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MICHAEL C. VAN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 3876 
GRAYSON J. MOULTON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 14587 
SHUMWAY VAN 
8985 South Eastern Avenue, Suite 100  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89123 
Tel (702) 478-7770 
Fax (702) 478-7779 
Email: michael@shumwayvan.com 
            grayson@shumwayvan.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
      
 

DISTRICT COURT – FAMILY DIVISION 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

LINDSEY SHARRON ANTEE, 
 
                  Plaintiff, 
 
  vs. 
 
BOBBY DEE ANTEE,  
 
                  Defendant. 

Case No.:   D-18-573154-D 
Dept. No.:  J 

 
 

 
HEARING REQUESTED 

 
 

 
DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF SALE OF MARITAL 
HOME, TO GRANT DEFENDANT EXCLUSIVE POSSESSION OR TO 

EVICT PLAINTIFF, AND TO HAVE PLAINTIFF DECLARED A 
VEXATIOUS LITIGANT 

COMES NOW, Defendant BOBBY DEE ANTEE (“Bobby” or “Defendant”) 

by and through his attorneys, the law firm of SHUMWAY VAN, and hereby submits 

this Motion for Approval of Sale of Marital Home, to Grant Defendant Exclusive 

Possession or to Evict Plaintiff, and to have Plaintiff Declared a Vexatious Litigant. 

… 

… 

… 

… 

Case Number: D-18-573154-D

Electronically Filed
11/24/2020 9:32 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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This Motion is made and based upon the following Memorandum of Points 

and Authorities, the pleadings and papers on file herein, and any oral argument the 

Court may allow at the time of hearing. 

 DATED this ____ day of November, 2020. 

 
SHUMWAY VAN 
 

 
 
______________________________ 
GRAYSON J. MOULTON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 14587 
8985 S. Eastern Avenue, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89123 
Attorneys for Defendant 

        
 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to the Order of the Court from the hearing held on October 19, 

2020, Defendant now brings this filing to present the Court with the requests 

documents for the sale of the marital home located at 9564 Scorpion Track Court, 

Las Vegas, Nevada, 89178 (the “Property”). Additionally, Defendant requests the 

Court issue a formal order requiring Lindsey Licari to vacate the Property within 

sixty (60) days, as she has made clear she will not cooperate with the sale, and may 

even attempt to harm persons working to effectuate the same. Lastly, not content 

with allowing her appeal to run its course with the Supreme Court, Plaintiff 

continues to file frivolous motions and petitions in this case as well as others. This 

behavior has gone on for six months with little to no check taking place. To halt the 

Plaintiff’s obvious contempt and disregard for the process, Defendant requests that 

this Court have Plaintiff labeled a vexatious litigant.  

… 

24th
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II. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

At the hearing on October 19, 2020, this Court stated that Bobby Antee 

would be allowed to assume the lead in selling the Property, directing Bobby to 

select three (3) realtors, from which Plaintiff could select one (1). In the event 

Plaintiff failed to select a realtor within ten (10) days, Bobby would be allowed to 

select the realtor on his own.1 On or around October 22, 2020, through his counsel, 

Bobby reached out to Lindsey and proposed three realtors, and asked if Lindsey 

would be willing to provide access to the realtor, and stated that a date would need 

to be selected for when Lindsey would vacate the property. Lindsey responded with 

the following: 

“Go to hell you dishonest piece of shit. I won’t be selling anything nor 
vacating anything. Bobby was part of the forgery and this is out of Rena 
Hughes jurisdiction. So come to my house if you want to but I’ll defend 
my home at all costs. Again you are committing legal mal practice. Get 
a life you fucking looser [sic], an escrow agent can’t notarize her own 
docs and forge my name. You realtors can kiss my ass.”2 

 Later that same day, Lindsey sent another email to her former attorneys, and 

to Michael Van, partner at Shumway Van, wherein she stated: 

Why don’t you group of pathetic men just come to my house and do 
this to my face.you are all cowards, and I don’t know when god will 
show up but he will and I can’t wait.  Keep hiding behind dirty judges, 
god will hold you all accountable. I am sueing [sic] all of you so this 
continued harassment is legal malpractice. You won’t be selling my 
home and if you try to come to my home I will defend my home. So the 
best way you guys make money is taking advantage of woman . I’ll 
keep exposing you all and believe me someone will listen. I suggest 
you start following the law and stop harassing me. People are watching3 

Since that time, Bobby has selected Robbie Van (“Mr. Van”) of One Realty 

to act as the agent for selling the Property. Mr. Van has conducted a Broker’s 

Opinion of Value and has determined that a good listing price for the Property is 

 
1 Please see Order After Hearing, dated October 19, 2020, on file with the Court herein.  
2 Exhibit 1 – Emails between Grayson Moulton, Esq. and Lindsey Licari, dated October 22, 2020. 
3 Exhibit 2 – Email from Lindsey Licari to Michael Van, Esq., dated October 22, 2020. 
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$294,900.00.4 This price lines up well with the various comparison sales for the area 

and represents a good faith attempt to sell the Property for maximum value.5 

However, the price is made without Mr. Van having access to the interior of the 

home. It is unknown what Plaintiff has done to the Property during her two and a 

half years of sole access. It is possible that Plaintiff has taken action to the interior 

of the Property that would affect its value.6 

Additionally, since the date of the hearing, at which this Court awarded Bobby 

Antee attorney’s fees and costs based on the numerous and unnecessary filings of 

Plaintiff, Plaintiff has continued unimpeded. Since October 19, 2020, Plaintiff filed 

a Complaint for Annulment, a Notice of Appeal for the Order awarding attorneys’ 

fees, and a Case Appeal Statement.   

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 
 
A. THE COURT SHOULD ALLOW FOR THE PROPERTY TO BE 

LISTED FOR SALE UNDER THE TERMS PROVIDED BY 
DEFENDANT. 

At the hearing on October 19, 2020, the Court ordered Defendant to “file all 

sale documents, including local comparisons, affidavits, and other necessary 

documentation, for the marital home demonstrating the list price is a good faith 

determination, with the Court prior to listing the house for sale.”7  

Defendant has provided this Court with a copy of local comparisons for sales 

price, the Declaration of Robbie Van, a Broker’s Opinion of Value, and the proposed 

Listing Agreement. These documents show that the proposed listing price of 

$24,900.00 is a good faith, fair market value for the Property. A benefit of the time 

since that Order was issued, was that Defendant has learned that because he is the 

only party on title to the home, Plaintiff’s signature will not be required each step of 

the way. As a result, Defendant is able to arrange for the home to be listed as soon 

 
4 Exhibit 3 – Exclusive Agency Listing Agreement. 
5 Exhibit 4 – Sales Comparisons for 9564 Scorpion Track Court 
6 Exhibit 5 – Declaration of Robbie Van 
7 Please see Order from Hearing Held on October 19, 2020, on file with the Court herein.  
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as the Court gives approval. Defendant requests that the Court do so as soon as 

possible. 
 

B. THE COURT SHOULD GRANT DEFENDANT EXCLUSIVE 
POSSESSION OF THE PROPERTY AND EMPOWER 
DEFENDANT TO HAVE PLAINTIFF EVICTED BY LAW 
ENFORCEMENT IF NECESSARY. 

A Court may amend, correct, resettle, modify, or vacate an order previously 

made is sufficient cause is shown.8 In the Decree of Divorce issued on August 5, 

2020, this Court stated “until such time as the property is sold, Linsey shall continue 

to have exclusive possession of the marital residence and shall be solely responsible 

for the mortgage, HOA, utilities, and expenses associated with the marital 

residence.”9 

Lindsey has not only demonstrated an active hostility to the Orders of this 

Court where the Property is concerned, but she has also implied that she will harm 

anyone who attempts to follow the same. Furthermore, Lindsey has refused to follow 

the Orders concerning paying for utilities, and the mortgage. As of October 1, 2020, 

Clark County Water Reclamation was owed $284.24 for sewer service that, upon 

information and belief, remains unpaid.10 Additionally, Plaintiff has not made any 

payments towards the mortgage on the Property since April 2020.11 This has 

required Defendant to work with Wells Fargo to obtain an additional extension that 

will prevent the Property being foreclosed on until March 2021. 

Defendant requests that this Court amend the Decree of Divorce to give 

Defendant exclusive possession of the Property to aid the sale process. Defendant 

requests that the Court allow Plaintiff sixty (60) days to find suitable 

accommodations after which Defendant would be able to utilize law enforcement to 

remove Plaintiff from the Property, if necessary.  

 
8 Trail v. Faretto, 91 Nev. 401, 403 (1975); see also Barry v. Lindner, 119 Nev. 661, 670 (2003). 
9 See Decree of Divorce, filed August 5, 2020, page 16, lines 14-18. 
10 Exhibit 6 – Clark County Water Reclamation District Sewer Service Bill, dated October 1, 2020. 
11 Exhibit 7 – Email from Wells Fargo Concerning Payment Extension 
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C. THE COURT SHOULD LABEL LINDSEY LICARI AS A 

VEXATIOUS LITIGANT AND HER ABILITY TO FILE SUIT 
AGAINST BOBBY ANTEE SHOULD BE RESTRICTED. 

In Jordan v. State, the Nevada Supreme Court established a four-step process 

to classifying someone a vexatious litigant.12 “First, the litigant must be provided 

reasonable notice of and an opportunity to oppose a restrictive order’s issuance.”13 

first “…requirement protects the litigant’s due process rights.”14 “Second, the 

district court must create an adequate record for review, including a list of all the 

cases and documents, or an explanation of the reasons, that led it to conclude that a 

restrictive order was needed to curb repetitive or abusive activities.”15 Courts should 

be cautious when reviewing filings from other cases to ensure a final ruling on that 

filing was made before using it to create the record.16 “Third, the district court must 

make ‘substantive findings as to the frivolous or harassing nature of the litigant’s 

actions.’”17 Those findings must show the litigant’s behavior is “…not 

only…repetitive or abusive, but also…without an arguable factual or legal basis, or 

filed with the intent to harass.”18 Finally, “…the order must be narrowly drawn to 

address the specific problem encountered.”19 A restriction completely barring the 

litigant’s access to the legal system is prohibited, but a restriction from filing claims 

against a specific defendant may be appropriate.20  

In Torres v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, the Nevada Supreme Court held that 

staying one suit until another similar suit involving the same parties and subject 

matter terminates is appropriate to avoid “…duplicative court decisions….”21 In 

 
12 Jordan v. State ex rel. Dep't of Motor Vehicles & Pub. Safety, 121 Nev. 44, 60, 110 P.3d 30, 42-44 (2005), 
abrogated on other grounds by Buzz Stew, LLC v. City of N. Las Vegas, 124 Nev. 224, 181 P.3d 670 (2008). 
13 Id. at 42. 
14 Id. 
15 Id. at 43. 
16 Id.  
17 Id. quoting De Long v. Hennessey, 912 F.2d 1144, 1148 (9th Cir. 1990). 
18 Id. 
19 Id. 
20 Id. at 44. 
21 Torres Mazatlan Remainder LLC v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of State ex rel. Cty. of Clark, 129 Nev. 1157 
(2013). 
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Rose v. Treasure Island, although within a different context, the Nevada Supreme 

Court held that one of the objectives of the rules of civil procedure is to “…promote 

efficiency and conserve judicial resources by reducing duplicative and piecemeal 

litigation and avoiding potentially inconsistent outcomes.22 

The first Jordan step of the vexatious litigant process requires that the litigant 

“…be provided reasonable notice of and an opportunity to oppose a restrictive 

order’s issuance.” Thus, Defendant hereby respectfully requests that this Court 

schedule a hearing on Plaintiff Licari’s vexatious litigant status for the soonest date 

and time available. Defendant also respectfully requests that this Court provide 

Plaintiff proper notice of said hearing and an opportunity to defend herself at that 

hearing.  

The second Jordan step requires the district court to “…create an adequate 

record for review, including a list of all the cases and documents, or an explanation 

of the reasons, that led it to conclude that a restrictive order was needed to curb 

repetitive or abusive activities.”. Defendant respectfully requests that this Court add 

to that record the following documents and reasons, along with any other documents 

or reasons the Court deems appropriate that support Plaintiff’s vexatious nature: 

1) This Court’s Decree of Divorce: 

In discussing the present case, for the sake of brevity, Defendant hereby 

incorporates the facts found in his previous filings including: his Motion for 

Attorneys’ Fees and Costs filed on June 8, 2020 , the Supplement in Support of the 

same filed on July 21, 2020, an additional Supplement in Support of Attorney’s Fees 

filed on September 18, 2020, and his Opposition and Countermotion to Modify 

Decree filed on September 4, 2020. These filings present a very clear and 

comprehensive view of Plaintiff’s vexatious behavior. 

… 

… 

 
22 Rose, LLC v. Treasure Island, LLC, 135 Nev. 145, 159, 445 P.3d 860, 871 (Nev. App. 2019). 
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2) Licari’s Notice of Lis Pendens Filed August 12, 2020 in Case Number 

A-18-786141-C 

Just seven (7) days after receiving this Court’s order to post the marital home 

for sale, Plaintiff blatantly disobeyed that order and filed a Notice of Lis Pendens in 

the civil defamation suit, case number A-18-786141-C.23 That blatant disregard of 

Judge Hughes’ order goes to show Licari’s desire to defy all decisions that disfavor 

her, and harass Ms. Naw through additional filings in the process. 

3) Case Number D-18-581756-S 

In this case, Plaintiff filed for Legal Separation in December 2018, shortly 

after her request for temporary orders of spousal support was denied in the present 

litigation. In her Petition, Plaintiff requested all the same relief that she had just been 

denied and the Court ended up simply combining the cases. This case was reopened 

on November 20, 2020 when Lindsey filed a Motion to Reopen Based on Fraud on 

the Court, again demanding the same relief she has been denied in every other case. 

4) Case Number A-18-786141-C 

In this case, Plaintiff was sued by the parties’ realtor Linda Perdue (aka Linda 

Naw) for defamation for stating that she had engaged in fraud to sell the Property. 

This Court has heard testimony from Ms. Naw and found her to be credible. Plaintiff 

raised several counter claims against Ms. Naw in this lawsuit. All those 

counterclaims were based on the unsupported and conclusory conspiracy theory 

detailed above. Since the court’s entry of order granting the withdrawal of Plaintiff’s 

attorneys of record in the matter on June 8, 2020, she has filed numerous motions 

that are merely copy and pasted reiterations of her conspiracy theory with different 

titles. On June 6, 2020, Plaintiff filed a Motion for Leave to File a Third-Party 

Complaint to add Bobby Antee, among other parties, including the Real Estate 

Division of Nevada’s Department of Business and Industry, the Greater Las Vegas 

Association of Realtors, the Nevada Secretary of State, and National Title Company. 

 
23 See Licari’s Notice of Lis Pendens filed August 12, 2020, Case No. A-18-786141-C. 
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Rather than wait for the Court’s decision on her request for leave, Plaintiff simply 

amended her answer and counterclaims and served six third-party defendants, 

including Bobby’s counsel with a summons. Plaintiff caused those parties to incur 

legal fees based on a motion that the court later found failed on its merits.24 

5) Case Number A-20-820446-C: 

This suit was initiated by Licari with a 113-page Complaint (no exhibits) filed 

on or around August 31, 2020. The vast majority of that complaint was copied and 

pasted from Licari’s filings in Case No. A-18-786141-C. The crux of Licari’s 

Complaint was that all the Defendants allegedly engaged in some form of legal 

malpractice or “legal abuse” against Licari by working together to deprive Licari of 

the home she purchased with her ex-husband. Licari also went on to accuse several 

Defendants of “Torture” (which is not a private a cause of action) under “18 U.S. 

Code section 2340.”25 

6) Case Number A-20-820963-C: 

Plaintiff initiated this suit on or around September 10, 2020 by filing a 

“Petition for Judicial Review.” In that 50-page filing (including exhibits) Plaintiff 

alleges that the State Bar of Nevada did not sufficiently investigate her claim of 

malpractice against both her own attorneys as well as Bobby’s attorneys, prior to 

issuing its decision that no malpractice occurred.26 
7) Case Number A-20-821757-J: 

Plaintiff initiated this suit on or around September 23, 2020 by filing a 

“Petition for Judicial Review.” In this suit, Plaintiff claims that the State of Nevada 

Attorney General’s Office did not investigate “…AT ALL, AND CLEAR AND 

CONCISE EVEIDENCE [SIC] WAS IGNORED….”27 

… 

… 
 

24 See Decree of Divorce at pg. 8 filed August 5, 2020-Case Number D-18-573154-D. 
25 See Pl’s Complaint filed September 24, 2020, Case No. A-20-820446-C  
26 See generally Pl’s Petition for Judicial Review filed September 10, 2020, Case No. A-20-820963-C. 
27 See Pl’s Petition for Judicial Review filed September 23, 2020, Case No. A-20-821757-J at page 1. 
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8) Case Number A-20-820980-C: 

Plaintiff initiated this case on or around September 10, 2020 by filing a 

Complaint to Quiet Title, among numerous other causes of action similar to the 

drivel this Court has already seen. Bobby is included as a defendant in this case, 

along with Linda Naw, Nikki Bott, the notary, the realty companies, and the 

mortgage company.  

Each of these cases involves subject matter that has been heard and decided 

upon in the present case. This Court is the one with jurisdiction over the Property, 

but Plaintiff continues to file case after case, hoping that she can wear out or 

bankrupt Bobby to the point that he will simply give up. Plaintiff’s harassment has 

been ongoing and relentless and shows no signs of abating. 

The third Jordan step requires the court to make substantive findings as to the 

frivolous or harassing nature of the litigant’s actions. These findings must show that 

the litigant’s behavior is not only repetitive or abusive, but also without an arguable 

factual or legal basis, or filed with the intent to harass. The evidence posted above, 

as well at this Court’s experience with Plaintiff, supports a decision that Plaintiff’s 

behavior is repetitive, abusive, without factual or legal basis, and filled with the 

intent to harass Bobby. 

The final Jordan step requires the court to enter an order that is narrowly 

drawn to address the specific problem encountered. A restriction completely barring 

the litigant’s access to the legal system is prohibited, but a restriction from filing 

claims against a specific defendant may be appropriate. Bobby requests that the 

Court grant him reprieve from Plaintiff’s vexatious nature by restricting Plaintiff’s 

ability to file future suits or motions against Bobby without first obtaining judicial 

review of the filing.  

… 

… 

… 
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D. PLAINTIFF’S CONTINUED HARASSMENT OF DEFENDANT 
AND HIS COUNSEL ENTITLES DEFENDANT TO 
ATTORNEYS FEES  

NRS 18.010 states the following: 
 

The court shall liberally construe the provisions of this paragraph in 
favor of awarding attorney’s fees in all appropriate situations. It is the 
intent of the Legislature that the court award attorney’s fees pursuant to 
this paragraph . . . in all appropriate situations to punish for and deter 
frivolous or vexatious claims and defenses because such claims and 
defenses overburden limited judicial resources, hinder the timely 
resolution of meritorious claims and increase the costs of engaging in 
business and providing professional services to the public.28 

 Defendant requests that he be awarded all attorney’s fees and costs associated 

with bringing this Motion, as it was unnecessary and prompted only by Plaintiff’s 

outright refusal to follow any orders issued by this Court. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, as a result of the foregoing, Bobby respectfully requests this 

Court for the following relief: 

• An Order approving the listing of the Property pursuant to the proposed 

Listing Agreement. 

• An Order granting Bobby exclusive possession of the Property pending the 

sale, allowing Plaintiff sixty (60) days to locate new living arrangements.  

• In the event Lindsey refuses to vacate the Property, an Order authorizing 

law enforcement to remove her from the same. 

• An Order declaring Lindsey Licari to be a vexatious litigant, preventing 

her from filing suit or additional motions against Bobby Antee without first 

obtaining judicial review of the same.  

• An appropriate award of attorneys’ fees and costs associated in bringing 

this Motion. 

… 
 

28 Id. at (2)(b). 
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• Any other relief the Court sees fit to grant at this time. 

DATED this ____ day of November, 2020. 

SHUMWAY VAN  
 
 

  
      _________________________________ 

GRAYSON J. MOULTON, ESQ.,  
Nevada Bar No. #14587 
8985 South Eastern Avenue, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89123 
Attorney for Defendant  

 
  

24th
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that the foregoing DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR 

APPROVAL OF SALE OF MARITAL HOME, TO GRANT DEFENDANT 

EXCLUSIVE POSSESSION OR TO EVICT PLAINTIFF, AND TO HAVE 

PLAINTIFF DECLARED A VEXATIOUS LITIGANT was submitted 

electronically for filing and/or service with the Eighth Judicial District Court on the 

____ day of November, 2020.  
 

        
 
 
 

______________________________ 
          An employee of Shumway Van 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

24th

/s/ Paula Lamprea



 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 1 



From: Lindsey Licari
To: Grayson Moulton
Cc: Paula Lamprea
Subject: Re: Sale of the Property
Date: Thursday, October 22, 2020 10:53:08 AM

Go to hell you dishonest piece of shit. I won’t be selling anything nor vacating anything.
Bobby was part of the forgery and this is out of Rena Hughes jurisdiction. So come to my
house if you want to but I’ll defend my home at all costs. Again you are committing legal mal
practice. Get a life you fucking looser, an escrow agent can’t notarize her own docs and forge
my name. You realtors can kiss my ass. 

Lindsey LiCari
President/Founder 
Ayden’s Army of Angels 
Www.aydensarmyofangels.org
Www.instagram.com/aydensarmyofangelsofficial 

On Oct 22, 2020, at 10:42 AM, Grayson Moulton <Grayson@shumwayvan.com>
wrote:


Lindsey,
 
At the hearing held on October 19, 2020, the Court ruled that because you have failed
to take necessary steps to sell the property as ordered in the Decree of Divorce, Bobby
will now be empowered to do so. The Court has asked by Bobby present you with the
names of three (3) realtors from which you may choose one. In the event you fail to
make a selection within ten (10) days, Bobby will then be allowed to name whomever
he chooses as realtor.
 
Robbie Van – One Realty Broker
Jared Bonnell – One Realty Broker
Randy Maher – Key Realty SW Broker
 
On that note, the realtor will also need access to the home and a date will need to be
set on which you will vacate the property. Please confirm that you will be allowing the
realtor access to the home for pictures and appraisal.
 
Sincerely,
 

Grayson J. Moulton, Esq.
Attorney
*Licensed in Nevada

mailto:lindsey@aydensarmyofangels.org
mailto:Grayson@shumwayvan.com
mailto:paulal@shumwayvan.com


8985 S. Eastern Ave Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89123
Ph: 702-478-7770
Direct: 702-570-6718
Fax: 702-478-7779
www.shumwayvan.com
 
This message and any attached documents contain information from the law firm of Shumway Van that may
be confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not read, copy, distribute, or
use this information. If you have received this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately by
reply email and then delete this message.

 

CAUTION: EXTERNAL EMAIL This email originated from outside of Shumway Van. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.shumwayvan.com%2F&data=04%7C01%7CGrayson%40shumwayvan.com%7C1cf010e7856948fefe4a08d876b3549a%7C43313fbf2c794ec682dde888334fa91a%7C0%7C0%7C637389859872008036%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=%2F1OOtcEGLbijtvYFcY62mxfPEYvfOZbPPjFsF1dz3EE%3D&reserved=0


 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 2 



From: Lindsey Licari <lindsey@aydensarmyofangels.org> 
Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2020 2:21 PM
To: Adam Fulton <afulton@jfnvlaw.com>; logan@jfnvlaw.com; Jared B Jennings
<jjennings@jfnvlaw.com>; Michael C. Van <Michael@shumwayvan.com>
Subject: Fwd: Sale of the Property

Why don’t you group of pathetic men just come to my house and do this to my face.you are all
cowards, and I don’t know when god will show up but he will and I can’t wait.  Keep hiding behind
dirty judges, god will hold you all accountable. I am sueing all of you so this continued harassment is
legal malpractice. You won’t be selling my home and if you try to come to my home I will defend my
home. So the best way you guys make money is taking advantage of woman . I’ll keep exposing you
all and believe me someone will listen. I suggest you start following the law and stop harassing me.
People are watching

Lindsey LiCari
President/Founder 
Ayden’s Army of Angels 

Www.aydensarmyofangels.org
Www.instagram.com/aydensarmyofangelsofficial 



 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 3 



EXCLUSIVE AGENCY LISTING AGREEMENT (EA) 
 This is intended to be a legally binding contract. No representation is made as to the legal or tax consequences of this 

contract.  If you desire legal or tax advice, consult your attorney or tax advisor. 













____________





These documents may contain restrictions or covenants based on race, color, religion, sex, handicap, familial status, or national origin. 
Such restrictions or covenants generally are void and unenforceable as violations of fair housing laws. 

Be assured that all property is marketed and made available without discrimination based on race, color, religion, sex, handicap, 
familial status, or national origin. Should you have any questions regarding such restrictions, please contact your attorney. 





 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 4 
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DECLARATION OF ROBBIE VAN

I, ROBBIE VAN, depose and state:

1. I am a licensed realtor in the state of Nevada, and the owner of One 

Realty – Las Vegas, NV. My Nevada Realtor’s License number is S.176227 and 

the same expires  on February 28, 2021. I submit this Declaration in support of 

Defendant Bobby Antee’s (“Bobby”) Motion for Approval of Sale of Marital 

Home, et al. 

2. I am over the age of eighteen (18) and am able to testify of my 

knowledge in the contents of this Declaration. 

3. I connected with Bobby on or around October 19, 2020, shortly after 

the hearing wherein the Court stated he would be able to select a realtor. I provided 

him with my own name, as well as a few other realtors I knew so that he could 

present them to his ex-wife, pursuant to the Court order. 

4. I have had the opportunity to review the subject property located at 

9564 Scorpion Track, Las Vegas, Nevada 89178 (the “Property”). Based on my 

research into the Property, I have compiled a Broker’s Opinion of Value, and will 

attach the same to this Declaration. 

5. The Property is a single family residential home, three (3) stories, 

with four (4) bedrooms, two and three-fourths (2 ¾) baths, and a two (2) car 

garage. The building size is 1,693 sq. ft. and the lot size is 2,178 sq. ft. The 

Property was built in 2007. 

6. The Property is located in the South Mountain Lot B subdivision of 

Mountains Edge. There have been five home sales in this community within the 

last year. 

7. These five comparable properties had an average sole Price Per 

Square Foot of $167.49, with the highest being $189.95 and the lowest being 

$159.35. These comparable properties were all ranging between 1,553 to 1,693 

square feet. 
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…

8. Based on the descriptions of the Property I’ve received from Bobby, 

that would place the subject property at approximately $283,560.57. 

9. However, the Las Vegas Real Estate Market is at an all-time high, 

based on median home prices, which is allowing sellers to achieve higher sales 

points than  the recent comps. 

10. I believe that $294,900.00 is a good faith, fair market value at which 

to list the Property, and believe it represents an achievable sales number in the 

present market. 

11. This figure is based on the assumption that the Property, and 

everything inside it, is in good working order with no structural issues or damage 

to be repaired beyond the usual and expected wear and tear. 

12. I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and 

correct.1

DATED this ____ day of November, 2020. 

________________________________

ROBBIE VAN 

1 NRS 53.045 states the following: “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 . . . .”

thisthis
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EXHIBIT 7 






