 Chrysler PT Cruiser worth unknown; 
f. #80: 2001 Acura TSX worth unknown; 
g. #81: 2006 Didge Ram 250 worth unknown; and 
h. #82: 2009 Ford Escape Silver worth unknown. 

TOTAL: UNKNOWN. 
 

13. Vehicles purchased during divorce litigation by Maila; 
a. Farm Quad– Maila says worth $9,500 (Exh RRR page ML 4083). 
b. 2022 Coleman Trailer – Maila says she paid her mom $5,000 for this (Exh RRR page 

ML 4083) but Paulino testified on June 14th, 2024, in video 1, at 22:00 that it is worth at 
least $12,000. 

c. Dump and Utility Trailer – Maila says worth $17,220 (Exh RRR page ML 4083) but 
Paulino testified on June 14th, 2024, video 1, at 21:00 that the Dump Trailer alone is 
worth $13,000 - $14,000 making this closer to $20,000. 

d. Quads (2x) – Maila says she paid $6,000 for these (Exh RRR page ML 4083) but 
Paulino testified on June 14th, 2024, video 1, at 24:00 that each are worth at least $5,000 
making this $10,000 total. 

TOTAL: $37,720 - $51,500 
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7/28/25   1:48 PM PROPERTY VALUE
GROSS NET COMMUNITY SEPARATE
VALUE DEBT VALUE HUSBAND WIFE HUSBAND WIFE

ASSETS:
CASH

1 Proceeds from 362 Emmarene Street (MR) $223,396.18 $0.00 $223,396.18 $111,698.09 $111,698.09
2 1st Auction of Inventory $15,235.83 $0.00 $15,235.83 $7,617.92 $7,617.92
3 2nd Auction of Inventory $22,308.47 $0.00 $22,308.47 $11,154.24 $11,154.24
4 3rd Auction of Inventory $9,206.68 $0.00 $9,206.68 $4,603.34 $4,603.34
5 Remaining Inventory (Resell Business) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
6 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $270,147.16 $0.00 $270,147.16 $135,073.58 $135,073.58 $0.00 $0.00

BUSINESS INTERESTS
7 MTC / MAS / Dyno $266,000.00 $0.00 $266,000.00 $77,600.00 $0.00 $188,400.00
8 Maila's Farm to Market (Corner Store) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $266,000.00 $0.00 $266,000.00 $77,600.00 $0.00 $188,400.00 $0.00

INVESTMENTS
9 Life Insurance Policy (Cash Value) $2,389.37 $0.00 $2,389.37 $2,389.37 $0.00

10 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
11 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
12 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $2,389.37 $0.00 $2,389.37 $2,389.37 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

REAL PROPERTY
13 Arizona Land (2/3 interest) $57,000.00 $0.00 $38,000.00 $38,000.00 $0.00
14 Utah Land $240,000.00 $0.00 $240,000.00 $120,000.00 $120,000.00
15 Hawaii 2 Acres of Land $58,403.00 $0.00 $58,403.00 $0.00 $0.00 $58,403.00
16 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $355,403.00 $0.00 $336,403.00 $158,000.00 $120,000.00 $0.00 $58,403.00

AUTOS & RECREATIONAL VEHICLES
17 Vehicle Characterization Chart ("VCC") § 1 $104,990.00 $0.00 $104,990.00 $0.00 $0.00 $104,990.00
18 VCC § 2 $755.00 $0.00 $755.00 $0.00 $0.00 $755.00
19 VCC § 3 $65,479.75 $0.00 $65,479.75 $0.00 $0.00 $65,479.75
20 VCC § 4 $21,600.00 $0.00 $21,600.00 $10,800.00 $0.00 $10,800.00
21 VCC § 5 $3,130.00 $0.00 $3,130.00 $3,130.00 $0.00

Paulino Gomez v. Maila Likua
MARITAL BALANCE SHEET

D-22-643298-D
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7/28/25   1:48 PM PROPERTY VALUE
GROSS NET COMMUNITY SEPARATE
VALUE DEBT VALUE HUSBAND WIFE HUSBAND WIFE

Paulino Gomez v. Maila Likua
MARITAL BALANCE SHEET

D-22-643298-D

22 VCC § 6 $166,671.00 $0.00 $166,671.00 $144,671.00 $22,000.00
23 VCC § 7 $47,241.00 $0.00 $47,241.00 $47,241.00 $0.00
24 VCC § 8 $7,100.00 $0.00 $7,100.00 $7,100.00 $0.00
25 VCC § 9 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
26 VCC § 10 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
27 VCC § 11 (Lambo & BMW) $102,000.00 $0.00 $102,000.00 $73,891.00 $28,109.00
28 VCC § 12 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
29 VCC § 13 $37,720.00 $0.00 $37,720.00 $0.00 $0.00 $37,720.00

     Subtotal $0.00 $556,686.75 $286,833.00 $50,109.00 $181,269.75 $38,475.00
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7/28/25   1:48 PM PROPERTY VALUE
GROSS NET COMMUNITY SEPARATE
VALUE DEBT VALUE HUSBAND WIFE HUSBAND WIFE

Paulino Gomez v. Maila Likua
MARITAL BALANCE SHEET

D-22-643298-D

PERSONAL PROPERTY
30 Furnishings, furniture $0.00 A/B A/B
31 Jewelry $0.00 X X

$0.00
     Subtotal $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS
32 NONE $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
33 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
34 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
35 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     Subtotal $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL ASSETS $1,431,626.28 $659,895.95 $305,182.58 $369,669.75 $96,878.00

LIABILITIES:
LONG TERM DEBT

36 SBA Loans (Included in MAS/MTC/Dyno) $231,000.00 $231,000.00
37 $0.00
38 $0.00
39 $0.00

     Subtotal $231,000.00 $231,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $231,000.00 $0.00
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7/28/25   1:48 PM PROPERTY VALUE
GROSS NET COMMUNITY SEPARATE
VALUE DEBT VALUE HUSBAND WIFE HUSBAND WIFE

Paulino Gomez v. Maila Likua
MARITAL BALANCE SHEET

D-22-643298-D

OTHER LIABILITIES
40 $0.00
41 $0.00
42 $0.00
43 $0.00
44 $0.00
45

     Subtotal $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
  

TOTAL LIABILITIES $231,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $231,000.00 $0.00

NET EQUITY $1,200,626.28 $659,895.95 $305,182.58 $138,669.75 $96,878.00

EQUALIZING NOTE $177,356.69 $177,356.69

EQUALIZED EQUITY $482,539.27 $482,539.27
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-22-643298-DPaulino Gomez, Plaintiff

vs.

Maila Likua, Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department O

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing Amended Decree of Divorce 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: 7/28/2025

Corinne Price Corinne@nvfamilylaw.com

Michael Carman Mike@nvfamilylaw.com

Val Stashuk Accounting@nvfamilylaw.com

Jordan Garcia JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com

Melissa Goodwin Melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com

Maila Likua mailalikua@gmail.com

Nicholas Biaggi legalassistant@NVfamilylaw.com

Sabrina Stone reception@nvfamilylaw.com

Marilyn Caston MarilynC@nevadafamilylaw.com

Melody Tooley Paralegal@nvfamilylaw.com
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Jordan M. Garcia, Esq.
Nevada Bar No.: 12374
Marilyn Caston, Esq.
Nevada Bar No.: 11654
NEVADA FAMILY LAW GROUP, LLC
760 Coronado Center Dr.
Henderson, Nevada 89052
Tel.: (702) 910-4300
Fax:(702)910-4303
JordanG@NevadaFamilyLaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

* * *

PAULINO GOMEZ,

Plaintiff,
vs.

MAILALIKUA,

Defendant.

CASE NO: D-22-643298-D

Dept.No.:0

RECEIPT OF CHECK

An Employee of Carman and Price The undersigned hereby accepts possession

of check #080200750, issued by America First Credit Union to Carman & Price for

Maila's Share in the Arizona property pursuant to the Stipulation and Order filed on

August 6, 2025 in the amount of Nineteen Thousand Dollars and 00/100

($19,000.00).

Dated this A/V day of August 2025.

•UM'/y/

Employee of Cam^in & Price
8965 S. Pecos Rd. #9

Henderson, NV 89074
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CREDIT UNION

America First Federal CrcdH Union

P.O, Box 9199 • Osden, Ulah 84409

THIS DOCUMENT HAS A TRUE WATERMARK AND HOLOORAM.
ABSENCE OF THESE FEATURES WILL INDICATE A COPY.

Official Check
Cashier's Check

PAY Nineteen Thousand Dollars And 00/100 Cents

TO
THE

ORDER
OF

CARMAN & PRICE

No.080200750

Date:08/06/25

_Yoid.AfteL?o-.Da-YS

***$19,000.00***

Payable through BOKF, NA EUFAULA, OK

MEMO: MAILA PAID IN FULL FOR THE ARIZONA LAND
v\-<-_ .

il'TJHTTi1 D U Yb U II* 1: 1 U3- tD a-5^lTTOTliD 01 ^ 7 -li q q 5 3 ll*
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DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
PAULINO GOMEZ, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
 
  Defendant. 
 

  
 
 
CASE NO.:  D-22-643298-D 
DEPT. NO.: O 
 

 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 

       COMES NOW, Maila Likua, Defendant in the above-captioned case, 

by and through her attorneys, Corinne Price, Esq., and Michael P. Carman, 

Esq., of CARMAN & PRICE, and hereby appeals to the Supreme Court of 

Nevada from the Court’s Amended Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, 

and Decree of Divorce Nunc Pro Tunc dated July 28, 2025 (and the 

associated interim findings and orders which were set forth in the Court’s 

NOAS 
CARMAN & PRICE 
Michael P. Carman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 07639 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Mike@NVFamilyLaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
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December 20, 2024, Order Regarding Orders to Show Cause). 

Dated this 14th day of August, 2025. 

CARMAN & PRICE 
 

 
 
______________________________ 
Michael P. Carman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 07639 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Mike@NVFamilyLaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that on this 14th day of August, 2025, 

I caused the above and foregoing Notice of Appeal to be served as follows: 

 Pursuant to EDCR 5.205 and NEFCR 9 by mandatory 
electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District 
Court’s electronic filing system; 

 
 by placing the same to be deposited for mailing in the 

United States Mail, in a sealed envelope upon which first-
class postage was prepaid; 

 
  to the following: 
 
   Marilyn Caston, Esq. 

Jordan M. Garcia, Esq. 
   Melissa Goodwin 
   Nevada Law Family Law Group 
   MarilynC@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   Melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com 
 
 
 
      _______________________________ 

Employee of CARMAN & PRICE 
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DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
PAULINO GOMEZ, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
 
  Defendant. 
 

  
 
 
CASE NO.:  D-22-643298-D 
DEPT. NO.: O 
 

 
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 

       COMES NOW, Maila Likua, Defendant in the above-captioned case, 

by and through her attorneys, Corinne Price, Esq., and Michael P. Carman, 

Esq., of CARMAN & PRICE, and hereby submits the following Case Appeal 

Statement: 

 

ASTA 
CARMAN & PRICE 
Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
Michael P. Carman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 07639 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Corinne@NVfamilylaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
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1.  Name of appellant filing this case appeal statement: 

Maila Likua. 

2.  Identify the judge issuing the decision, judgment, or order 
appealed from: 

 
The Honorable Regina M. McConnell, Eighth Judicial District 
Court Judge, Family Division, Department O. 

 
3.  Identify each appellant and the name and address of counsel 

for each appellant.  If an Appellant is self-represented, identify the 
name and address of the appellant: 

 
Appellant: 
 

Maila Likua 
 
Counsel for Maila Likua: 
 

Corinne Price, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10237 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
 
Michael P. Carman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 07639 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
 

4.  Identify each respondent and the name and address of 
appellate counsel, if known, for each respondent (if the name of a 
respondent’s appellate counsel is unknown, indicate as much and 
provide the name and address of that respondent’s trial counsel).  For 
self-represented respondents, identify the name and address of each 
respondent: 

 
 Respondent: 
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Paulino Gomez 
 
Counsel for Paulino Gomez: 
 

Jordan M. Garcia, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 12374 
Nevada Family Law Group 
760 Coronado Center Dr. 
Henderson, NV 89052 
702.910.4300 
 
Marilyn A. Caston, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 11654 
Nevada Family Law Group 
760 Coronado Center Dr. 
Henderson, NV 89052 
702.910.4300 

 
5.  Indicate whether any attorney identified above in response 

to question 3 or 4 is not licensed to practice law in Nevada and, if so, 
whether the district court granted that attorney permission to appear 
under SCR 42 (Attach a copy of any district court order granting such 
permission): 

 
All identified counsel are licensed to practice law in Nevada. 

 
6.  Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or 

retained counsel in the district court: 
 

Appellant was represented by retained counsel in the district 
court. 

 
7.  Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or 

retained counsel on appeal: 
 

Appellant is being represented by retained counsel on appeal. 
 

8.  Has Appellant been granted leave to proceed in forma 
pauperis? 

 
No.  Appellant did not seek leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
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with the district court. 
 

9.  Indicate the date the proceedings commenced in the district 
court: 

 
The divorce proceedings associated with this appeal were 
commenced on February 25, 2022, with the filing of Paulino’s 
Complaint for Divorce.   

 
10.  Provide a brief description of the nature of the action and 

result in the district court, including the type of judgment or order 
being appealed and the relief granted by the district court: 

 
The underlying action was a divorce case involving both child 
custody issues and contested financial issues.  With custody 
issues presently on appeal in case 90164, this Case Appeal 
Statement outlines only the financial issues at issue in this 
appeal. 
 
Throughout the marriage, the parties built and worked a number 
of businesses, including Mesquite Auto Services, Mesquite 
Towing, a mobile dyno business, and a resale business that had 
been run by Maila.   
 
At the time that the case was filed, Paulino had possession of 
the businesses, possession of the resale inventory related to 
Maila’s business, and was receiving all of the parties’ community 
income associated with such businesses. 

 
During the course of the action, much litigation ensued over 
Paulino’s continued possession of the parties’ businesses and 
income derived therefrom, Paulino’s refusal to comply with the 
court’s numerous orders to allow Maila access to the resale 
inventory, and Paulino’s ongoing financial misrepresentations to 
the court regarding his lack of income. 
 
For three years, the court entered no child support orders while 
Maila had primary custody of the parties’ child, but issued orders 
requiring community assets to be sold to provide limited 
temporary financial support, fees, and costs to Maila based upon 
Paulino’s continuous misrepresentations that the businesses 
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were losing in excess of $19,000.00 per month and his ongoing 
claims that he was only paying himself a total of $2,658.00 per 
month because of the indebtedness of the businesses. 
 
While it became clear prior to trial that Paulino’s representations 
had not been true, the court still deferred the issues of child 
support and temporary support until the time of trial, and only 
sparingly allowed funds to be distributed toward Maila’s 
attorney’s fees. 
 
At trial, the court was tasked with determining the value and 
characterization of the parties’ property, addressing Maila’s 
claims for child support, temporary support, and attorney’s fees 
that had been denied and deferred throughout the course of the 
case, with determining whether Maila should be reimbursed for 
Paulino’s community waste, with determining whether an award 
of conduct-based fees was appropriate because of Paulino’s 
misconduct, with determining whether an award of Sargeant 
fees to Maila was appropriate, with determining whether 
contempt sanctions were appropriate, and with establishing 
ongoing support orders. 
 
Maila asserts that the court made critical errors in both its factual 
and legal determinations regarding the foregoing issues. 
 

11.  Indicate whether the case has previously been the subject 
of an appeal to or original writ proceeding in the Supreme Court and, 
if so, the caption and Supreme Court docket number of the prior 
proceeding: 

 
This case was previously the subject of Supreme Court Case 
No. 87876 (Gomez v. Likua), and the parties’ post-divorce 
custody issues are presently on appeal in Supreme Court Case 
No. 90164 (Gomez v. Likua). 
 

12.  Does this appeal raise issues involving child custody, the 
guardianship of a minor, parenting time, or visitation? 

 
No.  This appeal involves the district court’s resolution of 
financial issues. 
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13.  If this is a civil case, indicate whether this appeal involves 
the possibility of settlement: 

 
Based upon the contentious history of this case, undersigned 
counsel does not believe that there is any possibility of 
settlement. 
 

Dated this 14th day of August, 2025. 

CARMAN & PRICE 
 
 
 

______________________________ 
Michael P. Carman, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 07639 
8965 S. Pecos Road, Suite 9 
Henderson, NV 89074 
702.384.8900 
Mike@NVFamilyLaw.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
Maila Likua 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that on this 14th day of August, 2025, 

I caused the above and foregoing Case Appeal Statement to be served as 

follows: 

 Pursuant to EDCR 5.205 and NEFCR 9 by mandatory 
electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District 
Court’s electronic filing system; 

 
 by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United 

States Mail, in a sealed envelope upon which first-class 
postage was prepaid; 

 
  to the following: 
 
   Marilyn Caston, Esq. 

Jordan M. Garcia, Esq. 
   Melissa Goodwin 
   Nevada Law Family Law Group 
   MarilynC@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   JordanG@nevadafamilylaw.com 
   Melissag@nevadafamilylaw.com 
 
 
 
      _______________________________ 

Employee of CARMAN & PRICE 
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NOAC 
Jordan Garcia, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No.:12374 
Marilyn Caston, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No.: 11654 
NEVADA FAMILY LAW GROUP, LLC  
760 Coronado Center Dr.  
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
Tel.: (702) 910-4300 
Fax: (702) 910-4303 
MarilynC@NevadaFamilyLaw.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff,  
Paulino Gomez 

  
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT  

FAMILY DIVISION  
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA  

 
PAULINO GOMEZ 
   
 Plaintiff, 
  
 vs. 
 
MAILA LIKUA, 
   
 Defendant. 

CASE NO.: D-22-643298-D 
 
DEPT. NO.: O 
 
 
 

NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Plaintiff, Paulino Gomez, hereby 

appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the Amended Findings of Fact, 

Conclusions of Law and Decree of Divorce Nunc Pro Tunc issued and notice out to 

all parties on July 28, 2025 (and the associated interim finding and orders which  

/ / / 

/ / / 
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2 
 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 
 

were set forth in the Court December 20, 2024, Order Regarding orders to Show 

Cause), pursuant to NRAP 3 and 4.   

 

 
  

DATED this 26th day of August 2025. NEVADA FAMILY LAW GROUP  

  

 Marilyn Caston, Esq.  
Nevada Bar No.: 11654 
Attorneys for Plaintiff,  
Paulino Gomez 
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3 
 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the 26th day of August 2025, I served a true and correct 

copy of Plaintiff’s NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), by the 

following means: 

[  x  ] by electronic service, pursuant to NEFCR 9, to be electronically served 

through the Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic filing system, with 

the date and time of the electronic service substituted for the date and 

place of deposit in the U.S. Mail; and/or 

 [     ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in 

a sealed envelope upon which first class postage was prepaid in 

Henderson, Nevada; and/or 

[     ] by sending the same via facsimile pursuant to EDCR 7.26 (the consent 

for which was previously established); and/or 

[     ] electronically delivered via email pursuant to EDCR 8.05 (the consent 

for which was previously established). 
 

Corinne Price, Esq.              
8965 S. Pecos Rd Suite 9 
Henderson NV 89074 
Attorney for Defendant 

 
 

 
 

An Employee of NEVADA FAMILY LAW 
GROUP  
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