




































Brief Autobiography of Kristine Brewer 

 

I was born on October 8th, 1970 in Holy Cross Hospital in Salt Lake City, Utah. My parents, Keith 

and Jeannie Brewer, both seniors at the University of Utah, were delighted to have a healthy baby 

girl. My mother was majoring in English education and my father was studying business.  

As told to me by my mother:                                                                                                                   

I was cheerful, eager to learn, and had a hearty appetite. At 18 months, I knew many words and 

could communicate basic things to my parents. My brother Rhett was born in July of 1972. He 

proved to be a delightful companion and a good friend. We moved with our parents to Las Vegas, 

Nevada where Dad had found a job with Valley Bank in their computer department. 

Rhett and I attended the Little Scholar preschool while Mother began substitute teaching and Dad 

worked at the bank. We especially enjoyed learning about dinosaurs. 

Children entering kindergarten had to be five years old by September 30th to qualify to attend 

classes each year.  Because my birthday was eight days over the deadline, my mother arranged for 

me to take the GATE (Gifted and Talented Education) test. Passing the test qualified me for early 

entrance into kindergarten and placed me in the gifted program. 

I loved going to school, associating with other children, playing on the playground, and learning 

new things. In first grade I did a project on dinosaurs. Naturally, I consulted with Rhett who was 

four at that time. He was even more fascinated with the prehistoric beasts than I was. My teacher, 

Mrs. Hemming, at Red Rock Elementary, agreed to allow Rhett to join me in my class presentation. 

Everyone chuckled at the authoritative way he described pachycephalosarus with his 

extraordinarily thick skull. Mother recorded our presentation on her handy tape recorder—and she 

claims to still have the tape. Many years later our family applauded loudly as Rhett received a 

Ph.D. degree in chemical engineering from Cal Tech. His curiosity about the world stimulated 

mine. 

 Rhett and I began swimming lessons as preschoolers at the YMCA and later swam often at the 

Garside Jr. High community pool in our neighborhood. Our neighbors, the Goodmans, told us 

about the fun they were having on a community swim team. My dad checked it out and soon Rhett 

(age 5) and I (age 7) were signed up on the Sandpipers swim team. We spent most of the next 10 

years swimming 4-5 days a week for about two hours each practice. After the first year, I won an 

award for the most improved swimmer in the novice group. A few years later, my three youngest 

siblings: Lance, Ryan and Kira also swam with the team. 

We joined the Las Vegas Gold team in about 1983. We worked hard, but had little success as a 

team at the local and out of state swim meets. In the 1984 an American swimmer, Rowdy Gaines 

won 3 gold medals at the Olympics. He was not able to compete in 1980 because President Carter 

refused to allow our athletes to participate in those games. But Rowdy kept training and almost 

duplicated his earlier times in the 1984 Olympics.  

In about 1985, Rowdy was hired as the coach of our swim team. He infused new energy and an 

example of excellence me and our other swimmers. I saw how he persevered through adversity 

and disappointments and I was determined to do the same in my life. Many life lessons came from 

enduring the pain of long workouts and gaining confidence and my times improved. 



As a freshman at Bonanza High School, I joined the swim team. Three girls who I had known on 

the Sandpiper team also joined. Friendships rekindled as we worked together to improve our 

individual skills and work as a team. Relays were my favorite events because of the team work 

involved. I worked to my capacity to bring success to my team. That year we set the state record 

for the 200 yard freestyle relay. I was awarded all-zone and all-state honors for my swimming that 

year. It was fun to get a letterman jacket with the swimmer emblem on it. 

In the summer of 1979, my dad bought a beautiful ski boat. We spent many Saturday and vacation 

days at Lake Mead—always hoping for the lightest wind possible. First I learned to ride a tunnel 

board behind the boat—cutting the wake, getting stronger, and going faster and faster. My 

swimming muscles came into play. The next year I learned to stay up and maneuver on two skis. 

Then Rhett started riding his new slalom ski after only three tries. I just had to do it too. Nothing 

like a little sibling inspiration and competition. 

The ski was just right for his 75 pounds, but at eleven years old, it was small for me. My dad 

advised me not to be frustrated by the size of the ski. I proceeded with confidence, knowing I had 

built some muscles from swimming “miles” of my favorite stroke, the butterfly. After five failures 

to lift up out of the water, my dad advised me to rest saying that the strain would tax most 

swimmers. I insisted on trying again. After several more failures to “get up,” he again advised me 

to quit for the time being. Again I pressed him to allow me a few more tries. And suddenly, on the 

next “hit it,” I lifted up like a bird taking to the air. What a feeling of exhilaration! I skied about 

50 feet that first time. And on the next ride, I flew about half the distance of a typical run. Before 

the ski day ended I was sailing in and out of our favorite coves. My dad was both surprised and 

impressed. He said that from seeing my tireless effort that day, he knew I would be able to face 

future adversities with the same kind of perseverance. 

I learned to work at an early age. My mother taught me many housekeeping skills including 

cooking, cleaning, and ironing. By the time I was nine, I felt confident cooking several different 

meals. She often paid me by the piece for ironing, which taught me about basic employment and 

remuneration. When I was eight, Mother began a master’s degree program at UNLV in marriage 

and family counseling. Dad was usually home, but occasionally I was left with my younger 

siblings. At times, Mother would call me between classes and ask me to prepare a meal with items 

she had on hand and I would often have it prepared and sometimes even served before she returned 

home. I was usually cheerful (well, mostly) and grew through the responsibility and trust I was 

developing.  

In addition to ironing, baby sitting (also for neighbors) and cooking, I had other jobs in my youth. 

I helped out at my dad’s 7 Eleven store in the summer of 1983 when I was twelve. My first real 

job was working as a secretary for the neighbor’s business. I taught swim lessons for beginners at 

the Skalak Swim School. And after becoming a certified life guard, I worked the summer of 1986 

at Wet ‘N Wild. During senior year, I worked 20 hours a week for a local bookkeeping, tax, and 

credit repair business. And with all that, I still enjoyed socializing with friends and shopping for 

stylish clothes. For many years I sewed cross stitch and bead projects in my spare time. 

Mother had arranged for me to take piano lessons. Frankly, I much preferred a grueling swim 

workout to practicing the piano. But, I plunked on and played in my first and last piano recital 

when I was eleven. Though I did not continue with lessons, I enjoyed listening to the classical and 

modern music my mother played on the piano, and now I have a great desire to own a piano and 

improve my elementary skills.  



I had many opportunities for community service through membership in the Girl Scouts, the 

National Honor Society (in junior high school), and my church. I enjoyed helping people who were 

in need. Today I donate to the Women’s Shelter and Shade Tree to improve the lives of women 

and children in troubled situations. I look for opportunities to donate toys and school supplies to 

children. 

It was a privilege to serve as treasurer for Bonanza High School during my senior year. That was 

my first experience at running for an office. 

 

I qualified to participate in the Close Up program that included visiting Washington, D.C. for a 

week where I met students from other states, saw historical and government sites and attended 

seminars on our federal government. 

My growing up years were full of wonderful experiences. The sad part was that my parents had 

differences they couldn’t resolve and so there were periods of separation, divorce, and 

reconciliation that gave me some of my greatest challenges and the blessing to have empathy for 

children going through similar difficulties in their lives. 

I believe these experiences in my formative years made me who I am today and I am grateful.  I 

was able to make it through the ups and downs of college and law school because of my 

upbringing. 

One of the most important days in my life was July 8, 2005.  It is the day I met my future husband.  

It was a random meeting at Green Valley Ranch on a Friday night in Henderson, Nevada.  A boy 

from New York met a girl from Utah.  We were married on February 17, 2010.  We decided to 

elope.  We called on the Honorable Bill Henderson to perform the nuptials and he obliged. During 

lunchtime we were wed in Department R.  We will never forget. 

My husband and I wanted to have children.  However, nature and the medical world informed me 

I was too old at 39.  We spent our life savings attempting to adopt a child, however, it was not 

meant to be. 

I believe that I have been able to serve, love, and assist the children living in Clark County through 

my work as a family law attorney.  This profession has enriched my life beyond measure.  I wish 

to continue to serve the children and families in our community by being a Family Court Judge. 
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MOT 
KRISTINE BREWER, ESQ. 
Nevada State Bar No.: 8387 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas NV  89104 
(702) 386-1504 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1504 
kbrewer@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
MALORIE ELIZABETH ORR, 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
DEVON LEE BRADLEY, 
 
  Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
Case No.: D-19-600849-D 
 
Dept. No.: X 
 
Date of Hearing:  
Time of Hearing:  
 
ORAL ARGUMENT REQUEST: 
   X   Yes _____ No 
 

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

 
MOTION TO MODIFY VISITATION SCHEDULE AND ENTER A 

HOLIDAY AND VACATION SCHEDULE 
 AND ALL OTHER RELATED RELIEF 

 
COMES NOW Plaintiff, MALORIE ELIZABETH ORR, by and through 

counsel, Kristine Brewer, Esq., of LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN 
NEVADA, INC. and hereby files this Motion. 

Case Number: D-19-600849-D

Electronically Filed
7/26/2021 1:15 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

mailto:kbrewer@lacsn.org
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This Motion is made pursuant to the Memorandum of Points and Authorities, 
the Declaration of KRISTINE BREWER, ESQ., which will be supplemented with 
the Declaration of MALORIE ELIZABETH ORR, as soon as it is available and any 
oral arguments allowed at the time of the hearing. 

DATED this 26th day of July, 2021. 
     
     LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN  

NEVADA, INC. 
       
       
     By        
            KRISTINE BREWER, ESQ. 

Nevada State Bar No.: 8387 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas NV  89104 
(702) 386-1504 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1504 
kbrewer@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

 
  

mailto:kbrewer@lacsn.org
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I. 
 

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

STATEMENT OF FACTS/PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
 Plaintiff, MALORIE ELIZABETH ORR (hereinafter “Malorie”) and 
Defendant, Devon Lee Bradley, (hereinafter “Devon”) were married on January 15, 
2015.  There is one minor child of the marriage to wit:  AARON BRADLEY 
(hereinafter “Aaron”) born April 15, 2015. 
 
Malorie attempted to resolve the visitation schedule with Devon before filing 
the instant motion.  
 

Rule 5.501. Requirement to attempt resolution. (a) Except as otherwise 
provided herein or by other rule, statute, or court order, before any 
family division matter motion is filed, the movant must attempt to 
resolve the issues in dispute with the other party. (b) A party filing a 
motion in which no attempt was made to resolve the issues in dispute 
with the other party shall include a statement within the motion of what 
provision, futility, or impracticability prevented an attempt at resolution 
in advance of filing. (c) Failure to comply with this rule may result in 
imposition of sanctions if the court concludes that the issues would have 
been resolved if an attempt at resolution had been made before filing.1 
 

 Malorie was informed that Aaron missed logging in during the school year 
on several occasions during Devon’s time.  Aaron like most children had a difficult 
time distance learning last year in Kindergarten.  To catch up, Bartlett enrolled 
Aaron in summer school, which was in person.  Devon was informed about summer 
school.  Devon failed to take Aaron to one day of summer school during his 
parenting time. 

Malorie expressed her concerned to Devon by Talking Parent about Aaron’s 
attendance.  Devon ignored her.  
                            
1 See EDCR 5.501. 
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 Malorie believes it is in Aaron’s best interest to continue attending Bartlett 
Elementary, which is the school for which her residence is zoned.  She believes a 
change in the visitation schedule is necessary to set Aaron up for academic success. 
 Current  

Malorie’s address is 1705 Talon Avenue, Henderson NV  89074.  Devon’s 
address is 4926 Drifting Pebble St, North Las Vegas, NV  89081. 

Google Maps shows that the distance between the party’s respective 
residences is approximately 26 miles and that the estimated drive time is 
approximately 40 minutes.  If Devon is driving Aaron to school during his week, 
that is two round trips everyday which is over 100 miles and almost three hours a 
day.  For Aaron, the minor child, he was be in the car for over 50 miles a day for 
almost one and a half hours.   

When Malorie and Devon decided to do a week on and a week off custodial 
schedule it seemed the best option. Now that Aaron is attending school full time in 
person Malorie has serious concerns that Devon will not cooperate to get Aaron to 
school as demonstrated by his recent behavior of not taking Aaron to school.  
Malorie believes that Aaron needs to have a steady situation during the school week 
to give him the best chance at success. 

Proposed visitation schedule: 
During the school year, Devon’s visitation should be revised to beginning 

Friday after school until Monday when school resumes.  If school is not in session 
then Devon’s visitation will be Friday at 3:30 p.m. until Monday at 8:00 a.m.  That 
Devon will pick-up Aaron after school on Friday and return him to school on 
Monday morning.  If school is not in session, then the exchange will be by text and 
seat belt for the receiving parent. 

Holiday visitation: 
The parties did not enter into a Holiday and Vacation schedule.  Thus, this 

issue needs to be addressed. 
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II. 

ARGUMENT 

A. That it is in Aaron’s best interest that the visitation schedule be 
changed.   

 
NRS 125C.0045 states in pertinent part as follows: 
 
      1.  In any action for determining the custody of a minor child, the court 
may, except as otherwise provided in this section and NRS 
125C.0601 to 125C.0693, inclusive, and chapter 130 of NRS: 
      (a) During the pendency of the action, at the final hearing or at any time 
thereafter during the minority of the child, make such an order for the 
custody, care, education, maintenance and support of the minor child as 
appears in his or her best interest; and 
      (b) At any time modify or vacate its order, even if custody was determined 
pursuant to an action for divorce and the divorce was obtained by default 
without an appearance in the action by one of the parties. 
 The party seeking such an order shall submit to the jurisdiction of the 
court for the purposes of this subsection. The court may make such an order 
upon the application of one of the parties or the legal guardian of the minor. 
 
 NRS 125C.003  states in pertinent part as follows:  
      1.  A court may award primary physical custody to a parent if the court 
determines that joint physical custody is not in the best interest of a child. 
An award of joint physical custody is presumed not to be in the best interest 
of the child if: 
      (a) The court determines by substantial evidence that a parent is unable 
to adequately care for a minor child for at least 146 days of the year; 

  
We take this opportunity to clarify that our decision in Rivero was intended to 
provide consistency in child custody determinations, but it was never meant to 
abrogate the court's focus on the child's best interest. Thus, Rivero's 40-percent 
guideline should not be so rigidly applied that it would preclude joint physical 
custody when the court has determined in the exercise of its broad discretion that 
such a custodial designation is in the child's best interest. See Ellis v. Carucci, 123 
Nev. 145, 149, 161 P.3d SUPREME COURT OF NEVADA 8 (0) 1947A 91gD9 
239, 241 (2007) (providing that the district court has broad discretionary powers 
when resolving issues of child custody). Considering the child's best interest is 
especially important in a case such as this where the district court has determined 
that one parent has the child almost 40 percent of the time and the timeshare allows 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-125C.html#NRS125CSec0601
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-125C.html#NRS125CSec0601
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-125C.html#NRS125CSec0693
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-130.html#NRS130
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the child frequent associations with both parents. See NRS 125.460(1) (providing 
that Nevada's policy is to "ensure that minor children have frequent associations 
and a continuing relationship with both parents after the parents. . . have dissolved 
their marriage"). Further, when a party is seeking a modification to the custodial 
designation solely to receive a decrease in his or her child support obligation, it is 
vital that the district court consider whether such modification is in the child's best 
interest. See, e.g., River°, 125 Nev. at 431, 216 P.3d at 2282 
Notice and a hearing is required to modify visitation.3 
Matters of custody and support of minor children rest in the sound discretion 

of the trial court.4  
The parties have a trial scheduled for September 24, 2021 to determine which 

school the child should attend.  Malorie believes that she will be able to demonstrate 
the relevant factors and will prevail at trial.5  
 The proposed schedule maintains joint physical custody as Devon will have 
156 overnights per year not including holiday and vacation visitation.  This 
proposed schedule maintains joint physical custody pursuant to Nevada Statute and 
case law. 
 Malorie believes it is in the minor child’s best interest to adjust the visitation 
schedule to give Aaron the stability he deserves for his education.   
/// 
/// 
/// 
 
 
 
 
 
                            
2 See Bluestein vs. Bluestein. 131 Nev., Advanced Opinion 14.  
3 Wallace vs. Wallace, 922 P. 2d 541, 112 Nev. 1015 - Nev: Supreme Court, 1996 
4 Culbertson v. Culbertson, 91 Nev. 230, 233, 533 P.2d 768, 770 (1975).  
 
5 Arcella vs. Arcella, 133 Nev., Advance Opinion 104. 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=16836465709611160816&hl=en&as_sdt=6,29
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CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court grant 
this motion and for any other relief this Court deems just and equitable. 

1. That the Court change the visitation schedule;  
2. That the Court enter a holiday and vacation schedule; and 
3. And all other further relevant relief. 
 
DATED this 26th day of July, 2021. 

     
     LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN  

NEVADA, INC. 
       
       
     By        
            KRISTINE BREWER, ESQ. 

Nevada State Bar No.: 8387 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas NV  89104 
(702) 386-1504 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1504 
kbrewer@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

  

mailto:kbrewer@lacsn.org
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DECLARATION OF KRISTINE BREWER, ESQ. 
 

 
1. I, KRISTINE BREWER, ESQ., do solemnly swear under penalty of 

perjury, pursuant to NRS 53.045 that these assertions are true: 
2. That I am the attorney of record for the Plaintiff in the above-entitled 

action and have personal knowledge and am competent to testify concerning the 
facts herein as provided by my client. 

3. That I have read the above and foregoing Motion and hereby testify 
that the facts and statements contained thereon are true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge and belief based on the facts provided by my client. 

4. The factual averments contained in the preceding filing are 
incorporated herein as if set forth in full as provided by my client. 
/// 
/// 
/// 
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5. That Plaintiff’s Declaration in Support of Motion will be filed as soon 
as it is available. 

 
 
I declare under penalty of perjury by virtue of the laws of the State of 
Nevada (NRS § 53.0456 and 28 § U.S.C. 17467), that the foregoing is true 
and correct. I have authorized my electronic signature pursuant to 
Administrative Order 20-108 attached as Exhibit 1. 

 
DATED this 26th day of July, 2021. 

 
 
 
        
       
     By        
            KRISTINE BREWER, ESQ. 
 

 

                            
6  Use of unsworn declaration in lieu of affidavit or other sworn declaration; exception.  Any matter whose existence or truth may be established 
by an affidavit or other sworn declaration may be established with the same effect by an unsworn declaration of its existence or truth signed by the 
declarant under penalty of perjury, and dated, in substantially the following form: 

       1.  If executed in this State: “I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.” 
       Executed on...................................................                                                            
       2.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 53.250 to 53.390, inclusive, if executed outside this State: “I declare under penalty of 
perjury under the law of the State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.” 
       Executed on...................................................                                                            

 
7 Wherever, under any law of the United States or under any rule, regulation, order, or requirement 
made pursuant to law, any matter is required or permitted to be supported, evidenced, established, 
or proved by the sworn declaration, verification, certificate, statement, oath, or affidavit, in 
writing of the person making the same (other than a deposition, or an oath of office, or an oath 
required to be taken before a specified official other than a notary public), such matter may, with 
like force and effect, be supported, evidenced, established, or proved by the unsworn declaration, 
certificate, verification, or statement, in writing of such person which is subscribed by him, as 
true under penalty of perjury, and dated, in substantially the following form: (1) If executed 
without the United States: “I declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury under 
the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on (date). 
(Signature)”.(2) If executed within the United States, its territories, possessions, or 
commonwealths: “I declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that the foregoing 
is true and correct. Executed on (date). (Signature)”. 
 
8 V. Original Signature Requirements. With the exception of documents requiring the signature of a notary, all requirements for original 
signatures are suspended. All documents filed with the court may be electronically signed as provided in Nevada Electronic Filing and 
Conversion Rules, Rules 11(a). All documents requiring the signature of another person may be electronically signed without original signatures; 
however, the party submitting the document must obtain email verification of the other person’s agreement to sign electronically and submit the 
email with the signed documents. 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-053.html#NRS053Sec250
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-053.html#NRS053Sec390
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=28-USC-80204913-1053471904&term_occur=2764&term_src=title:28:part:V:chapter:115:section:1746
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=28-USC-80204913-1053471904&term_occur=2765&term_src=title:28:part:V:chapter:115:section:1746
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=28-USC-80204913-1053471904&term_occur=2766&term_src=title:28:part:V:chapter:115:section:1746
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=28-USC-80204913-1053471904&term_occur=2767&term_src=title:28:part:V:chapter:115:section:1746
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=28-USC-80204913-1053471904&term_occur=2768&term_src=title:28:part:V:chapter:115:section:1746
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=28-USC-80204913-1053471904&term_occur=2769&term_src=title:28:part:V:chapter:115:section:1746
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DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

MALORIE ELIZABETH ORR  
 

Plaintiff/Petitioner 
v. 

DEVON LEE BRADLEY 
 

Defendant/Respondent 

Case No.    D-19-600849-D 
            Dept.  X  

 

MOTION/OPPOSITION 
FEE INFORMATION SHEET 

Notice: Motions and Oppositions filed after entry of a final order issued pursuant to NRS 125, 125B or 125C are 
subject to the reopen filing fee of $25, unless specifically excluded by NRS 19.0312. Additionally, Motions and 
Oppositions filed in cases initiated by joint petition may be subject to an additional filing fee of $129 or $57 in 
accordance with Senate Bill 388 of the 2015 Legislative Session. 
Step 1.  Select either the $25 or $0 filing fee in the box below. 

$25  The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is subject to the $25 reopen fee. 
-OR- 

x   $0 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $25 reopen    
             fee because: 

The Motion/Opposition is being filed before a Divorce/Custody Decree has been 
entered. 
The Motion/Opposition is being filed solely to adjust the amount of child support 
established in a final order. 
The Motion/Opposition is for reconsideration or for a new trial, and is being filed 
within 10 days after a final judgment or decree was entered. The final order was 
entered on . 
Other Excluded Motion (must specify) . 

 

Step 2.  Select the $0, $129 or $57 filing fee in the box below. 
  x   $0 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $129 or the 

$57 fee because: 
The Motion/Opposition is being filed in a case that was not initiated by joint petition. 
The party filing the Motion/Opposition previously paid a fee of $129 or $57. 

-OR- 
$129 The Motion being filed with this form is subject to the $129 fee because it is a motion 

to modify, adjust or enforce a final order. 
-OR- 
$57 The Motion/Opposition being filing with this form is subject to the $57 fee because it is 

an opposition to a motion to modify, adjust or enforce a final order, or it is a motion 
and the opposing party has already paid a fee of $129. 

Step 3.  Add the filing fees from Step 1 and Step 2. 
The total filing fee for the motion/opposition I am filing with this form is: 

    x $0 $25 $57 $82 $129 $154 
 
 

Party filing Motion/Opposition: KRISTINE BREWER, ESQ.  Date   07/26/2021  
 

Signature of Party or Preparer     
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