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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF NEVADA      
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION,  
 

Plaintiff, 
 

vs. 
 
MATTHEW WADE BEASLEY et al. 
 

Defendants; 
 
 
THE JUDD IRREVOCABLE TRUST et al. 
 

Relief Defendants. 
 

Case No. 2:22-CV-00612-CDS-EJY 
 
 
MOTION TO COMPEL OR 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION FOR 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY 
PAULA BEASLEY AND AARON 
GRIGSBY SHOULD NOT BE HELD 
IN CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO 
COMPLY WITH THIS COURT’S 
ORDERS AND REQUEST FOR 
TURNOVER OF MERCEDES G-
WAGON OR VALUE OF SAME 
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MOTION TO COMPEL OR ALTERNATIVE MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

WHY PAULA BEASLEY AND AARON GRIGSBY SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN 
CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS COURT’S ORDERS AND 
REQUEST FOR TURNOVER OF MERCEDES G-WAGON OR VALUE OF SAME          

Comes now, Geoff Winkler, the Court-appointed Receiver (the “Receiver”), by and through 

counsel of record the law firm of Greenberg Traurig, LLP, and hereby submits the following Motion 

to Compel or Alternative Motion for Order to Show Cause Why Paula Beasley and Aaron Grigsby  

should not be Held in Contempt for Failure to Comply with this Court’s Order Appointing Receiver 

and Request for Turnover of Mercedes G-Wagon or Value of the Same (the “Motion”). 

This Motion is based upon the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the exhibits 

hereto including the Declarations of Geoff Winkler attached hereto, the pleadings and papers on file 

herein, and such other and further arguments and evidence as may be presented to the Court in 

connection with the Motion. 

DATED this 21st day of October 2022. 

  GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
 

  By: /s/  Kara B. Hendricks 
   KARA B. HENDRICKS, Bar No. 07743 

JASON K. HICKS, Bar No. 13149 
KYLE A. EWING, Bar No. 014051 
 

JARROD L. RICKARD, Bar No. 10203  
KATIE L. CANNATA, Bar No. 14848  
SEMENZA KIRCHER RICKARD 
 

DAVID R. ZARO* 
JOSHUA A. del CASTILLO* 
MATTHEW D. PHAM*  
*admitted pro hac vice 
ALLEN MATKINS LECK GAMBLE 
MALLORY & NATSIS LLP  
 

Attorneys for Receiver Geoff Winkler 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

This Motion was necessitated due to the blatant violation of this Court’s orders by Paula 

Beasley and/or her attorney Aaron Grigsby.  As detailed below, Paula Beasley and her attorney 

Mr. Grigsby failed to timely provide the Receiver with documents relating to receivership assets.  

Additionally, despite the temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction order that froze 

assets and the turnover provisions embedded within the order appointing the Receiver (“Appointment 

Order”), Mrs. Beasley, by and through her counsel, have purported to sell a 2020 Mercedes Benz G63 

G-Wagon (the “G-Wagon”) that was identified as Receivership Property for significantly less than 

market value.  The purported sale was “finalized” after Paula Beasley and Mr. Grigsby advised the 

Receiver the vehicle would be turned over for the benefit of the Receivership Estate and in violation 

of this Court’s orders. 

II. RELEVANT FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

As this Court is intimately aware, and as alleged in the Amended Complaint, this case arises 

from the orchestration of an elaborate Ponzi-scheme by, among others, Matthew Beasley which 

crumbled in March 2022.  On March 3, 2022 the FBI executed a search warrant at the residence of 

Matthew and Paula Beasley which culminated in a standoff between Matthew Beasley and the FBI 

(the “March 3rd Standoff”).  ECF No. 118 at ¶ 6.  Ultimately, after brandishing a firearm at the FBI 

agents present, Matthew Beasley was shot twice and holed himself in his home for nearly four hours.  

Id.  Following the conclusion of the standoff, Matthew Beasley was incarcerated and remains so to 

this day. 

Paula Beasley is now the ex-wife of Matthew Beasley.  Upon information and belief, Matthew 

and Paula were married from 2007 until they instituted a fast-track divorce immediately following 

the March 3rd Standoff.  

A. The Beasley Divorce 

In the days following the March 3rd Standoff, Matthew and Paula Beasley began their efforts 

to nullify the implications of their marriage by orchestrating a fast-tracked divorce designed to divide 

the assets with the hope of shielding Paula from the forthcoming legal proceedings.  On March 17, 
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2022, just 14 days after the March 3rd Standoff, a Joint Petition for Summary Divorce was filed in the 

Eighth Judicial District Court, Case No. D-22-644748-Z.1  Notably, Mr. Grigsby represented both 

Matthew and Paula Beasley in the proceeding.  Just four days after the joint petition was filed, the 

divorce was finalized via the entry of a Decree of Divorce (the “Divorce Decree”).2  The Divorce 

Decree outlines agreed upon distribution of assets and other items related to the divorce.3  Notably, 

the Divorce Decree purports to divvy the real property owned by the Beasleys and identifies one 

vehicle for each of them to retain for their personal use.  As it relates to the instant Motion, through 

the Divorce Decree it was agreed that Paula may have: 

“(1) The miscellaneous personal possessions, articles of clothing, jewelry, 
household furniture, furnishings and effects presently in the possession of Wife with 
the exception of the items specifically delineated in subsection E; 

 
*     *     * 

(4) Wife will retain the Range Rover as her sole and separate property.  Wife will 
be solely responsible for any encumbrances on said vehicle;  
 
(5) All vehicles not specifically delineated in sections D and E will be sold and the 
proceeds held until the resolution of all pending legal matters.”4     

 Setting aside the glaring questions regarding the timing and legitimacy of the divorce, and the 

speed with which it was performed, the Divorce Decree imposes a number of obligations on Paula 

regarding the  Receivership Assets  over which  she had  control.   Most notably, with respect to the 

/ / / 

/ / / 

 
1  Exhibit 1, Joint Petition for Summary Divorce (the “Divorce Petition”).  Immediately following the filing 
of the Divorce Petition, Mr. Grigsby filed an ex parte Motion to Seal, which was entered on March 18, 2022. 
2  Exhibit 2, Decree of Divorce.   
3  Exhibit 2, Divorce Decree. 
4  Exhibit 2, Divorce Decree at § 13D, (emphasis added).  Similarly, the Divorce Decree outlines the personal 
property Matthew and Paula Beasley agreed would be given to Matthew: 

(1) The miscellaneous personal possessions, articles of clothing, jewelry, household furniture, 
furnishings and effects presently in the possession of Husband;  

*    *    * 
(3) Husband will retain the Cadillac Escalade, as his sole and separate property.  Husband 

will agree to assume any debt associated with the vehicle;  
(4) All vehicles not specifically delineated in sections D and E will be sold and the proceeds 

held until the resolution of all pending legal matters…” 
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Vehicle Paula was to retain only the Range Rover, with all other vehicles being sold with the funds 

to be held until the resolution of all pending legal matters.5 

B. The Instant Case. 

On April 12, 2022, the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”) initiated the instant 

enforcement action seeking to halt the numerous Defendants’ violations of federal securities laws, 

prevent further harm to investors, and to seek disgorgement and civil penalties related to the 

Defendants’ wrongdoings.  ECF No. 118 at ¶ 7. 

At the outset of this case, the SEC moved, ex parte, for the Entry of a Temporary Restraining 

Order and Orders: (1) Freezing Assets; (2) Requiring Accountings; (3) Prohibiting the Destruction of 

Documents; (4) Granting Expedited Discovery; and (5) Order to Show Cause Re:  Preliminary 

Injunction (the “TRO Application”).  ECF No. 2.  In the TRO Application, the SEC established for 

this Court the nature of the Ponzi-scheme giving rise to this case and alluded to the far reach of the 

ill-gotten gains at issue.  ECF No. 2 at § 3.  Moreover, through the Complaint and the TRO 

Application, the SEC outlined the extravagant assets the Beasleys allegedly obtained with Ponzi-

scheme funds and the Defendants’ concerted attempts to liquidate and dissipate substantial assets.  

ECF Nos. 1, 2.  After considering the Complaint, the TRO Application and the relevant evidence, the 

Court entered a Temporary Restraining Order (1) Freezing Assets; (2) Requiring Accountings; 

(3) Prohibiting the Destruction of Documents; and (4) Granting Expedited Discovery, among other 

things (the “TRO”).6  ECF No. 3.  The terms of the TRO were later affirmed via this Court’s entry of 

the Preliminary Injunction.  ECF No. 56.   Notably, the terms and conditions of the TRO and 

Preliminary Injunction extended beyond just the Defendants to “their officers, agents, employees, 

attorneys, subsidiaries and affiliates, and those persons working in active concert or participation with 

any of them, who receive actual notice of this Order” and restrain and enjoying the same from: 

/ / / 

/ / / 

 
5  The Receiver is not aware of the proceeds from the sale of any vehicles sold by the Beasleys being held as 
required by the Divorce Decree.  Instead, it appears that vehicles (all of which are believed to have been 
Receivership Property) have been sold and funds spent in an undisclosed matter. 
6  The TRO was later sealed following a Motion to Seal by Defendant Shane M. Jager.  ECF Nos. 51 and 57. 
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directly or indirectly, transferring, assigning, selling, hypothecating, changing, 
wasting, dissipating, converting, concealing, encumbering, or otherwise 
disposing of, in any manner, any funds, assets, securities, claims or other real 
or personal property, including any notes or deeds of trust or other interest in 
real property, wherever located, of any one of the Defendants or Relief 
Defendants, or their subsidiaries or affiliates, owned by, controlled by, 
managed by or in the possession or custody of any of them and from 
transferring, encumbering, dissipating, incurring charges or cash advances on 
any debit or credit card of the credit arrangement of any one of the Defendants 
or their subsidiaries and affiliates; including but not limited to the real and 
personal property identified below… 
  

ECF No. 3 at 7.  Importantly, the G-Wagon is specifically listed as an item that could not be 

transferred, assigned or sold.  Id. at 10. 

Thereafter, on June 3, 2022, this Court entered the Appointment Order, which obligates the 

Receiver to, among other things, take possession of all Receivership Assets, including real property 

and to marshal and preserve the same for the benefit of the Receivership Estate.  In furtherance of 

this obligation, the Receiver is “[t]o take such action as necessary and appropriate for the preservation 

of Receivership Property or to prevent the dissipation or concealment of Receivership Property.”  

ECF No. 88 at ¶ 7(G).  Section III of the Appointment Order7 further obligates individuals and entities 

in receipt of the Appointment Order to “[c]ooperate expeditiously in providing information and 

transferring funds, assets and accounts to the Receiver or at the direction of the Receiver.”  Id. 

Immediately after his appointment, the Receiver reached out to Defendants and/or their legal 

counsel to identify receivership assets and facilitate the turnover of the same.   These efforts included 

the Receiver reaching out to Paula Beasley and Mr. Grigsby.8  In fact, just six days after the 

Appointment Order was entered, the Receiver met with Paula and Mr. Grigsby and retrieved several 

vehicles and discussed the turnover over of real property in the Beasley’s names.9 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

 
7  The Appointment Order was subsequently amended by the Court on July 28, 2022 (ECF 207).  The 
amendments do not affect the issues raised in this Motion. 
8  Exhibit 3, Declaration of Geoff Winkler (the “Winkler Decl.”) at ¶4. 
9  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶5. 
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C. Communication Regarding Beasley Property Subject to Turnover. 

Following the standoff involving her husband, Paula Beasley initially remained in the couple’s 

primary residence, located on Ruffian Road in Las Vegas (the “Ruffian Property”).10  After the 

Receiver was appointed, Paula Beasley agreed to vacate the Ruffian Property and turnover the same 

to the Receiver.  Indeed, the Receiver met with Paula Beasley and Mr. Grigsby at the Ruffian Property 

on June 9, 2022 at which time she turned over several vehicles including a motorhome,  Jeep 

Wrangler, Cadillac Escalade ESV, Chevrolet Tahoe and Chevrolet Silverado.11  A discussion was 

also had at that time regarding the turnover of the G-Wagon.12   Paula represented it was in the shop 

being repaired and both her and Mr. Grigsby represented that it would be turned over to the Receiver 

at a later date.13  She also indicated that she would vacate the Ruffian Property in July and would 

move to a less expensive home.14 

On or around August 4, 2022, the Receiver became aware that a mortgage payment had not 

been made on the Ruffian Property since approximately April, 2022 and that a Notice of Breach and 

Election to Sell had been issued.15  As a result, on August 4, 2022, counsel for the Receiver wrote to 

Mr. Grigsby asserting demand that payments be brought current on the Ruffian Property (the 

“August 4, 2022 Correspondence”).  The mortgage on the Ruffian Property was subsequently brought 

current.16  Additionally, in light of the status of the Ruffian Property, the Receiver requested 

documents and information related to the turnover of the G-Wagon, the Ruffian Property, and other 

real property owned by the Beasleys known as the Schoofey Property, and the Mt. Charleston 

Property to ensure payments on each property were current and that there was no imminent risk of 

default or foreclosure.17  Indeed, for each of the aforementioned properties, the Receiver requested: 

 
10  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶6.  In late August, the Receiver took possession of the Ruffian Property. 
11  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶7. 
12  Id. at ¶8. 
13  Id.  
14  Id. at 9.  Despite such representations, the property was not turned over to the Receiver until late August.  
15  Id. at ¶10. 
16  Exhibit 4, August 4, 2022 Correspondence from Kara B. Hendricks to Aaron Grigsby (the August 4, 2022 
Correspondence”); Exhibit 3, ¶10. 
17  Exhibit 4, August 4, 2022 Correspondence. 
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(a) documentation demonstrating all payments were current; (b)  documentation demonstrating all 

taxes had been paid; (c) proof of insurance; and (d) proof that all HOA fees and expenses were up to 

date.18  After several delays, P. Beasley vacated the Ruffian Property and the keys to the same were 

turned over to the Receiver in late August as was the Mt. Charleston Property.19 

In addition to seeking information regarding the real property under the control of Paula, the 

Receiver requested certain information regarding vehicles identified in the TRO Order as well as any 

vehicles in her possession or that were sold after the March 3rd  Standoff.20  The Receiver’s written 

correspondence also requested a date on which the G-Wagon would be provided: 

“Third, we have yet to be provided a date for the turnover of the Mercedes G-Wagon 
that is in Ms. Beasley’s possession.  Please provide a date prior to August 12, 2022 
when the Receiver can pick up the Mercedes G-Wagon and any other vehicles 
that Ms. Beasley continues to retain, if not previously agreed to by the 
Receiver.”21           

Notably, the G-Wagon is a substantial Receivership Asset, that was valued at over $250,000.  The 

Receiver never consented to Paula Beasley retaining or selling the G-Wagon.22  However, as detailed 

below, new information indicates the G-Wagon was sold for less than fair market value and in 

violation of this Court’s orders. 

Following the Receiver’s August 4, 2022 correspondence, Mr. Grigsby remained silent for 

more than two weeks.  Indeed, it was not until August 22, 2022 that the Receiver received a response 

to the letter dated August 4.23  However, Mr. Grigsby’s August 22, 2022 letter failed to provide the 

information requested and instead argued minute points in the Receiver’s August 4, 2022 

correspondence.  Specifically, Mr. Grigsby opined there were “misunderstandings” and “gaps” in the 

communication between Mr. Grigsby and the Receiver and advised that Mr. Grigsby would 

 
18  Id. 
19  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶ 11. 
20  Exhibit 4, August 4, 2022 Correspondence. 
21  Id.  
22  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶ 11. 
23  Exhibit 5, August 22, 2022 Correspondence from Aaron Grigsby to Kara B. Hendricks (the “August 22, 
2022 Correspondence”). 
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communicate directly with the Receiver.24  As a result, the following day, counsel for the Receiver 

wrote to Mr. Grigsby once again requesting the information on real property and the vehicles under 

the control of Paula Beasley.25 

On August 23, 2022, the Receiver spoke with Mr. Grigsby via telephone.26  During the 

telephone call, Mr. Grigsby advised that Paula would turn over the Ruffian house on August 29, 2022 

and that Mr. Grigsby would provide the code for entry to the Mt. Charleston Property.  Paula 

eventually vacated the Ruffian Property in late August, 2022 and the keys to the Ruffian Property and 

the Mt. Charleston property were turned over to the Receiver.27  Additionally, Mr. Grigsby 

represented to the Receiver that he had received permission from the Securities and Exchange 

Commission to sell the G-Wagon.28 

Following the Receiver’s conversation with Mr. Grigsby, counsel for the Receiver wrote to 

Mr. Grigsby to reassert the requests for information.29  Additionally, the Receiver requested copies 

of the emails authorizing the sale of the G-Wagon.30  Mr. Grigsby has yet to provide the requested 

documents. 

While the Receiver still seeks information regarding other vehicles that Paula Beasley sold 

including an Aston Martin and Ferrari,31 the Receiver has recently discovered that the G-Wagon is in 

the possession of a third-party claiming to have purchased the vehicle through Mr. Grigsby.32  

However, in investigating the backstory of the transfer of the G-Wagon, the Receiver has more 

questions than answers.  Indeed, in September 2022, the Receiver became aware that the G-Wagon 

was offered for sale at Vegas Auto Gallery, a dealership in Las Vegas, Nevada.33  Following this 

 
24  Id. 
25  Exhibit 6, August 23, 2022 Correspondence from Kara B. Hendricks to Aaron Grigsby (the “August 23, 
2022 Correspondence”).   
26  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶12. 
27  Id. 
28  Id. at ¶13. 
29 Exhibit 6, August 23, 2022 Correspondence.   
30  Exhibit 6, August 23, 2022 Correspondence; Exh. 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶13. 
31  Mr. Grigsby advised the Receiver these vehicles were sold prior to the asset freeze order, but did not provide 
the Receiver information regarding the price or the date of the sale.  Exh. 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶14. 
32  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶14. 
33  Id. 
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discovery, the Receiver subpoenaed Vegas Auto Gallery for the records related to the G-Wagon and 

it was discovered that the G-Wagon was on consignment, presented by an individual named Andre 

Nelms.34  However, shortly after the issuance of the subpoena, the Receiver was notified that 

Mr. Nelms retrieved the vehicle from the dealership.35 

The Receiver then sent a subpoena to Mr. Nelms requesting information regarding his 

acquisition of the vehicle including any purchase agreement, price paid, communications with 

Matthew or Paul Beasley or anyone acting on their behalf, the title for the vehicle, registration, 

insurance, service records, and any other document relating to the G-Wagon in any manner.36  With 

the subpoena, counsel for the Receiver sent written correspondence advising that the G-Wagon was 

receivership property and providing pertinent information regarding the Asset Freeze and the 

Appointment Order.37  Mr. Nelms ultimately met with counsel for the Receiver at which time he 

discussed what transpired and provided a number of documents purportedly related to his acquisition 

of the G-Wagon.38  According to Mr. Nelms, he acquired the vehicle through Aaron Grigsby.39  

Mr. Nelms  indicated that he looked at the G-Wagon on or about March 29, 2022 and purchased it on 

March 30, 2022 after providing Mr. Grigsby $100,000 in cash.40  However, he has no receipt for the 

cash payment and did not receive the title to the vehicle at that time.41  Interestingly, the documents 

provided by Mr. Nelms include a Bill of Sale which indicates Mr. Nelms purchased the vehicle on 

April, 30, 2022 for $170.000.42  Moreover, the Certificate of Title provided was not even issued by 

the DMV until June 21, 2022.43  Included in the documents produced by Mr. Nelms are also two (2) 

 
34  Id., at ¶15. 
35  Id. 
36  Exhibit 7, Subpoena to Andre Nelms (the “Nelms Subpoena”).   
37  Exhibit 8, Nelms Letter. 
38  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶16.  During the meeting and in subsequent communications with counsel for 
Mr. Nelms, the Receiver has requested that he not sell or otherwise dispose of the G-Wagon pending guidance 
from the Court.  
39  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶17. 
40  Id. 
41  Id. 
42  Exhibit 9, Bill of Sale. 
43  The Receiver understands that the title to the G-Wagon was seized by the FBI during the March 3rd Standoff.  
Based on available information it appears that Paula requested a duplicate title for the G-Wagon in June of 
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cashier’s checks totaling $70,000 that were issued on June 30, 2022 one to Paula and one issued to 

her children’s private school.44   

Despite the documentation provided by Mr. Nelms, the story on the G-Wagon is more 

convoluted than ever.45  Indeed, Mr. Nelms and Mr. Grigsby have provided different accounts of the 

date of the purported sale, the date the vehicle was transferred to Mr. Nelms, and neither party has 

been able to document the alleged cash payment in any way.46  What is more, as noted above, 

Mr. Grigsby represented to the Receiver that he had received permission from the SEC to sell the 

vehicle.  However, Tracy Combs, counsel for the SEC dispelled this position via an October 17, 2022 

email which provides:  

With respect to the Mercedes, we discussed the possibility of Ms. Beasley selling the 
Mercedes and using the proceeds for living expenses in the context of our negotiations 
regarding a potential living expenses stipulation for Ms. Beasley, but my recollection 
is that:  (1) those discussions occurred after the entry of the asset freeze in mid-April 
but before the appointment of the receiver and creation of the receivership in early 
May; (2) we did not reach a final agreement on a stipulation with respect to living 
expenses and no stipulation was ever submitted to the Court; and (3) the US Attorney’s 
Office had possession of the title to the Mercedes at that time and it could not be sold 
without their consent, which I had understood from your statements that you were 
going to discuss with them—I believe that was one of the factors that was holding up 
our ability to agree to a stipulation.  To be clear, I did not authorize you or Ms. Beasley 
to sell the Mercedes; indeed, I believe that would have required a court order or 
stipulation in any event.47           
Based on the foregoing, it is readily apparent that the G-Wagon was sold without approval 

from this Court, the Receiver, or the SEC.  As it relates to the additional vehicles of which the 

Receiver inquired, the Receiver is currently investigating the status of the same based on 

 
2022.  (The Receiver has recently issued a subpoena to the DMV in an attempt to get additional information 
in this regard.)  
44  Exhibit 10.  One of the two checks was written directly to Paula Beasley in the amount of $22,165.00 and 
the second check was made payable to The Alexander Dawson School in the amount of $47,835.00 with the 
names of Paula’s children in the memo line.  
45  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶ 19.46  Id.47  Exhibit 11, Email dated October 17, 2022 from Tracy Combs to 
Aaron Grigsby. 
46  Id.47  Exhibit 11, Email dated October 17, 2022 from Tracy Combs to Aaron Grigsby. 
47  Exhibit 11, Email dated October 17, 2022 from Tracy Combs to Aaron Grigsby. 
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Mr. Grigsby’s representations and is seeking this Court’s assistance in compelling the production of 

records relating to the same. 

In addition to the correspondence noted above, on September 13, 2022, counsel for the 

Receiver wrote to Mr. Grigsby to request additional information regarding (1) the amount of funds 

received by Grigsby and/or the Grigsby Law Group from Paula and (2) information establishing the 

funds received are untainted and/or were not co-mingled with funds from the alleged Ponzi-scheme.48  

The September 13, 2022 Correspondence requested the information be provided within ten (10) 

days.49  On October 17, 2022, Mr. Grigsby sent an email response, but provided only vague and 

unspecific information regarding the fees he has obtained, making reference to an unspecified state 

court divorce proceeding and receiving credit card payments from Paula.50  However, the limited 

information provided is not sufficient to allow the Receiver to determine the source of funds and if 

the same were untainted by the Ponzi-scheme alleged in the Amended Complaint.  Moreover, given 

that it appears Receivership Assets were sold by Paula after the asset freeze was put in place, there is 

a strong likelihood that funds received as a result of the unauthorized sale of Receivership Property 

paid for Mr. Grigsby’s legal services. 

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. Court Action Mandating the Compliance with the Appointment Order is 

Necessary 

An order compelling Paula and Mr. Grigsby to provide all information in their possession 

responsive to the Receiver’s requests is warranted.  Additionally, this Court has the ability to issue an 

order to show cause why Paula and Mr. Grigsby are continuing to act in violation of the Asset Freeze 

and the Appointment Order and the ability to compel the turnover of the G-Wagon or its equivalent 

value to the Receiver. 

/ / / 

 
48  Exhibit 12, September 13, 2022 Correspondence from Kara B. Hendricks to Aaron Grigsby (the 
“September 13, 2022 Correspondence”).   
49  Id. 
50  Exhibit 13, October 17, 2022 email. 
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“Courts have inherent power to enforce compliance with their lawful orders through civil 

contempt.”  Shillitani v. United States, 384 U.S. 364, 370 (1966).  Indeed, Courts “are universally 

acknowledged to be vested, by their very creation, with power to impose silence, respect, and 

decorum, in their presence, and submission to their lawful mandates.”  Chambers v. NASCO, Inc., 

501 U.S. 32, 43, 111 S. Ct. 2123, 2132 (1991) (quoting Anderson v. Dunn, 19 U.S. 204, 5 L. Ed. 242 

(1821)) (emphasis added).  “These powers are ‘governed not by rule or statute but by the control 

necessarily vested in courts to manage their own affairs so as to achieve the orderly and expeditions 

disposition of cases.’”  Id. (quoting Link v. Wabash R. Co., 370 U.S. 626, 630-631, 8 L. Ed. 2d 734, 

82 S. Ct. 1386 (1962)).  The most prominent power is the contempt sanction, “which a judge must 

have and exercise in protecting the due and orderly administration of justice and in maintaining the 

authority and dignity of the court.”  Roadway Express, Inc. v. Piper, 447 U.S. 752, 764, 100 S. Ct. 

2455 (1980).  In exercising their inherent authority to enforce compliance, courts routinely find 

contempt in instances where a party fails to comply with turnover orders.  See e.g. Armstrong v. 

Guccione, 470 F.3d 89, 100-02 (2d Cir. 2006) (incarcerating a corporate officer found to be in 

contempt of a court’s turnover order for failing and/or refusing to turnover corporate records and 

assets); see also Commodity Futures Trading Comm’n ex rel. Kelley v. Skorupskas, 605 F. Supp. 923, 

945, fn 23 (E.D. Mich. 1985) (In an action arising from a Ponzi scheme, the defendant was found to 

be in contempt of the court’s order and the receivership order because the defendant established a 

new operation in the basement of her parents’ home in which she developed clubs designed to 

circumvent the court’s order.  Additionally, the receiver permitted the defendant to retain a Mercedes 

Benz for her own personal use.  However, immediately thereafter, the defendant used the Mercedes 

as collateral for a loan, in violation of the court order); see also SEC v. Res. Dev. Int'l, 291 F. App’x 

660, 661 (5th Cir. 2008) (In an action by the SEC arising out of an illegal Ponzi scheme, a non-party 

was found in contempt of the court’s order to turn over assets to the receivership by refusing to either 

turn over the assets or to provide an accounting of the same).   

More specifically, contempt has been found in instances akin to this matter, in which a related 

party and their counsel worked in concert to violate a freeze order and divert funds derived from the 

disposition of receivership property to the defendant.  See SEC v. AmeriFirst Funding, Inc., Civil 
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Action No. 3:07-CV-1188-D, 2008 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 7510, at *5-6 (N.D. Tex. Feb. 1, 2008).  In 

AmeriFirst Funding, the defendants were accused of operating an investment fraud, in violation of 

the Securities act of 1933.  Id.  Through the proceedings, an asset freeze was implemented and the 

court entered a receivership order requiring, among other things, the turnover of receivership assets.  

Id.  Following entry of the receivership order, the receiver filed a motion to show cause seeking to 

establish defendants and their counsel should be held in civil contempt for violating the court’s 

receivership order and asset freeze through the sale of a Picasso painting.  Id.  The receiver also 

alleged the defendants violated the court’s order by failing to transfer title to real property and by 

failing to deliver a 2002 BMW to the receiver.  Id.  Ultimately, the court held “although [counsel] is 

not a defendant, the Freeze Order covers those ‘in active concert or participating [with defendants], 

who receive actual notice of this order by personal service or otherwise.”  Id. at 34.  The court 

ultimately concluded that the defendants’ counsel was in active participation in the disposition of 

receivership assets and ultimately found him in contempt.  Id. 

To hold a party in civil contempt, “the moving party has the burden of showing by clear and 

convincing evidence that the [nonmoving party] violated a specific and definite order of the court.”  

FTC v. Affordable Media, LLC, 179 F.3d 1228, 1239 (9th Cir. 1999) (quoting Stone v. City and 

County of San Francisco, 968 F.2d 850, 856 n. 9 (9th Cir, 1992)); see also In re Dual-Deck Video 

Cassette Recorder Antitrust Litig., 10 F.3d 693, 695 (9th Cir. 1993) (“Civil contempt…consists of a 

part’s disobedience to a specific and definite court order by failure to take all reasonable steps within 

the party’s power to comply.”).  In this context, “[c]lear and convincing evidence means evidence 

sufficient to support a finding of ‘high probability’”.  Waits v. Frito-Lay, Inc., 978 F.2d 1093, 1105 

(9th Cir. 1992), abrogated by Lexmark Int’l, Inc. v. Static Control Components, Inc., 572 U.S. 118, 

134 S.Ct. 1377 (2014).  Upon a demonstration that a specific and definite order was violated, “[t]he 

burden then shifts to the contemnors to demonstrate why they were unable to comply.”  Affordable 

Media, 179 F.3d at 1239.51 

 
51  The Ninth Circuit has found contempt sanctions are not warranted when a party’s action (or inaction) 
“appears to be based on a good faith and reasonable interpretation” of the Court’s order.  Vertex Distrib., Inc. 
v. Falcon Foam Plastics, Inc., 689 F.2d 885, 889 (9th Cir. 1982). 
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Here, the plain language of the Appointment Order imposes upon Paula and Mr. Grigsby, as 

counsel for Paula a number of obligations that must be met to prevent any interference in the 

Receivership.  Specifically, Section 17 of the Appointment Order, mandates that no person or entity 

in possession, custody or control of any assets or funds held by, in the name of, or for the benefit of 

the Receivership Defendants shall: 

A. Not liquidate, transfer, sell, convey or otherwise transfer any assets, securities, 
funds, or accounts in the name of or for the benefit of the Receivership Defendants 
except upon instructions from the Receiver 

*    *    * 
D. Cooperate expeditiously in providing information and transferring funds, 
assets and accounts to the Receiver or at the direction of the Receiver.        

ECF No. 88 at ¶ 17. 

What is more, the Appointment Order enjoins all persons receiving notice of the order from 

taking any action or causing any action to be taken, without the express written agreement of the 

receiver, which would: 

A. Interfere with the Receiver’s efforts to take control, possession, or 
management of any Receivership Property… 

B. Hinder, obstruct or otherwise interfere with the Receiver in the 
performance of his duties; such prohibited actions include but are not limited 
to, concealing, destroying or altering records or information;  

C. Dissipate or otherwise diminish the value of any Receivership 
Property; such prohibit actions include but are not limited to, releasing claims 
or disposing, transferring, exchanging, assigning or in any way conveying any 
Receivership Property, enforcing judgments, assessments or claims against 
any Receivership Property or any Receivership Defendant, attempting to 
modify, cancel, terminate, call, extinguish, revoke or accelerate (the due date), 
of any lease, loan, mortgage, indebtedness, security agreement or other 
agreement executed by any Receivership Defendant or which otherwise affects 
any Receivership Property; or,  

D. Interfere with or harass the Receiver, or interfere in any manner with 
the exclusive jurisdiction of this Court over the Receivership Estate. 

 
ECF No. 88 at ¶ 29. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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Paula and Mr. Grigsby have, by all accounts, violated the Appointment Order through the 

conduct outlined herein.  More specifically, they both have interfered with and/or hindered the 

Receiver’s performance of his duties by failing and/or refusing to provide the information requested 

despite multiple requests and more than sufficient time for the same.  Additionally, Paula and 

Mr. Grigsby have violated the terms of the Appointment Order through their efforts to dispose of 

Receivership Assets, to wit, the G-Wagon.  Additionally, despite a request for information regarding 

the same, Mr. Grigsby has refused to provide information, other than a self-serving email, regarding 

the source of any payments made to his firm by Paula Beasley.  As this Court is aware, an attorney’s 

right to be paid from the proceeds of the Ponzi-scheme has been an oft-considered matter for this 

Court in this case and Mr. Grigsby has not demonstrated he is entitled to retain any such funds. 

There can be no dispute that Mr. Grigsby is intimately familiar with the background of this 

case, the assets at issue, and the legal proceedings arising from the alleged Ponzi-scheme giving rise 

to this case.  Mr. Grigsby represented both Matthew and Paula Beasley in their fast-tracked divorce 

and was the attorney of record filing and submitting the related submission, including the Divorce 

Decree.  Thus, Mr. Grigsby, of all the counsel affiliated with this case, likely holds the highest level 

of information regarding (a) the scheme itself; (b) the funds at issue; (c) the Receivership Estate; and 

(d) the Receiver’s need for information regarding the same. 

In an instance such as this, an attorney has an affirmative duty to act in a manner that adheres 

to, and upholds, the terms of a court’s order.  In fact, this Court has previously found, in a situation 

strikingly similar to this, “[a]n attorney is an ‘officer of the court’ who, by virtue of his or her 

professional position, undertakes certain ‘special duties . . . to avoid conduct that undermines the 

integrity of the adjudicative process.’”  S.E.C. v. Fujinaga and MRI Int’l, Inc., No. 2-13-cv-1658-

JCM-CWH, 2020 WL 3050713 at *3 (D. Nev. June 8, 2020) (quoting F.T.C. v. Network Servs. Depot, 

Inc., 617 F.83d 1127 (9th Cir. 2010)).  In Fujinaga, this Court considered whether funds paid to a law 

firm by a relief defendant in an action to recover ponzi scheme funds were subject to the terms of a 

temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction and emphasized the attorney’s obligation to 

ensure compliance with a court’s order.  Fujinaga, 2020 WL 3050713 at *3.  Ultimately the court 

found that the firm receiving the funds had an affirmative obligation to ensure those funds were not 
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subject to the terms of the court’s order and by failing to do so, the firm was in contempt of the court’s 

order.  Id. 

Applying the holding in Fujinaga and the decision in AmeriFirst Funding, it is plain to see 

that Mr. Grigsby has violated this Court’s orders and an order to show cause why he should not be 

held in contempt is warranted.  As an officer of the Court, Mr. Grigsby is aware of the nature of his 

actions and the effect they have on this proceeding, but Mr. Grigsby has chosen to frustrate the 

purpose of the Receivership. 

1. The Court Should Compel the Turnover of Missing Documents and 

Information. 

 The documents and information requested from Paula and Mr. Grigsby which have not been 

provided to the Receiver (despite repeated requests) include: 

• An inventory of assets Ms. Beasley continues to hold.      
o The email sent by Mr. Grigsby on October 17, 2022 referred the 

Receiver to the Beasley’s divorce decree and a list that was provided to 
the Receiver when Paula vacated the Ruffian Property.  However, the 
divorce decree did not list specific items and simply states that Paula 
was to have possession of miscellaneous personal possessions, articles 
of clothing, jewelry, household furniture, furnishings and effects. . . .”       

o The list provided to the Receiver after Paula moved from the Ruffian 
house provides general information regarding household furnishing and 
the like, but makes no reference to jewelry or other items that may be of 
significant value to the Receivership Estate.       

• Proof of Insurance for vehicles the Receiver agreed to allow Paula to maintain 
for personal use.       
o At this time, the only vehicle the Receiver has authorized Paula to 

currently retain is a Range Rover.  However, as a condition of the same, 
she is required to provide proof of insurance, establish any payments are 
timely made and maintain the vehicle.  Despite this accommodation by 
the Receiver, the requisite information has not been provided and this 
Court should compel the same.     

• Proof of payment for fees associated with the Schoofey Residence.       
o Paula currently resides in the Schoofey Residence and the Receiver has 

repeatedly requested:  (a) documentation demonstrating all payments 
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are current; (b) documentation demonstrating all taxes are paid; 
(c) proof of insurance; and (d) proof that all HOA fees and expenses are 
up to date.     

o This information has been slow and inconsistent in being provided and 
must be provided on a monthly basis without requiring follow-up.       

• Documentation showing the SEC approved the sale of G-Wagon, any and all 
purchase and sales related documents.         
o No sales documentation has been provided to the Receiver from either 

Paula or Mr. Grigsby regarding the purported sale of this vehicle.  
Although the Receiver subpoenaed certain records, any documentation 
in the possession of Paula or her attorney should be turned over to the 
Receiver.  This includes information regarding any purported exchange 
of cash as a deposit for the vehicle. 
 

o As referenced above, the G-Wagon was/is subject to the asset freeze 
order entered in this matter.  Mr. Grigsby has indicated he received 
authorization from the SEC to sell the vehicle.  However, despite 
repeated requests, no document has been provided and should be 
compelled by the Court (to the extent it even exists).       

• Documentation relating to the sale of any Beasley vehicles since March 2022 
and the use of proceeds from the same.        
o The Receiver understands that Paula and/or Mr. Grigsby facilitated the 

purported sale of at least two luxury vehicles including a 2020 Aston 
Martin Vantage and 2016 Ferrari, 488 GTB.52  The date of the sale and 
the amount the vehicles were sold from has not been provided to the 
Receiver despite multiple requests. 
 

o The Receiver does not know for certain if other vehicles were sold by 
Paula and/or Mr. Grigsby and have requested the information relating 
to any such sales that occurred since March of 2022.      

o The Divorce Decree required funds from vehicles sold to be held until 
the resolution of pending legal matters.  However, The Receiver is not 
aware of the proceeds from sale of any vehicles sold by the Beasleys 
being held as required by the Divorce Decree.  Instead, it appears that 
vehicles (all of which are believed to have been Receivership Property) 
have been sold and funds spent in an undisclosed matter.  Accordingly, 

 
52  The 2020 Aston Martin Vantage is specifically identified in the assets freeze order and it is believed that 
the Ferrari was also purchased with tainted funds.  
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documents should also be provided to the Receiver showing the receipt 
of and use of any such funds.         

• Information regarding the amount of funds Mr. Grigsby and/or his firm have 
received from Paula Beasley and information establishing such funds are not 
connected to the alleged Ponzi-scheme.     
o In his October 17, 2022 email, Mr. Grigsby boldly asserts that his office 

received “no funds connected to the Ponzi scheme.”53  He then refers to 
an unidentified order in the Beasley Divorce proceeding and indicates 
Paula paid him via credit card.  This is problematic as the Receiver does 
not have enough information to determine the origin of the payments.  
Moreover, given that Paula sold items after the asset freeze was put in 
place, there is a strong likelihood that funds received as a result of the 
unauthorized sale of receivership property paid for Mr. Grigsby’s legal 
services.  Such records should be compelled.   

Good cause exists for such documents to be provided to the Receiver forthwith. 

2. Turnover of the G-Wagon or its Equivalent Value as of April 30, 2022 is 

Warranted. 

 It is incumbent on Paula and/or Mr. Grigsby to turnover the G-Wagon or provide its equivalent 

value at the time of its purported sale to the Receiver.  Given the TRO and asset freeze order it is 

undisputed that the G-Wagon was/is Receivership Property which neither Paula or Mr. Grigsby were 

authorized to transfer, assign, or sell.  See, ECF 3 at 7.  Moreover, with the entry of the Appointment 

Order, they were required to turnover the G-Wagon to the Receiver.  See, ECF 88. 

 On June 9, 2022, Paula and Mr. Grigsby told the Receiver the G-Wagon was in the shop and 

would be turned over to the Receiver.54   The turnover never occurred and more questions than 

answers have surfaced regarding what transpired after the asset freeze was put in place by the TRO 

and Preliminary Injunction Orders.   Records subpoenaed by the Receiver include a Bill of Sale 

relating to the G-Wagon that was signed by Paula on April 30, 2022.55  However, Paula did not have 

title to the vehicle at the time (it is believed to have been in the possession of the FBI).  Subpoenaed 

documents provided by Mr. Nelms indicate that Paula was issued a duplicate title by the DMV on 

 
53  Exhibit 13, October 17, 2022 email.  
54  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶8. 
55  Exhibit 9, Bill of Sale. 
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June 7, 2022 and the same was printed by the DMV on June 21, 2022.56  Checks produced in response 

to a third-party subpoena indicate that Paula was issued a certified check on June 30, 2022 for 

$22,165.00 and the Alexander Dawson School was issued a check on the same date for $47,835.00 

with a memo showing it was for Paula’s children.57  Andre Nelms who is said to have purchased the 

G-Wagon has indicated those checks were the final payment for the G-Wagon he purchased.58  Email 

correspondence from Mr. Grigsby also indicates that “the sale of the 2020 Mercedes was completed 

in late June 2022, after the title for the vehicle was received” and that the title was provided to 

Mr. Nelms at that time.59  Mr. Nelms has represented to the Receiver he initially paid Mr. Grigsby 

$100,000 in cash for the G-Wagon.60  However, there is no record of the cash transaction and different 

dates have been provided relating to the purported cash exchange and delivery of the vehicle. 

 Even if Mr. Nelms paid $170,000 for the G-Wagon and the sale did not violate this Court’s 

Orders, the purported sale of the same was far below the fair market value of the vehicle and 

Mr. Nelms cannot be considered a bona fide purchaser under NRS 104.2403 due to the price that was 

paid and the circumstances surrounding the purported transaction.61  The Nevada Supreme Court 

found, in Cooper v. Pac. Auto. Ins. Co., an individual who purchased a vehicle for $5,000, after 

learning the seller acquired the car the day before for $8,100 was not a good faith purchaser.  Cooper 

v. Pac. Auto. Ins. Co., 95 Nev. 798, 801, 603 P.2d 281, 283 (1979) (finding that the manner in which 

the car was sold, cried out for the purchaser to be careful).  Other courts have considered the value of 

personal property in determining the good faith status of the purchaser and viability of the sale 

 
56  Exhibit 14, Certificate of Title, Title No. NV014853703. 
57  Exhibit 10, Checks. 
58  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶17. 
59  Exhibit 13.  
60  Exhibit 3, Winkler Decl. at ¶17. 
61  NRS 104.2403(1) is Nevada’s version of the UCC Article 2 Bona Fide Purchaser status and provides: 

1.  A purchaser of goods acquires all title which the purchaser’s transferor had or had power to transfer 
except that a purchaser of a limited interest acquires rights only to the extent of the interest purchased.  A 
person with voidable title has power to transfer a good title to a good faith purchaser for value.  When goods 
have been delivered under a transaction of purchase the purchaser has such power even though: 

(a)  The transferor was deceived as to the identity of the purchaser; 
(b)  The delivery was in exchange for a check which is later dishonored; 
(c)  It was agreed that the transaction was to be a “cash sale”; or 
(d)  The delivery was procured through fraud punishable as larcenous under the criminal law. 
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transaction.  See e.g., Kotis v. Nowlin Jewelry, Inc., 844 S.W.2d 920, 924 (Tex. App. 1992) (finding 

an individual who paid $3,500 for a mint-condition Rolex worth $7,000 - $8,000 was not a good faith 

purchaser).  Graves Motor, Inc. v. Docar Sales, Inc., 414 F. Supp. 717 (E.D. La. 1976) (a purchaser 

that accepted a car worth $14,500 to satisfy as debt for $9,100—incurred from bad checks—and that 

allowed the seller to retain possession was not in good faith); Hollis v. Chamberlin, 419 S.W.2d 116 

(Ark. 1967) (an individual who purchased for $500 what appeared to be a new $1,000 camper unit 

for a truck did not act in good faith); Cosid, Inc. v. Bay Steel Prods. Co., 252 So. 2d 274 (Fla. Ct. 

App. 1971) (there was factual issue about whether a buyer of steel acted in good faith so as to be a 

BIOCOB in part because the price was low); Karibian v. Paletta, 332 N.W.2d 484, 487 (Mich. Ct. 

App. 1983) (a fact finder may infer a lack of good faith from a low price), Mercedes-Benz Fin. v. 

Powell, No. 311680, 2014 Mich. App. LEXIS 1541, at *11-12 (Ct. App. Aug. 5, 2014) (Michigan 

Court of Appeals could not establish good faith status because there was no evidence, apart from 

sworn deposition testimony, of the $20,000 payment for a vehicle that had been conveyed under a 

fraudulent title).  Here, the value of the G-Wagon on April 30, 2022 (the date on the Bill of Sale) 

likely exceeded $250,000, yet Mr. Nelms purportedly paid $170,000 (if the $100,000 in cash is 

accounted for). 

As detailed in the declaration of Ben Tranquillo attached hereto, due to chip shortages and 

manufacturing hold ups created by the pandemic, values of cars were inflated 30-40% across the 

board earlier this year.62  Mercedes G63s and many other luxury cars were affected by the chip 

shortage and it was not unusual in late spring early summer of 2022 for vehicles to be listed at 

$100,000 over MSRP.63  The G-Wagon in question would have easily listed for north of $250,000 in 

late April early May of this year.64  If sold for $170,000 in April of 2022, the G-Wagon was sold at 

least  30-35%  under  market and could have been sold for a minimum of  $50,000 more.65   The value  

/ / / 

 
62  Exhibit 15, Declaration of Ben Tranquillo, ¶10. 
63  Id. at ¶11. 
64  Id. at ¶9. 
65  Id. at ¶12. 
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of the G-Wagon has decreased given current market conditions.66  However, even in the present 

market, $170,000 is well below market value and the G-Wagon could be sold for a significant profit.67 

Because the G-Wagon is now in the possession of a third-party, the Receiver is seeking an 

order requiring that Paula and/or Mr. Grigsby either facilitate the turnover of the G-Wagon or provide 

the Receiver the G-Wagon’s equivalent value at the time of the purported sale which is believed to 

have been at least $250,000.  The Receiver should not be required to expend further resources on this 

issue given the clear violations of this Court’s orders that prohibit the sale of the vehicle via the assets 

freeze order and then require the turnover of the same to the Receiver.  

B. An Order Providing the Receiver the Fees and Costs Associated with this Motion 

and the Fees Expended in Subpoenaed Records is Warranted. 

The Receiver has attempted on multiple occasions to coordinate with Paula and Mr. Grigsby 

to obtain the information requested herein and to facilitate the turnover of the G- Wagon.  Moreover, 

due to Paula and Mr. Grigsby’s delays and refusal to accommodate the Receiver’s reasonable requests 

for information, additional resources were expended to subpoena documents to locate the G-Wagon 

and establish the violation of this Court’s prior orders in regard to the vehicle’s purported sale.  The 

gamesmanship evident by and through the exhibits attached hereto warrant an award of attorneys’ 

fees and the costs associated with the requisite subpoenas and the preparation of the subject Motion.  

Indeed, it is clear that the actions of Paula and Mr. Grigsby have diminished the value of the 

Receivership Estate in chasing down documents and assets should have been immediately provided 

to the Receiver.68 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

 
66  Id. at ¶13. 
67  Id. 
68  Upon this Court’s approval, the Receiver will submit a separate application for attorney’s fees and costs.   
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IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, the Receiver respectfully requests an order compelling the turnover 

of the records requested herein and the turnover of the G-Wagon or its equivalent value at the time of 

the initiation of the purported sale and/or that an order to show cause issue related to the same.  

Additionally, the Receiver should be awarded costs and fees incurred in subpoenaing documents 

related to the G-Wagon as well as the fees associated with filing this Motion and any related reply. 

DATED this 21st day of October, 2022. 

  GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
 

  By: /s/  Kara B. Hendricks 
   KARA B. HENDRICKS, Bar No. 07743 

JASON K. HICKS, Bar No. 13149 
KYLE A. EWING, Bar No. 014051 
 

JARROD L. RICKARD, Bar No. 10203  
KATIE L. CANNATA, Bar No. 14848  
SEMENZA KIRCHER RICKARD 
 

DAVID R. ZARO* 
JOSHUA A. del CASTILLO* 
MATTHEW D. PHAM*  
*admitted pro hac vice 
ALLEN MATKINS LECK GAMBLE 
MALLORY & NATSIS LLP  
 

Attorneys for Receiver Geoff Winkler 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that, on the 21st day of October, 2022, a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing MOTION TO COMPEL OR ALTERNATIVE MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE WHY PAULA BEASLEY AND AARON GRIGSBY SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN 

CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS COURT’S ORDERS AND 

REQUEST FOR TURNOVER OF MERCEDES G-WAGON OR VALUE OF SAME was filed 

electronically via the Court’s CM/ECF system.  Notice of filing will be served on all parties by 

operation of the Court’s CM/ECF system, and parties may access this filing through the Court’s 

CM./ECF system and by serving via email by United States first class mail, postage pre-paid on the 

parties listed below: 

Aaron Grigsby 
aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com 
GRIGSBY LAW GROUP 
2880 W. Sahara Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 

William D. Schuller 
wschuller@clarkhill.com 
CLARK HILL LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 500 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89169 
(702) 697-7550 (office) 
(702) 778-9709 (fax) 

 

/s/  Evelyn Escobar-Gaddi 
An employee of GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
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DECD

Aaron D. Grigsby, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9043
THE GRIGSBY TAW GROUP
A Professional Corporation
2880 West Sahara Ave.
Las Vegas, Nevada 89L02
Tel : ('102
Fax: (7 02

202-5235
944-?856

aaron0 grigsbylawgroup . com

DISTRICT COURT
EAMILY DIVISION

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

In Re the Marri-age of
PAULA BEASLEY,

and

MATTHEW BEASI.,EY,

Joint Petitioners.

Case No, D-22-644749-Z

Dept. No. U

DECREE OE DIVORCE

The verified Joint Petition for Summary Divorce
of Paula Beasley and Matthew Beasley, praying for a

Decree from this Court for Summary Disposition of
Divorce, wlth both parties' having consented to this
Court's jurj-sdiction and the ,Joint Petltion having
been presented to this Court pursuant to Chapter 125

of the Nevada Revised Statutes. This Court has

complete jurisdiction in the premises, both as to the
subject matter, as wel-1 as the parties' and the Court
being satisfied that the requirements of the law
having been met the Court {inds:

Electronically Filed
03/21/2022 6:35 PM

Statistically closed: USJR-FAM-Set/Withdrawn W/O Judicial Conf/Hearing Close Case (UWOJC)
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4.

2.

3.

6.

Petitioner, Paula Beasley, currently residing at
5475 Ruffian Road, Las Vegas, Nevada 89149, is
now, and for a period of more than s j_x (6) weeks

immediately preceding the commencement of this
action, has been an actual bona fide resident of
the County of Clark, State of Nevada, with the
intent to stay, maklng said State her home for
an indefinite period of time;
Petitioner, Matthew Beasley, currently residing
al 2L90 E. Mesguite Ave, Pahrump, Nevada 89060,
The Petitioners were married on or about April
t2, 2007, in Las Vegias, Nevada, and have been

and sti1l are husband and wife;
There are two minor children born the issue of
their marriaqe to wit: Maximus Beasley, born
February 4, 20ll , and Madden Beasley, born March

1,5, 20L2. There are no other minor children
born or adopted through the marrj-age and Paula
Beasley is not currently pregnanti
Jurisdiction under the Uniform Ch1ld Custody
.lurisdiction Enforcement Act is conferred under
NRS 125A.085(2) in that Nevada is the "home

state" of the minor children;
That the Parties have come to an agreement

regarding the custody and support of the
children as set forth in the Marital Settlement
Agreement;
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7. That there are conmunity assets and debts to be
divided. That the parties have fairly and
equitably made a distri_bution of their community
property, assets and community debts as set
forth in the Marital Settlement Agreement. A

true copy of said Marital Settl_ement Agreement
is attached hereto as Exhibit ..A,, and
incorporated herein by re ference;

B. The Petitioners waive their right to written
notice of entry of the Decree of Divorce, and
further waive their rights to appeal, obtain a

new triaI, and to request Eindings of Facts and
Conclusions of Law.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, AD.'I'DGED AIID DECREED

that the bonds of matrimony existing between
Petitioners Paula Beasley and Matthew Beasley, be and
the same are whoI1y dissolved, and are hereby awarded
a Decree of Divorce on the grounds of i-ncompatibi lity
and each of them is restored to the status of a

single and unmarried persons;
rtr IS I'URTSER ORDERED, ADJUDGED A}ID DECREED that

the parties' have resolved all issues regarding the
divj-sion of their community property, assets, and
debts and chi.ld custody. The terms of the agreement
are memorj-alized in the Marital_ Settlement Agreement
attached as Exhiblt "A" and incorporated by
reference, approved, adopted, ratified and confirmed
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AS

as

an order of this Court and

if set forth in ful1.
THIS IS A ATNAL DECREE

Submitted by:

/s/Aaron Grigsby
Aaron Grigsby, Esg.
2880 West Sahara Ave.
Las Vegas, Nevada 891,02
Tel : (702) 202-5235
Fax: (702) 944-7856
aaron G qriqsbvlawqroup . com

merged into this Decree
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!.{ARITAI, SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into, by and

beLween Matthew Wade Beasley, sometimes hereinafter
referred to as "Husband", and paula Christine Beasley,

scnietimes hereinaf ter referred to as ..Wife. ,,

WITESSETH:

WHEREAS, the parL.i"es were married in Las Vegas,

1''.;cvcfi.r , r;n o r abouL Ap ri "l 72 , 2)Al , and are Husband and

'vr': f e ; an{1 , Wif e is not- now pregnant .

I{HEREAS, there are two minor children born the issue
of the.lr marriage to wit: Maximus Beasley born February 4,

20i1 ;rnd Madden Beasley born Ma::ch 15, 2OI2;

WHEREAS, rn consequence of disputes and unhappy

cilfferences, the parties have separated and are now living
separate and apart, and have agreed to live separate and

apart duri.ng the balance of their natura] lives; and,

WHEREAS, sai-C Husband and Wife are desirous of
sei-i-i inq a.li- matters and claims as between chem and making

provi sion f or divls j.on oI: t.helr property, payment of
sup5:or[, and otherwise to make a f ul]", complete and f inal
sei-[.icrn(]nt- of all clai-ms and macters of either party
a,;air':st Lhe other in any regard whatsoever.

NOW, TIIEREFORE, i-n consideration of the premises and

agreerncnts hereinafter contained, it is hereby covenanted

anC ;lgre eci by and between part j.es a"s f ollows:

1 . Alj.mony:
"l:ii:; Marital SetLi-ernenL Ag:eement provided for herein

are expressly accepted by each party in full satisfaction

lnitialed By'l'l
nusnanO

lnitialed ,r,#-
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irr:i seitlement of any and a]l claims and demands for
support, maintenance, alimony, costs and all other

allowances and avrards in any divorce between the parties

and any other action arising out of Lhe parties'

relationshlp as |lusband and Wife, and also in full
settlement of any and all claims to any part of any

separate or other property of either party, and in fu11

r-.;lr..isfacLion, seLtlement and discharge of all claims and

ir-::nancjs cf whaLsoever character and however arising against.

ei ther parLy, doy part of any separate or other property of

ejt-her part-y, and in full satj-sfaction, settlement and

discharge of all claims and demands of whaIsoever character

anC hovrever arising againsL either part.y.

2. Future Acts:

That each party hereto is hereby released and absolved

from any and aII obligat.ions and liabilities for the future

it(jt s anci dut ies of the other, and that each oi said parties

irereby releases i;he other from any and all cl-aims and

dema:lcls, i.ncludrng aII claims of either parry upon the

othr:r for support and mainLenance as Husband and Wife or

cthe::ivise, except as herein specif ically provided, it being

ur:cierscood that this Agreement is int.ended to settle the

r:ights of the parties hereto in all- respecLs.

3. Future Acquisitions:
'l'hat any and all property includinq but not limited to

i: " r i nr:ome, ear:r) j.ncls, or other property received or

(i-jl-r r{*f, by either par[y hereto from and afLer the date

hereof shall be the sole and s_eparate property of the one

lnitialed ey: '"{l'
Husband

2
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so acquiring the same, and each of said parties hereby

resooct- ively grant-s to the other all such f uture

;;r:rtruis:i-tions or prope::Ly as the sole and separate property

of the one so acquiring the same.

4. Future Disposition of Property:
'l'ha: each of the said parties shall have an immediate

r .rlri'; tc cijspose of and bequeath by WilI his or her

r:especcj-ve interest in and to any and alJ- property

belonging to him or her from and after the date hereof, and

t-hat said rights shaI.l. extend 1-o af1 of tl.re aforesaid

i:r:qui:;itions of property as well as t.o all property set

ovcr to either of the parties hereunto under this

Ag::eement.

Thal: sa j ci part- j es hereto each walve any and aiI

r': qn'- cc tire estaLe of the other lef t at his or her death,

;rr:d each forever quitclaims any and all rights to share ln

the esLate of the other by the laws of succession and said

5:arties hereby re]ease on to the other all right to be the

ai:inin i strator or administatrix or executor Or exeCutrix of

[lie estate of the other, and hereby release and waive alI

r.ight t-o inher:itance under any WilI of the other executed

pr. ior co the wjtiri.n agreement and each of the said parties

w;r.ves any anci all right of homestead in Lhe real property

cf i:ire other and said parties each hereby waive any and all

rrqht io Lhe estate or to any interest in the estate of the

.:ihe:: from family allowance by way of inheritance and, from

liie cla[e of this Agreement,, "tO 
waiver of the other to the

lnitialed Ay: MiI lnitialed av'B

5.

A.

Estates:

Husband Wife
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li
li

esLa[e of the other party sha]l be effective and each of
t-i'ie paruies sharl have all of the rights of single persons

ari.l sira.] I maintain t-he relatl"onship of singre persons each

L.c*arci ri,e othe::.

B. This Agreement shall be binding upon and insure
t-o t-he benefit of both parties and to thelr estates, hej-rs,

execu[ors, adminisfrators, successors and assigns.

6. Undue Influence:
i\. lSoth llusband and lriife acknowledge that each has

irad rhe opportunit-y to be represented in Ihe negotiations
I:cr and in the preparation of the marital. settlemenL

i:q rc,Lriirerit. L:y counsei of the j.r own choice, anci thai each has

haci'rtie opportunity to have the agreement read to them and

explained to them by counsel of their own choice and each

is fully aware of the contents and legal effect of this
Aq:eoment.

7 . Divorce:

A. In the event that either party shall hereafter

cblain a divorce from the other, then it is agreed that in

any der:ree of divorce which may be entered by the Court

i.irilt- t"iris Agreement shal1 be incorporated by reference in

sucii decree and merged therein and that the parties,

respeccively, upon application by either party, shal1 be

orcjered to comply with the terms and condit,ions hereof .

B. Anything in this Agreement to the contrary

ri:Lwi t.irstanding, neither of said parties shall be deemed

nereby Lo waive any cause of action for divorce against the

4

lnitialed By; lW:)

Husband
rnitiared ry@-

Wife
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C. Thi.s Agreement shall not in any manner interfere
w!rh uhe right of either party Lo hereafter institute or

defend any action for divorce.

D . I f there j"s a reconcil iation of the part.ies af ter
iiie execurjor: of this AqreemenL, ihis Agreement shall
i:r:'"/erihel"ess conrinue in full force and effect until it is

r"ncijfieC or abrogaced by another written instrument to that

ei'fecc and signed by each of the parties.

L Di.sclosure:

This Agreement contains all of the agreements between

Lhe parties and all other agreements and arrangements of

tiie parties are merged into this Agreement. The parties

ei:ch acknowledge that he or she respect,ively had made full

iji.sclcsure oi'a-l-. property owned by each of them and all

obligat.ions which each of them may owe or assume by virtue

hcl reof .

liach represents and warrants to the other that there

;s no ilem of marital property in existence which has not

been mentioned in this Agreement and should any such item

of personal property be discovered in the future and be

established Eo be marital property, it shall be divided

bei.ween t-:te parties. Iixcept as otherwise provided in this

/\q re cirierit-, eacfu party releases t]re oLher f rom any and all

liabilicy, iebLs and obligations of any kind or character

rhat have been or wil.l be incurred from any and all claims

;lnr{ demancis, j.nc-l.uding all c.l.aims that either party may

i:ave upon the other for support and maintenance as Husband

anci Wi f e, ancl it being underst,ood that, by this present

tnitiated By ffi,; lnitialed ,r,p-
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r\oreement, '.he parc i es intend to settre all obtigatlons of
t-ire.i. r ma r.i" La i. rights . tn actd j. t-ion to the above warranLies,
llusban<l and wj f.e warrant t-o each other that they have not

incurred and covenant t.haL they will not incur, any

liability or obligation for which the other party is or may

be liable. If the other party is hel-d liable for any

b::each of the within warranty, the breaching party shall
i"r:demnj"fy the other party to the extent t-hat said other
parcy is required to pay any claim, action or other
proceeding that may be brought as a result of the breaching

r;arty's .tcI ion.

'i'ire present Marital. Sel-t-lement Agreement sets forth
tlre entire agreement of [he parties on t.he matters it
covers and supersedes any previous agreement between the

part-ies and any pendente lite orders which may have been

o.r:der:eC in the proceedings. No other agreement, statement

c:: prornise made by or to either party or agent or

representative of either party shall be binding on the

pa rI l<;s Lr:r less it ]-s in w::itinq and signed by both parties
o. unicss cont-aineci in an order of a court of competent

j:.i:i sciici ion.

9. Waiver of Discovery:

liach party is aware and has been j-nformed that under

[he' iaw each ha.s broad fj.nanclal discovery rights of the

ct-iier party's f inances, property and interests, including,
bu: not ]imited to sworn financial declarations, sworn

ince::rogatories, oral depositions under oath, the right to
ii;ir:C ilCrtor.lr)i-.ilnIs and appraisers conduct appraisals, examine

- l t\
llnrtialed By ''"12i -----'' 

nusoano
I

I

6

lnitialed By:
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i:,<roks, i:ecords, documents and the like and thaL each is
knowingly and rntelligentry waiving such extensive and

,impori:ant rights.

10. No Formal Valuation,. No Warranty of Value:
i Disci.r'rcu f.rom che di.sclosure of the existence of
corrurillr':iiy or sepa.rate property and debt, the parties have

aqreed on tl:e value or amount of any asset or indebtedness

i ilir:e,;l irere.i it or any schedule, attachment or exhibit
iirlrrr.ri. 'i'irey ackrrowledge and recite that each has made an

inriepr:nclenr- judgment as t.o the value of the propert.ies and

the community and separate estates. The parties
acknowledge t.hey have from time t.o time discussed the
wci t-ir, vaJ-ue or business poEentiar and prospects of various
il:;s;el-s, but- those discussions are not being relied upon in
l.he execution of this Agreement. The parties recite and

(.i';rec sur:!r discussions were not intended as warranties or
r'o$ro.$erji.ill--j-ons cf value o:: business potential and have not
i r,t::. r e I i.eci ijpon ::-n enteri.ng in:o this Agreement. Each

pa:" ty assumes Lhe r j-sk of his or her ovrn j udgment and

esIimate of value and acknow]edges each is without recourse
j.f his or her judgment or estimate is erroneous. The

p;lrt.ies knowingly and int.elligently waive their right to
cir:Lermine the va]-ue of the assets distributed herein by

Iormal appraisal or professiona] opinion. The parties
..rci(.r)or^1 icdqe Lhe values set f orth on the schedule,

,ll1.a,.;ilrn(:li- ot: exhibi: he::ein may be materially erroneous

.rixi i.i:<ly accepr- that risk.
11. Iitigation, 

,
,!, ."

lnitialed By' ' \'' -
Husband

lnitialed By:
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h. Husband and Wife agree that should litigation be

r:cquir'ccl t-o eniorce t-his Agreement, the prevailing party
w:l-1. be reimbursed reasonable attorney's fees and costs if
ihe i!LigaLion is found not to have been brought in good

faitir.

i-1. Ihis Marital Settlement Agreement and the rights

anci dut-ies of the parties hereunder shalI be construed and

interpreted by and in accordance with the laws of the State

of fJer.,ada. Any futu::e li-tigation under the terms of the

F'.'!:i,lser)1" iqaril"a] Settiement Agreement shall be governed by

i..l:n l;:wsi oI the State of Nevada.

1-2, Execution of Further Documents, Delivery of

Doerxnents, and,/or Instruments :

i:li-icl: frar:Ly sha1l execuie prornpt.ly aI1 documents and

-l':*s'r.r.iimenrs necessary or convenient to vest titles and

est-al-es as provided in 1-his Marital Settlement Agreement to

effectuate its purpose and intent. The parties mutually

co.renant and agree, upon demand, to execute such other and

f'url.iie:- i.nstruments or <jOcuments necessary OI COnvenienL tO

u"r:-r^y or.rL t-he provisions of the Marital Settlement

Agrec;menl-. Notwithstanding the failure or refusa.L of

ejtl:er: party to execut-e any such insLrument, t.his Agreement

si;:1 , corjsi: j r-ute a comp.l.ece transfer and conveyance of the

pr'.,rprj)r:l.ics designated as being transferred, conveyed or

assigned by each party. If the parties fail to execute any

documents necessary to effectuate the terms of this

Ar;rr:cnici'rt-, r,v i thin t.hirty (30 ) days af ter the execuLion of

i-:',,: ArTr$-()t:eni:, ancl demand is T'C" for execution of the

rr" I [,
lnitraled By: r t',/

H usband
lnitialed AV,'%

Wife

li
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cioi:urnenc or: instrument, upon ex__e_qI_te application to the

Dist-rict Court. with j.n three (3 ) days prior not j.ce of

appli.caIion l-o the other party, the Court shal] be

appr:ini:ed to execute such documents. In the event elther
par[y sha]l fail to comply with Lhis provision, he or she

aqrees to pay t-he other party aI1 reasonable attorneyts
: ilr:s, cli.lr:'.- ,:.io$cs and oIher expenses reasonabiy necessary

r.r; .,liriev(i Lirc "r:esuII herein provided. However, neither
p.irLy war-ves any privilege against nondisclosure of future

si,rparaIe r-ncome tax returns.

L3. Distribution of Comrnunity .3n{ Ser:arate

Personal Property:

A. fiach party herei:y waives any and all rights in

ar:d to the miscellaneous personal possessions and clothing

of ilusband ancl Wif r: respeclively.

il. llur;J::anci and Wif e her:eby acknowl-edge thaI t,heir

i.j lsi. r'i.irui ion o.l- ti:e community property estate is a

substantially equa] division of community property and both

i:erei:y colfirrn Li're property listed hereinafter to the

ui.:ler/ as his r:r lrer sole and separaLe property.

C. I-lusband and Wif e hereby eJect to have the

cj.ivi-sion of the:Lr marital es[ate treated as a non-taxable

1-rdnsfer between spouses, pursuant to the provi.sions of the

1"934 Tax Reforrn AcL, which amended Section 1-041 of the

f :.,r ,:: r:1..1 I it^e:voi'ri"re Cccie . It i"s acknowledged by Husband and

,l: I r, l-rili- i')o gain or ]oss wi]1 be recognized on transfers
ll' pl:cpe"rty bet-ween theni which are incidenL to their

cijvorce; and, it j.s further acknowl-edged that such
s

lnitialed Ay: i:i{J
Husband

lnitiated By:

ii

ii
ii

li

li

lt

tl
it

lt

li
li

ii
li
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i. rai:*s f er s are treated as if acquired by gif t.

b;.,is.is cf the property remains the same as it

l!'rc t-ransfer.

so

was

that the

prior to

D. I{usband agrees that Wj.fe may have as and for

i:cr s;o,l.e i:nd :ieparat-c properIy and Wife siral1 itold Husband

l:::{), ciear and harm.Less for any }iabilities on the

: :.i..iowing:

(1) The miscellaneous personal possessions,

articles of clothing, jewelry,

household furniture, furnishings and

effects present.ly in the possession of

Wife with the exception of the items

specifically deli-neated in subsection

l.',

\2) ['1ife will recej-ve the furnishings of

the residence located at 548 Lucerne

Way, S. Lake Tahoe, California 96150 as

her: sole and separate ProperLY;

(3) A11 bank accounts in Wife's name on1y,

or jointly held with anyone other than

l-{usband;

( 4 ) W j l e wi l.l- retain the Range Rover as her

so"l"e anci separate property. Wif e wi-11

be so1e1y responsible for anY

encumbrances on said vehicl-e;

(5) A11 vehicles not specificallY
cleLineated in sections D and E will be

so"l.d and the proceeds held until the

lnitialed By: lnitialed By, @
Wife

li

Husband
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(6)

resol.ution of all pending legaI
ma [ [e.rs;

Golf car[ as her sole and separa[e

proper t- y,

Any retirement accounts solely in
Wife's name and any debt associated

(r)

wi" t-h said ret irement accounts;

(B ) Any clebt.s solely in Wif e' s name or with

anyorle other than Husband;

hl. idj.fe agrees t-hat Husband may have as and for his

soii: ;.:nci sepa::at-e p.ropelrl y ;lnd Husband shall hold Wif e

l'roe,., cieaL: and harmless for any liabilities on the

f o.i.i"owing:

(1) The miscellaneous personal possessions,

art-icles of clothing, jewelry,

householcj furnit-ure, furnishings and

ef f ecl-s presently in the possession of

Husband;

{2) A}l i:ank accounts in Husband's name

only, or jointly held with anyone other

Lhan Wrfe;

(3) Husband wilI retain the Cadillac
Escalade, as his sole and separate

property. Husband will agree to assume

any debt associated with the vehicle;

A11 vehicles not specifically
cle.lineated in secti"ons D and E will be

sr.,l d anri Ihe proceeds held unti] the
11

(4)

p
lnitialed By:

Husband
lnitialed By, ?h

Wife
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(5)

resolut.ion of all pending legaI
mafters,'

Boat- and ail trailers as his sole and

sepir.ria t-e prcpert y ;

2 j et skj"s as his sole and separate(6)

property;

(? ) 2 tlT'V' s as his sole and separate

proper:ty,'

(8) Any retirement accounts solely in

(e)

l{usband's name and any debt, associated

with said retirement accounts;

Any debts solely -i.n l-lusband's name or

'*r j Ih anyone other than Wlf e.

Subsequentiy Discovered Property: Should any

Lr::o-oerry hoi-di ng cf l-he parLies, which have been coramunity

nrcDnri-yr como to i:he aIt-er]tion of the parties after the

r::<rir.:u l- ; cr: of ,;hrs Agreement, the discovering party shalI
r:r:ili [y the other par:ty as soon as is practicable as Lo the

er.istence of additional assets and the same shall be

equally divided beIween Lhe parties where practicable or

:it)ld ilnci lhe p::oceeds theref rom divided equally between the

r":il t'l.: r::;.

L4. Disposit,ion of , Community Real Property:
/\. htl f:e r..'i I 1 relai.n the residence .l"ocated at 547 5

iii.:i I :.il 3.caC, l,as Vegtrs Nevada 89149 as her sole and

:ii.r,i.,rir:ii-o property. lir-isbancl waives any inIereSt in the

;,ii:i.ive- ref erenced property.

I

I

i

i

I

I

I

t\/t ii-'
lnitialed By: ' ""

HusOand

12

lnitialed By:
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ll. 'llhe res j.cience locatelci at 548 Lucerne Way, S. Lake

'i';:l;r:e, {l;.r.i iIorr:ia 9615C w.1]l be sold and the proceeds witl

i){,) hc lcl ulrt" j.l Ihe resolution oi: aII pendlng legal matters.

(j. 'Ihe residence -Locat-ed at 2143 Via Regina Coeli

$L::eer, lt{ounL Charleston, Nevada 89L24 will be sold and the

r:rccceds rvi iL |:e helci until the resolution of atl pending

i c,g;: i ma [[ers.

). liife wilt retain the residence focated at 5317

Si;irr;of'e-v Si:r:ee[, Las Vegas, Nevada 89166 as her sole and

;:oi.rr;i-i-i':(,] lr,rrrt)(lrt-'y. I-ir-ishanci waives any interest in the

.li.:l:',"e:-" re i" e re:lcuci pr:ope r t. y

15. Community Debts:

llu.sband sha I l take the f ollowing as his sole and

se r:ara t-e debt-s :

(1) Any debt.s incurred in Husband/s name alonei

(2) Any credit cards in i"lusband/ s name alone;

(3) Any cleficiency frorn t-he sale of the Ferrari 4BB;

iiiilii)ilnd ;lq::ees Lo 'rrldenrr) i ty lliif e ancl hold her free and

ir,irni.ess f rr:m ar:y and a]1 tiaLrility or responsibility for

payme nt. o{: the debts enumerated above'

i-i. ldi. f e .shal I i:ake tire f ollowing as her sole and

scpar'.1 [e dehl-s:

(1) Any credlt cards in Wj"fe's nam€ alonei

(2) Any debts incur::ed in Wife's name aLone;

r,rj.fe iiqrees Lo indenrnify Husband and hold him free and

il.:rirlt::;s fron: ai':y and a. i l iabiJ"ity or responsibility for

,",,.iirliii-:r;i- oJ" l.h() ciebts crLl$i{}-r;lLed above
13

lnitialed ,r, &l'! tt'

lnitialed By:--l-
Husband Wife
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C. Husband and Wife mut,ually agree and acknowledge

that- each party shall be solely responsible for any and all

F,.i1r:11.'1,1.." anci ob-Ligati-ons or: debts which may be due and

!).:,viii.)ic: ;:nd r,ih:-ch will L:e incurre<1 by either Husband or
!.\rf c: sr:bsequent to their separation which occurred in March

:riiI;l. ltegar:ding any such obligati.ons, payments or debts

i:ir;r;r rr:cj by ei ther Husband oi: W"i,f e subsequent to their
:j(:l)ui rl rl i- i orr, l'iusi:and anci Wi f e each agree to indemnif y the

{)t;rct:' ;.:nci i:oId 1-he oIher f,ree and harmless from any and all
i.Labj i,i-Ly or responsibility for payment of the same.

D. flusband' s Covenants : Husband covenants and

::*rrrtse)nls rhat he will noL at any time in the future incur
(ii: ili):rL ract any ciebts, charges or liabilities, whatsoever

f.or wii.ici: the Wife, her 1ega1 representative, her property
(-rr he-.r est-at-e is now or rnay h:ecome liable, and the Husband

;..:-ii'rcl' (rovonitr)ts aI a.1 ] [1me to keep tire Wife free and

:){rri}i.l:is anci j"ndemni.fy her f rom any and aIl debts and

l"iiiiri"i.iuies hereafter conLracted by hlm, including any and

a I i j.nciebtedness incurred prior 1-o Lhis Agreernent whlch has

:loi: bcen adci::essecj within this AgreemenL.

i:l . Wife's Covenants: Wife covenants and represents

lilai sne wil-l not at any time in the future incur or

ce:rL ]:act- any debts, charqes or liabilities whatsoever for
v.ri:ii::l: i"hr: llusband, li-i s 1e gal representative, his property
.i.)r-l,iri rsi;iiL-e is now ot:'may i:eccme 1iable, and his Wife

:iirr'l:i't(,tr covenants ar. al.1 Li.mes to keep the Husband free and

i;;,irinJ.rss ancj indemnify him from any and all debts and

: ; '! I " : ^-" '^reaf ie:: contracted by her, i-ncl-uding any a11., j\..)_- i 1.q_ -tj5 ilcIccLLcl. tr,,tto, 
14

.i t /"t
lnrtialed By:----i-

UusnaM
lnitialed sv' ?b

Wife
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indebtedness incurred prior to this Agreement which has not

been addressed with this Agreement.

F. The parties' agree to file their income tax

returns for 2021 and 2022, in the method that has the

greatest benefit for the community. The Husband shall be

solely responsible for any and alI tax consequences for tax
years 2015-2A22.

16. Ma.tters Pertaininq to ChiLdren:

A. Husband and Wife are fiL and proper persons to
have joint legal of the minor children Maximus Beasley born

February 4, 20t-t., and Madden Beasley born March 15, 2072,

with Wife having primary physical custody. Husband is
currently unable to exercise parenting time. The parties

stipulate that Husband's release from custody wilI
constitute a sufflcient change of circumstances to justify
modification of his parenting time.

B. By using the term "joint legal custody" the

parties' mean to include the timely exchange of

information relating to the health, education and

welfare of the minor children. fn the event of an

emergency involving any of the minor children, the

parent with physical custody at the time shal1

immediately notify the other parent of the details of

the emergency and the location of the child at the

time, there by affording the other parent the

opportunity to respond to the child's location when
15

lnitialed 8y, %
.1, /'\,iI, -

lnitialed By:
Husband Wife
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i"i:e cit.i".id has a medj"cal. emergency which includes

t";rki.ng Ihe chiici to rhe emergency room. Medical

s:nerqoncy shal.I rnean any event requiring treatment of

a minor child in a hospital emergency room, doctor, s

o i- I i ce, o-r irospital .

i:,;"i':n F)ri rl-y sil.:-i i prolnpI i y :rotif y the other in

iiti-ii{l ,:"} i .l cii lld' s seri or-:.s illness whi"1e in his or her

ci,s,:oljy anci control. "$erious illness,, shall mean any

i. r i rnss rvir i ch conf i nes a chi ld ro bed f or more than

i"l: i:r:c-. (:l ) ciays but shal] not include ordinary

cni-dhr:od diseases unless complicaLions are invorved.

An orCer of legal custody shal-l not be construed

i-r.; pcr'mi i- an acl-ion IiraI i.s inconsistenL with the

r.)rtvii r.ril l il\Jtit"oi.l \.r or"der ilnless the action is expresSly

.;ri.;t"ilori;,tc11 by t-ire cour'[. 'fhe parties will mutually

a() roc tr; p:ri mar:y medi ca L p-r:ovides to j.nclude

r,,.iivs:c:ians, denl-ist_ and mental health proviclers, eLc./

lr:r ihe chil-d ar:d both parties agree not to take a

cnl l d f o another physician or doctor, unless it is an

o:,\(i r.Jo:'icy o r Ihe parL ie.s aqree in writlng.

l'ne Dari- ies agree that this parenting schedule is

;:i-'(rll L ;rly Lc *stablish minimum parenting arrangements, and

ri:rJcii cj. li:em i.lerel;y agrees Io enccurage and facilitate open

::.;.fir::'i:r :,:.:t:'r. .i lr: ;.il:i1 pa:.'et:i: l.nq oi16 il:e cnild.
,' 0

lnrtraled By:. r!l--
Husband

The pariies may' --a-D-\

lnitialed Ay: -{.3
Wife
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.rii.cr: and amend this parenting Agreement, upon mutual

l\qr:'ntrrncnt and in wri Cing.

C. j:ff-qLte.l*:g!RF.I.r!.ron and Mqjor Dec

,. / i.rr.' i n^ Uhe Chj.ld:i..1- . i:"Y-."\:-"-:l'li1-

'lihe pa::ties agree to give support Lo each other in

theli r ro.1.e as parents, and to take into account the

.:oiis()nsi:s of the other for rhe physicaJ- and emotional well*

beling of the minor child. Any disagreements between the

parllr:s shalI first go before a family mediator to resolve

i.i.,; i:r'l:i.;, ()n,s . i I r: i f lrer parLy, p::ior tO petitioning the

i.:fi1.rri.., rt:{.uses l-o nreci iate, wi.thcut good cause, the

rcsuoncii.r:cl part.y may request at-torney's fees for filing an

.ic:: lilr! .i.n violat-ion of this Agreement.

D. Access To Records and Freedom of Access with

nor Chil"d:

lilach of the parties agrees aL all times to provide the

li i:rr rr, ii-h t-he'i-r current r:esidenIial and br:siness telephone

Il,ilnl)(:rl,i ;:lrcr adclresse$ and t"i:e Iocat"ion and present welfare

o l l.rie n j no-r chi j.cl. Each party shall allow and encourage

r-i:.-.: i:t".he:: t o have f requent associalion anci a continuJ-ng

rr: i i: i, i <:nsili5,. w i uh 1-i:e rninor child.

liiacir party si:a11, be ent.i[led to complete and full

lvl i

:.ni:crrnation from any doctor, dentist,

oi:i)(rr specialjsl- atlending thdTminor
ur A

Initialed By: /ri"
Husband

child and to havo-y1

lnitialed sv, 4)
Wife

psychologist, or

il

ti

li

il

ir

ii

il

i;

li
li

lr

ii

i,

ii
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copies of any reports given to them as a parent. fn

addition t.hereto, each party shall be entitled t.o complete

and full information from any teacher or school giving

instructions to the minor child, and to have copies of any

report given to them as a parent.

The minor child shal} have free and open access to

eit.her party. This access shall not be obstruct.ed by

either parent or anyone else.

E. QhiId Support.

That pursuant to NAC 425, Husband will pay child

support in the amount of t.wo hundred dollars ($200.00) each

mont.h as and for Lhe support of the parties' minor

children. ?he parties' agree that the above-referenced

child support payments are in the best j-nterest of the

parties' minor children and for child support which

complies with the provisions set forth in NAC 425. The

obligation of ch1ld support shall continue until such time

as the minor child reaches eighteen (1.8) years of age, or

ninet.een (19) if still enrolled in high school, marries or

becomes otherwise emancipated.

Pursuant to NRS 1258.145, at l-east every three years,

either parent may request a review of the child support.

Anytime there are changed circumst.ances either party may

file a motion with the court {6 revj-ew the child suppi-$,

tnitialed By: i'i(l 
"n*,"o;;''--.Mb.-Husband Wife
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ohligat:i"on.

ir' ivltldi"ca.i and Dental- :

I

I

i

I

I

l

I

i

l

1

I

:'i:i., r..i r" l- i fi:s ;l(j::e c: th;ri both parents shall maintain

ircaii-i: .i.nsurance coverage fcr the minor chil-dren during t.he

,::i:; icl i:rlr)r s mi nor:ity i f .insurance is available through their

:(rfirrt,.:i. ivi) r:m5:i.oyers. :i'he parties furrher agree in

,rc i ;r,; i r:n Ii]e reto that all uninsured medical, dental- and

re1ated bills and expenses incurred by or on behalf of the

mir:or ch"i icl en, j.ncluding the deductible, shall be equally

r; i iti l.:1, Iiusbar:ri arrd Wife. The parties agree to provide all

(:o)l)rJr;rt.ion necessar:y and forms required to facilitate the

:.;::i:nr i sl; i-on t-o i nsurance fo:: payment of the said medical and

f i.) , :rr ,:'ii i: i L i:i i nr;urred on bei:aif of the parties' minor

':::r irr:ir. l\iry rreclicai. bills and/or co*payments incurred on

benal"f of the child shall be sent to t.he parent for

r*iml:ursenenL within 30 ciays of payment and/or of receiving

l.i'.i: "l:l;{p i;iii;ri j.on of Benef its" f rom the insurance company in

v;r ir;i; i: r.:i:r:y of said payment and/o:: "Explanation of

::{.r)')(:li.'i-li" wj.i I be senl- to the other parent and one*haIf (,n)

r I t.hr"' r:rrr,.r i.mblrrsed por1-ion of the uncovered expense wiIl

r',r"i i.:ri . ii vi: 1.h i n 30 ciays o f receipt of proof of payment

;.i:ril /'$ l^ c0ve.ra ge .

ii. !hiJ_

,r. rI{'

Husband
lnitialed gv, 

'W)

Wife

19

i.

ii

tl
il

il
il

ti
i:
i
I
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i.t. is agreed bet.ween the parties' that for t.ax

pr.irooses, that Wife shall have the dependency exemption

eaci: year. [ach party agrees to file their Internal
l{evenu<l Se rvice Tax Fornrs consistenI with the terms of thi-s

(.,r"r-rv,i;i-on. It is the intent of both parties that the

i i;ome iax corlsequences of any dependency exemption

ccr)(:err:.i"nq l-he minor child be interpreted consistent with
' I . rr, r'\i.l I,'')l:i,r)lil-,

17 . Attorney's Fees:

A. l"iusband sha11 bear the sole responsibility for
p,l ,r,n',rr,t,r ot' irjs respective at'torney/s fees, court costs and

nl i.*r:* i l;lr:elous expenses incurred on his behalf in connection

v,,i l"i: rliel pr:esent divorce proceeding.

iJ. Wj.fe shal1 bear the sole responsibility for

5:aymenc of her respective attorney's fees, court costs and

r,:sli;ri"iaiicous exDenses incurred on her behalf in connection

i,. Li. I i:(.- i.)r-(:rsGr)t d j.vorce proceeding.

,:. lli:i;ui"cl eit-her pa::ty fail to perform his or her

r',:rspecui ve obllgations under this Marital Settlement

Aqreement- or t-fre Judgment and Decree of Divorce to be

ci:l.r:r'crl ;:rid t.ire other is thereby required to incur
i.ri"t()lincy's fees, accountant's fees, or other fees and

cosIs, r-hen t-he prevailing part,y shall be entitled to
.]l.Lorney's fees and costs against the other party. These

:i.ii:r(-r r iqnls appiy if either party has breached any

rrrtrrll:ll..eis cr represenLaLions set forth in the present

l",i:" .'. d. Sr:itiement Agreement.

18. Miseellaneous:

I
I

r

I

I

I

I

I

:

I

..
ii

i

I

it

lnitialecj By.--J:CIi-
nusOand

lnitialed By' ?b
20

Wife
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A. .if any portion of Lhis Agreement is held illegal,
..r:r::) i',.;l ::r:.ril ic, void or rzoidable by any CourL, each of the

rem.r:i.n i.ng t-e rms shail cont- j.nue in full force as a separate

arqrcencrrt-.

3. iiusb;tricl ancJ W i f e aq-ree that each sha1l have the

r .:1i':l l-i.) . ir,r* srparal"ei y ironi the ofher without.

:r,l"iir i ererrr:c ar h;:rassmenL.

C. No wai.rrer of the breach of any of the Lerms or

p::ovisions of: this AgreemenL shall be a waiver of any

p:receriinq cr succeeding breach of the agreement or any

i.:'-.:rei: prcv.lsir:ns cf i1:.

D. A"1.1. existing charge accounts and credit cards in

i.i';r] riirili"rs of i-jusband and Wife, or in the name of either of

l"i:c::r ;:ldt: r v.,i: ir:h rlre other c:an make purchases, shall be

l,,irnlr: r.it.r,:ci ;.i$ il{" tile date of the execution of this
I{/t r11;:'r!n r\ :

;:. iir.rsband and Wife hereby acknowledge that all
pcr^siifla,i p::r:pert-y, inciudir:g but noI Iimited to all
i'eli,.i ri:mer:t p1ans, savings account.s, I. R.A.'s, cash and any

oLher i-nvestment- accounts have been disclosed.

f . iiihe captions of various paragraphs in this
Ai::-ri:iloni- ;jire Ior r:onvenjence only and none of them is
.:..,:,::, jr:i.:' '..r:: i:* r)i^._v' [)art Ol' t.iie substance of this Agfeement,

r.'r: .:l enuc<i i:o be refe::red i-o in construing any of the

orovr-sions r:f tir.1"s Agreement.

NOTTCE OT DISCLAIMER AS TO TAX ADVICE

ii;rclr parIy acknowleclges that their respective

iri-:.o::rirys r,ake no representatians as to the tax obligations

'l , i'l'lnrtialed By: '" - -.
Husband

lnitialed By,p-
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and/or consequences to either part.y as a result. of this
Agreement. Wife and Husband also acknowledge that they

have been speciflcally advised to seek independent tax
advice concerning the effects of this agreement.

ENTIRE AGREE},IENT

This Agreement

the Parties and it
other understanding

Mat,thew Wade Beasley
rnmare a $tl, L, I rti'11

I.ti i
lnitialed By:-

Husband

represents the entire agreement between

is agreed that there is no further or

among them.

MODITICATIONS

Date

The Parties further agree that this Agreement cannot

be altered, amended or modified except by an instrument ln
writing, executed by both Parties.

WE IXECUTE TI-IIS AGREEMENT on and make it effective on

the date first- above written.

Signed under penalty of perjury:

-q:
-) i-t

f
4-*-

Pursuant to NRS 208.165, "A prisoner may execute a document

by signing his or her name immediat-ely following a

decLaration 'under penalty of perjury' with the same legal

effect as if he or she had acknowledged it or sworn to its
t.ruth before a person authorized to adminlster oaths. "

22

lnitialed Ar' @
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STATE OF NEVADA

: ss.

COUNTY OF CLARK )

on tnis /5ll day of /T)0rg' , 2022, before me,
a Notary Public personally appeared paula Beasley,
personally know or proved to me to be the person 

*whose 
name

is subscribed the above Marital sett,lement Agreement and
who acknowledged to me that she executed t-he same freely
and voluntarily and for the uses and purposes mentloned.

ta ry Public in an
and State

Ior said
County

urs F088E8SC -SlUlUll
tgnrtR.HJ0

ctAtt s rcvrDA
$PI.ll0.1s1651-1

nffflmff6fsjrfiaaul

sy' l\(B
Husband

lnitialed

23

lnitialed ,r,W

T
t
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NOTICE,: IN ORDER TO ENSURE, YOU RE,CEIVE PROPER NOTICE

OF FUTURE LEGAL ACTION IN THIS MATTER, YOU HAVE AN

AFF'IRMATIVE DUTY TO UPDATE YOUR PERSONAL INFORMATION

WITH THE CLERK OF THE COURT AND TO SERVE THE OPPOSING

PARTY WITH A COPY OF ANY SUCH CHANGE OF INFORMATION

FILED WITH THE COURT. YOUR FAILURE TO UPDATE YOUR

PERSONAL INFORMATION MAY RESULT IN SERVICE OF LEGAL

PROCESS BEING EFFECTUATED TO AN INVALID ADDRESS AND

ADVERSE RE,LIEF BEING GRANTED BY THE COURT.

The parents understand and acknowledge that, pursuant to the terms of the

Parental Kidnaping Prevention Act,28 U.S.C. $1738A, and the Uniform Child

Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act, NRS 1254.005, et seq., the courts of

Nevada have exclusive modification jurisdiction of the custody, visitation, and

child support terms relating to the child at issue in this case so long as either of
the parents, or the child, continue to reside in Nevada.

NOTICE IS HERBBY GIVEN of the following provision of NRS

t2sc.004s(6):

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION,

CONCEALMENT OR DETENTION OF A CHILD IN VIOLATION OF THIS

ORDER IS PLINISHABLE 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 Courl

without the consent of either the Court of 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.
1.
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GMN that 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. The parties are also put on notice of the following provision

ofNRS rzsc.004s(8):

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 him/her to his/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 GMN that the parties are subject to the

relocation requirements of NRS 125C.006 & NRS 125C.0065. Ifjoint or primary

physical custody has been established pursuant to an order, judgment or decree of

a Courl and one parent intends to relocate his/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
2
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him/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 pulpose of

relocating. A parent who desires to relocate with a child has the burden of proving

that relocation 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 non-relocating parent refused to consent to the relocating parent's

relocation with the child without having reasonable grounds for such refusal, or

for the pulpose 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. The failure

of a parent to comply with the provisions of this section may be considered as a

factor if a change of custody is requested by the non-custodial parent.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GMN that the parties are subject to the

provisions of NRS Chapter 31A and NRS 425.560 regarding the collection of
delinquent child support payments.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that:

A. Pursuant to NRS 1258.140, if an installment of an obligation to pay suppoft

for a child becomes delinquent, the court shall determine interest upon the

arrearages at a rate established pursuant to NRS 99.040, from the time each

amount became due. Interest shall continue to accrue on the amount ordered until

it is paid, and additional attorney's fees must be allowed if required for collection.

B. Pursuant to NRS 1258.145, an award of child support shall be reviewed by the

court at least every three (3) years to determine whether the award should be

modified. The review will be conducted upon the filing of a request by a (1)

parent or legal guardian of the child; or (2) the Nevada State Welfare Division or
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the District Attomey's Office, if the Division of the District Attorney has

jurisdiction over the case.

C. Pursuant to NRS 125.450(2), the wages and commissions of the parent

responsible for paying support shall be subject to assignment or withholding for

the purpose of payment of the foregoing obligation of support as provided in NRS

3 1 A.020 through 3l A.240, inclusive.

NAC 425.165 - If the child support order is for more than one child

and does not allocate a specific amount to each child, the following notice

must be added:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GMN that if either party wants to adjust the

amount of child support established in this order, they 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 orderreach 18 years of age or, if the youngest child who is subject

to this order is still in high school when he/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 modifu the order will be effective as of the date the

motion was filed.

4
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CSERV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D-22-644748-ZIn the Matter of the Joint Petition 
for Divorce of: 

Paula Beasley and Matthew 
Beasley

DEPT. NO.  Department U

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing 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: 3/21/2022

Aaron Grigsby aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com

Abira Grigsby abira@grigsbylawgroup.com
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KARA B. HENDRICKS, Bar No. 07743 
hendricksk@gtlaw.com 
JASON K. HICKS, Bar No. 13149 
hicksja@glaw.com 
KYLE A. EWING, Bar No 014051 
ewingk@gtlaw.com 
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
10845 Griffith Peak Drive, Suite 600 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89135 
Telephone: (702) 792-3773 
Facsimile:  (702) 792-9002 
 
JARROD L. RICKARD, Bar No. 10203 
jlr@skrlawyers.com 
KATIE L. CANNATA, Bar No. 14848 
klc@skrlawyers.com 
SEMENZA KIRCHER RICKARD 
10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145 
Telephone: (702) 835-6803 
Facsimile: (702) 920-8669  

DAVID R. ZARO* 
dzaro@allenmatkins.com 
JOSHUA A. del CASTILLO* 
jdelcastillo@allenmatkins.com 
MATTHEW D. PHAM* 
mpham@allenmatkins.com 
*admitted pro hac vice 
ALLEN MATKINS LECK GAMBLE 
MALLORY & NATSIS LLP  
865 South Figueroa Street 
Suite 2800 
Los Angeles, California  90017-2543 
Telephone: (213) 622-5555 
Facsimile: (213) 620-8816 

 
Attorneys for Geoff Winkler Receiver for 
J&J Consulting Services, Inc., J&J Consulting Services, Inc., 
J and J Purchasing LLC, The Judd Irrevocable Trust,  
and BJ Holdings LLC           

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF NEVADA 
 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION,  
 

Plaintiff, 
 

vs. 
 
MATTHEW WADE BEASLEY et al. 

Defendants; 
 
 
THE JUDD IRREVOCABLE TRUST et al. 
 

Relief Defendants. 
 

Case No. 2:22-CV-00612-CDS-EJY 
 
 
DECLARATION OF GEOFF WINKLER 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
COMPEL OR ALTERNATIVE MOTION 
FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY 
PAULA BEASLEY AND AARON 
GRIGSBY SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN 
CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO 
COMPLY WITH THIS COURT’S 
ORDERS AND REQUEST FOR 
TURNOVER OF MERCEDES G-
WAGON OR VALUE OF SAME         

/ / / 

/ / / 
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I, GEOFF WINKLER, hereby declare as follows: 

1. I am a founding member and CEO of American Fiduciary Services, LLC and was 

appointed by this Court as the Receiver for J&J Consulting Services, Inc., an Alaska corporation; J&J 

Consulting Services, Inc., a Nevada corporation; J and J Purchasing LLC; The Judd Irrevocable Trust; 

and BJ Holdings LLC, and over the Wells Fargo Interest on Lawyers’ Trust Account ending in 5598 

and held in the name of the Beasley Law Group PC, along with the personal assets of Matthew Wade 

Beasley; Jeffrey J. Judd; Christopher R. Humphries; Shane M. Jager; Jason M. Jongeward; Denny 

Seybert; and Roland Tanner (collectively, the “Receivership Defendants”) in the above captioned 

matter on June 3, 2022 (ECF 88) (“Appointment Order”). 

2. I make this declaration in support of the Receiver’s Motion to Compel or Alternative 

Motion for Order to Show Cause Why Paula Beasley and Aaron Grigsby Should Not be Held in 

Contempt of Court for Failure to Comply with This Court’s Orders and Request for Turnover of 

Mercedes G-Wagon or Value of Same (the “Motion”).  

3. I have personal knowledge of the following facts and am competent to testify thereto 

if necessary. 

4. Immediately after my appointment as Receiver, I reached out to Defendants and/or 

their legal counsel to identify receivership assets and facilitate the turnover of the same.   My efforts 

included reaching out to Paula Beasley and her attorney Aaron Grigsby.   

5. On June 9, 2022, I met with Paula and Mr. Grigsby and retrieved several vehicles and 

discussed the turnover over of real property in the Beasley’s names. 

6. Specifically, we discussed the turnover of property in South Lake Tahoe, Paula 

vacating a home located on Ruffian Road in Las Vegas (the “Ruffian Property”) in July of 2022 and 

turning it over to the Receiver, and the turnover of property in Mt. Charleston. 

7. The vehicles that were turned over on June 9, 2022 included a motorhome, Jeep 

Wrangler, Cadillac Escalade ESV, Chevrolet Tahoe and Chevrolet Silverado. 

8. We also discussed the turnover of a 2020 Mercedes Benz G63 G-Wagon (the “G-

Wagon”) and Paula told me it was in the shop undergoing repairs.  However, both Paula and 

Mr. Grigsby told me the G-Wagon would be turned over to me at a later date. 
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9. During my June 9, 2022 meeting with Paula and Mr. Grigsby, Paula indicated she 

would vacate the Ruffian Property in July and would move to a less expensive home. 

10. On or around August 4, 2022, I became aware that a mortgage payment had not been 

made on the Ruffian Property since approximately April, 2022 and that a Notice of Breach and 

Election to Sell had been issued.  I instructed my counsel to contact Mr. Grigsby regarding payment 

and outstanding issues relating to documents and the turnover of the G-Wagon.  The mortgage on the 

Ruffian Property was subsequently brought current. 

11. The G-Wagon is a substantial Receivership Asset that was valued at over $250,000.  I 

never consented to Paula Beasley retaining or selling the G-Wagon. 

12. After a series of delays, on August 23, 2022, I spoke with Mr. Grigsby via telephone.  

During the telephone call, Mr. Grigsby advised me that Paula would turn over the Ruffian Property 

on August 29, 2022 and that he would provide the code for entry to the Mt. Charleston Property so I 

could proceed with selling the same.  Paula vacated the Ruffian Property in late August of 2022 and 

the keys to the same were turned over to me as was the Mt. Charleston Property.  (The South Lake 

Tahoe was turned over previously). 

13. During the August 23rd call, Mr. Grigsby also represented to me that he had received 

permission from the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”) to sell the G-Wagon.  I asked that 

he provide me documentation relating to such authorization and have yet to be provided the same. 

14. I am still seeking information regarding other vehicles that Paula Beasley sold, 

including an Aston Martin and a Ferrari.  In September of 2022, my team discovered that the G-

Wagon is in the possession of a third-party. I became aware that the G-Wagon was offered for sale at 

Vegas Auto Gallery, a dealership in Las Vegas, Nevada.  Subpoenas were issued to obtain information 

regarding what transpired. 

15. Through subpoenaed records, it was discovered that the G-Wagon was on 

consignment, presented by an individual named Andre Nelms.  Shortly after the issuance of the 

Subpoena, I was notified that Mr. Nelms retrieved the vehicle from the dealership. 

16. The G-Wagon is currently in the possession of Mr.  Nelms.  Mr. Nelms provided 

documentation in response to a subpoena served on him in person on October 7, 2022 when he and 
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his attorney met with my counsel, Kara Hendricks at her office.  Mr. Nelms provided background 

regarding how he obtained the G-Wagon at that time and I participated in the discussion via telephone. 

  17. According to Mr. Nelms, he acquired the G-Wagon through Aaron Grigsby.  

Mr. Nelms indicated that he looked at the G-Wagon on or about March 29, 2022 and purchased it on 

March 30, 2022 after providing Mr. Grigsby $100,000 in cash.  However, he has no receipt for the 

cash payment and did not receive the title to the vehicle at that time.  Mr. Nelms indicated that he 

issued two certified checks on June 30, 2022 in the amount of $22,165.00 to Paula Beasley and for 

$47,835.00 to the Alexander Dawson School with a memo showing it was for Paula Beasley’s 

children.  Mrs. Nelms stated those checks were the final payment for the G-Wagon. 

18. On October 11, 2022, I met with Mr. Nelms and Ben Tranquillo at Ms. Hendricks 

office in Las Vegas and was able to view the G-Wagon. 

19. On October 11, 2022 I also met with Paula and Mr. Grigsby and among other things, 

asked questions regarding the sale of the G-Wagon.  Mr. Grigsby reiterated that that the SEC gave 

him permission to sell the G-Wagon.  However, his story on how the purchase transpired was not 

consistent with the information that was provided by Mr. Nelms and he did not provide any documents 

regarding the same. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America and the State 

of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct. 

DATED this 21st day of October 2022 

    /s/  Geoff Winkler 
   GEOFF WINKLER 

Declarant  
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NEW YORK 

NORTHERN VIRGINIA 
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ORLANDO 
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ROME** 

SACRAMENTO 

SAN FRANCISCO 

SEOUL∞ 

SHANGHAI 

SILICON VALLEY 

TALLAHASSEE 

TAMPA 

TEL AVIV^ 

WARSAW~ 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

WESTCHESTER 
COUNTY 
* OPERATES AS GREENBERG 

TRAURIG MAHER LLP 
+ OPERATES AS  

GREENBERG TRAURIG, S.C. 
 ̂ A BRANCH OF 

GREENBERG TRAURIG, P.A. 
FLORIDA, USA 

~ OPERATES AS  
GREENBERG TRAURIG GRZESIAK sp.k. 

∞ OPERATES AS
GREENBERG TRAURIG LLP 
FOREIGN LEGAL CONSULTANT 
OFFICE 

* * STRATEGIC ALLIANCE 

Kara B. Hendricks 
Tel 702.792-3773 
Fax 702.792.9002 
hendricksk@gtlaw.com 

August 4, 2022 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND FIRST CLASS MAIL 

Aaron D. Grigsby, Esq 
Grigsby Law Group 
2880 W. Sahara Avenue  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
aaron@grisbylawgroup.com 

Re: Paula Beasley’s Non Compliance 
Securities and Exchange Commission v. Matthew Wade Beasley, et al. 
United States District Court Case No. 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY 

Dear Aaron: 

This letter will serve as a follow-up to our discussion earlier this week regarding 
Paula Beasley and a number of issues that require your immediate attention.  Unless stated 
otherwise, we request that the documents referenced herein be provided on or before 
August 12, 2022. 

First, Ms. Beasley’s failure to move from the house located at 5475 Ruffian Road, 
Las Vegas, Nevada (“Ruffian House”) as previously agreed to by July 31, 2022 is 
disconcerting.  Not only is the Ruffian House undisputedly Receivership Property (as 
defined in the order appointing receivers in the above referenced matter), but we have 
recently learned that no payments have been made on the Ruffian House since 
approximately April of 2022 and understand that a Notice of Breach and Election to Sell 
has been issued.  This is unacceptable. Ms. Beasley must immediately bring the 
payments current on the Ruffian House and provide the Receiver proof of payment, 
provide documentation showing all property taxes have been paid, provide proof of 
insurance on the house, and proof that all HOA fees and expense are up to date. 

Second, based on our discussion, I understand that Ms. Beasley unilaterally delayed 
moving from the Ruffian home until August 20, 2022.  This is unacceptable.  The 
Receiver’s consent should have been requested prior to the expiration of the July 31st 
deadline.  Please be advised if the Ruffian House is not vacated and the keys provided to 
the Receiver by August 22, 2022, the Receiver will consider seeking Court intervention to 
facilitate the same.     
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Third, we have yet to be provided a date for the turnover of the Mercedes G-Wagon 
that is in Ms. Beasley’s possession.  Please provide a date prior to August 12, 2022 when 
the Receiver can pick up the Mercedes G-Wagon and any other vehicles that Ms. 
Beasley continues to retain, if not previously agreed to by the Receiver. 

Fourth, as discussed, the Receiver has previously requested, but not been provided 
information regarding the sale of vehicles owned by the Beasley’s since the March 2022 FBI 
raid.  Please provide all sales documents and any other available information regarding the 
vehicles sold including the make and model of each vehicle and the price received. 

Fifth, it is our understanding Ms. Beasley will be moving to the property located at 
5317 Schoofey St, Las Vegas, Nevada.  Please provide proof that all mortgage payments are 
fully paid on this property, proof that property taxes are up to date, proof of insurance on the 
house, and proof that any HOA fees and related expense are current. 

Sixth, in regard to the home located at 2143 Via Regina Coeli Street, Mt. Charleston, 
we also need to obtain proof that all mortgage payments are fully paid, proof that property 
taxes are up to date, proof of insurance on the house, and proof that any HOA fees and related 
expense are current.  Additionally, we would like to discuss a plan for this property to be 
turned-over to the Receiver. 

Seventh, please provide proof of insurance for the vehicles the Receiver agreed to 
allow Ms. Beasley to maintain for personal use.  

Finally, please provide an inventory of the assets Ms. Beasley continues to hold, so the 
Receiver can evaluate the same.   Any existing lists should be provided by August 12, 2022. 
Additionally, to the extent a new asset list is created at the time of the move, please provide 
the updated list immediately thereafter. 

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter and we look forward to receiving 
the information outlined above by August 12, 2022. 

Best regards, 

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

/s/ Kara B. Hendrick 

Kara B. Hendricks 
Shareholder 

cc: Geoff Winkler (via E-Mail) 
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August 22, 2022 

Via electronic mail 

Kara B. Hendricks 
Greenberg Trauig 
10845 Griffith Peak Drive, Suite 600 
Las Vegas, Nevada, 89135 

Re: SEC v. Matthew Wade Beasley, et al.,  
In the United States District Court  
Case No. 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY 

Kara: 

I’m not sure how this correspondence was sent but to date, the only communication that 
we have had other than a phone call was e-mails on July 19, 20, 27 and August 8, 11, and 16.  
The first time that I received your letter dated August 4, 2022, was as an attachment to your 
August 16, 2022, e-mail.  Moving on to the salient part of the correspondence.   

There appears to be a misunderstanding regarding the communications that I have had 
with Mr. Winkler.  First, there was never a final date agreed upon for Paula Beasley to vacate 
the property located at 5475 Ruffian Road, Las Vegas, Nevada.  Multiple time periods were 
discussed which includes a brief discussion of the end of July.  It is my recollection that we 
agreed that she would exit the residence sometime around the beginning of the children’s school 
year.  Now that Paula has satisfied the Notice of Breach and brought the payments current 
including the paying for the month of August, she will exit the residence prior to the end of the 
month.  I will reach out to the Receiver to arrange a mutually agreeable time to turn over the 
residence. 

Second based on your letter, there is clearly some kind of gap between my 
communication with the Receiver and the contents of your correspondence.  Mr. Winkler sent 
me an e-mail on June 28, 2022, requesting a status of four vehicles.  I provided a response the 
next day via e-mail.  I have had several subsequent e-mail correspondences with Mr. Winkler 
and he has not requested any additional information regarding any vehicles.  I will reach out to 
him directly regarding the vehicles.     

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact my office.   

Sincerely, 

Dictated but not read 
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Aaron D. Grigsby, Esq. 

ADG 

cc: file 
      Paula Beasley 
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Kara B. Hendricks 
Tel 702.792-3773 
Fax 702.792.9002 
hendricksk@gtlaw.com 

 
 

August 23, 2022 
 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL & CERTIFIED MAIL 
 
Aaron D. Grigsby, Esq. 
Grigsby Law Group 
2880 W. Sahara Avenue  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com 
 

Re: Paula Beasley’s Non-Compliance  
Securities and Exchange Commission v. Matthew Wade Beasley, et al.  
United States District Court Case No. 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY 

 
Dear Aaron: 

 
I understand you were able to connect with Geoff Winkler today and that the keys 

to the Ruffian house will now be turned over on August 29, 2022.  I also understand that 
the code for the Mt. Charleston property will be provided to Mr. Winkler via email today.  
Additionally, Mr. Winkler advised that you received permission to sale the Mercedes G-
Wagon from the SEC and we await copies of the emails relating to the same.  

 
I also wanted to follow-up regarding the documents we have requested.  Given that 

my correspondence dated August 4, 2022 was sent to you via email and U.S. Mail, I am 
confused by your representations that you did not receive it until August 16, 2022.  
Notwithstanding the same, we remain willing to work with you and can extend the time for 
you to provide the requested documents until the end of the month.  Please confirm you are 
working to gather and will provide the requested information that is subject to the 
Appointment Order including information that and has been previously discussed between 
yourself and Mr. Winkler or directly discussed with me.  The documents requested 
include:  

 
• Documentation for the Ruffian House showing all property taxes have been 

paid, proof of insurance, and proof that all HOA fees and expense are up to 
date. 

• Information regarding the sale of any vehicles owned by the Beasley’s since the 
March 2022 FBI raid.  (Please provide all sales documents and any other 
available information regarding the vehicles sold including the make and model 
of each vehicle and the price received. The information provided should also 
include documents relating to the recent sale of the G-Wagon.) 

• For the property located at 5317 Schoofey Street in Las Vegas, please provide 
proof that all mortgage payments are fully paid, proof that property taxes are up 
to date, proof of insurance on the house, and proof that any HOA fees and 
related expense are current. 
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

• In regard to the home located at 2143 Via Regina Coeli Street, Mt. Charleston, in 
addition to obtaining access to the property, we also need to obtain proof that all 
mortgage payments are fully paid, proof that property taxes are up to date, proof of 
insurance on the house, and proof that any HOA fees and related expense are 
current.   

• Proof of insurance for the vehicles the Receiver agreed to allow Ms. Beasley to 
maintain for personal use.  

• An inventory of the assets Ms. Beasley continues to hold, so the Receiver can 
evaluate the same.    

 
It is always our preference to work with counsel on matters such as these and we 

would prefer to avoid the need to involve the court. 
 

Best regards, 
 
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
 
/s/ Kara B. Hendrick 
 
Kara B. Hendricks 

      Shareholder 
 
 
cc: Geoff Winkler (Via E-Mail) 
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AO 88B  (Rev. 02/14) Subpoena to Produce Documents, Information, or Objects or to Permit Inspection of Premises in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the

__________ District of __________

)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff
v. Civil Action No.

Defendant

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS, INFORMATION, OR OBJECTS
OR TO PERMIT INSPECTION OF PREMISES IN A CIVIL ACTION 

To:

(Name of person to whom this subpoena is directed)

Production: YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce at the time, date, and place set forth below the following 
documents, electronically stored information, or objects, and to permit inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

Place: Date and Time:

Inspection of Premises: YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit entry onto the designated premises, land, or 
other property possessed or controlled by you at the time, date, and location set forth below, so that the requesting party
may inspect, measure, survey, photograph, test, or sample the property or any designated object or operation on it.

Place: Date and Time:

The following provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45 are attached – Rule 45(c), relating to the place of compliance;
Rule 45(d), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena; and Rule 45(e) and (g), relating to your duty to
respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so.

Date:

CLERK OF COURT
OR

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Attorney’s signature

The name, address, e-mail address, and telephone number of the attorney representing (name of party)

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Notice to the person who issues or requests this subpoena
If this subpoena commands the production of documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things or the
inspection of premises before trial, a notice and a copy of the subpoena must be served on each party in this case before
it is served on the person to whom it is directed. Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a)(4).

                 District of Nevada

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

2:22-CV-00612-CDS-EJY
MATTHEW WADE BEASLEY, ET AL.

Andre Nicholas Nelms
6035 Mcleod Dr., Las Vegas, NV 89102

✔

SEE EXHIBIT 1 ATTACHED HERETO

Greenberg Traurig, LLP
10845 Griffith Peak Dr., Suite 600
Las Vegas, NV 89135 10/07/2022 10:00 am

09/22/2022

/s/ Kara B. Hendricks

Geoff Winkler

Court-Appointed Receiver

Kara B. Hendricks, Esq., Greenberg Traurig, LLP, 10845 Griffith Peak Dr. Las Vegas, NV 89135; hendricksk@gtlaw.com
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Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45.)

I received this subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

on (date) .

I served the subpoena by delivering a copy to the named person as follows:

on (date) ; or

I returned the subpoena unexecuted because:

.

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also 
tendered to the witness the fees for one day’s attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$ .

My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ .

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:
Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc.:

2:22-CV-00612-CDS-EJY

0.00
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Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), (e), and (g) (Effective 12/1/13)

(c) Place of Compliance.

  (1) For a Trial, Hearing, or Deposition. A subpoena may command a
person to attend a trial, hearing, or deposition only as follows:
    (A) within 100 miles of where the person resides, is employed, or
regularly transacts business in person; or
    (B) within the state where the person resides, is employed, or regularly
transacts business in person, if the person
        (i) is a party or a party’s officer; or
        (ii) is commanded to attend a trial and would not incur substantial
expense.

  (2) For Other Discovery. A subpoena may command:
    (A) production of documents, electronically stored information, or
tangible things at a place within 100 miles of where the person resides, is
employed, or regularly transacts business in person; and
    (B) inspection of premises at the premises to be inspected.

(d) Protecting a Person Subject to a Subpoena; Enforcement.

  (1) Avoiding Undue Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A party or attorney
responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena must take reasonable steps
to avoid imposing undue burden or expense on a person subject to the
subpoena. The court for the district where compliance is required must
enforce this duty and impose an appropriate sanction—which may include
lost earnings and reasonable attorney’s fees—on a party or attorney who
fails to comply.

  (2) Command to Produce Materials or Permit Inspection.
(A) Appearance Not Required. A person commanded to produce

documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things, or to
permit the inspection of premises, need not appear in person at the place of
production or inspection unless also commanded to appear for a deposition,
hearing, or trial.

(B) Objections. A person commanded to produce documents or tangible
things or to permit inspection may serve on the party or attorney designated
in the subpoena a written objection to inspecting, copying, testing, or
sampling any or all of the materials or to inspecting the premises—or to
producing electronically stored information in the form or forms requested.
The objection must be served before the earlier of the time specified for
compliance or 14 days after the subpoena is served. If an objection is made,
the following rules apply:

(i) At any time, on notice to the commanded person, the serving party
may move the court for the district where compliance is required for an
order compelling production or inspection.

  (ii) These acts may be required only as directed in the order, and the
order must protect a person who is neither a party nor a party’s officer from
significant expense resulting from compliance.

  (3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena.
(A) When Required. On timely motion, the court for the district where

compliance is required must quash or modify a subpoena that:
        (i) fails to allow a reasonable time to comply;

(ii) requires a person to comply beyond the geographical limits
specified in Rule 45(c);

(iii) requires disclosure of privileged or other protected matter, if no
exception or waiver applies; or

(iv) subjects a person to undue burden.
(B) When Permitted. To protect a person subject to or affected by a

subpoena, the court for the district where compliance is required may, on
motion, quash or modify the subpoena if it requires:

(i) disclosing a trade secret or other confidential research,
development, or commercial information; or

(ii) disclosing an unretained expert’s opinion or information that does
not describe specific occurrences in dispute and results from the expert’s
study that was not requested by a party.

(C) Specifying Conditions as an Alternative. In the circumstances
described in Rule 45(d)(3)(B), the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoena, order appearance or production under specified
conditions if the serving party:

(i) shows a substantial need for the testimony or material that cannot be
otherwise met without undue hardship; and

(ii) ensures that the subpoenaed person will be reasonably compensated.

(e) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena.

  (1) Producing Documents or Electronically Stored Information. These
procedures apply to producing documents or electronically stored
information:

(A) Documents. A person responding to a subpoena to produce documents
must produce them as they are kept in the ordinary course of business or
must organize and label them to correspond to the categories in the demand.

(B) Form for Producing Electronically Stored Information Not Specified.
If a subpoena does not specify a form for producing electronically stored
information, the person responding must produce it in a form or forms in
which it is ordinarily maintained or in a reasonably usable form or forms.

(C) Electronically Stored Information Produced in Only One Form. The
person responding need not produce the same electronically stored
information in more than one form.

(D) Inaccessible Electronically Stored Information. The person
responding need not provide discovery of electronically stored information
from sources that the person identifies as not reasonably accessible because
of undue burden or cost. On motion to compel discovery or for a protective
order, the person responding must show that the information is not
reasonably accessible because of undue burden or cost. If that showing is
made, the court may nonetheless order discovery from such sources if the
requesting party shows good cause, considering the limitations of Rule
26(b)(2)(C). The court may specify conditions for the discovery.

(2) Claiming Privilege or Protection.
(A) Information Withheld. A person withholding subpoenaed information

under a claim that it is privileged or subject to protection as trial-preparation
material must:

(i) expressly make the claim; and
(ii) describe the nature of the withheld documents, communications, or

tangible things in a manner that, without revealing information itself
privileged or protected, will enable the parties to assess the claim.
(B) Information Produced. If information produced in response to a

subpoena is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as
trial-preparation material, the person making the claim may notify any party
that received the information of the claim and the basis for it. After being
notified, a party must promptly return, sequester, or destroy the specified
information and any copies it has; must not use or disclose the information
until the claim is resolved; must take reasonable steps to retrieve the
information if the party disclosed it before being notified; and may promptly
present the information under seal to the court for the district where
compliance is required for a determination of the claim. The person who
produced the information must preserve the information until the claim is
resolved.

(g) Contempt.
The court for the district where compliance is required—and also, after a
motion is transferred, the issuing court—may hold in contempt a person
who, having been served, fails without adequate excuse to obey the
subpoena or an order related to it.

For access to subpoena materials, see Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a) Committee Note (2013).

Case 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY   Document 333-8   Filed 10/21/22   Page 4 of 7



Exhibit 1 

Case 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY   Document 333-8   Filed 10/21/22   Page 5 of 7



 
 

1 
ACTIVE 682195117v1 

 

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 

 

G
R

EE
N

B
ER

G
 T

R
A

U
R

IG
, 

LL
P 

10
84

5 
G

rif
fit

h 
Pe

ak
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

   
 

 
 

EXHIBIT 1 
 

(Subpoena to Produce Documents, Information, or Objects to Geoff Winkler, Court-Appointed 
Receiver)  

 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that you will not be required to appear should the requested records be 

provided by mail or hand delivery to Kara Hendricks, Greenberg Traurig, LLP, 10845 Griffith Peak 

Drive, Suite 600, Las Vegas, Nevada, 89135 or by email to hendricksk@gtlaw.com on or before 

October 7, 2022. 
DOCUMENTS TO BE PRODUCED 

 

1. Please produce any and all records related to the following vehicle:  2020 Mercedes-Benz 

G-Class G 63 AMG (VIN W1NYC7HJXLX350420) (the “Vehicle”), including but not limited to the 

items set forth herein.  For the purpose of this Subpoena, the terms “You” and/or “Your” shall mean Andre 

Nicholas Nelms and/or any entity on behalf of which Andre Nelms has or may act, any relative, associate, 

agent, employee, attorney, manager, accountant, or other person acting in concert with Andre Nelms.  

Accordingly, please produce the following documents: 

a. All documents demonstrating Your acquisition of the Vehicle including, but not limited to, 

any purchase agreement or other written instrument demonstrating Your purchase of the same; 

b. All documents evidencing the price paid for the purchase of the Vehicle.  Please include 

all documents evidencing the transfer of funds from You, or any related entity to the previous owner of 

the Vehicle or any third-party;   

c. All communications, text messages, emails, letters, or other correspondence between You 

and the previous owner of the Vehicle regarding the same;  

d. All communications, text messages, emails, letters or other correspondence between You 

and Paula and/or Matthew Beasley;  

e. All communications, text messages, emails, letters or other correspondence between You 

and any attorney acting on behalf of Paula and/or Matthew Beasley or the previous owner of the Vehicle;  

f. All communications, text messages, emails, letters or other correspondence between You 

and any attorney acting on behalf of Paula and/or Matthew Beasley;  

g. The title for the Vehicle;  
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h. All documents demonstrating your acquisition of the title for the Vehicle including, but 

not limited to, communications, text messages, emails, letters or other correspondence between You and 

any third-party;  

i. Copies of the current registration and insurance for the Vehicle;  

j. Copies of any service record related to the Vehicle;  

k. Any other document pertaining to the Vehicle in any manner.   
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* * STRATEGIC ALLIANCE 

Kara B. Hendricks 
Tel 702.792-3773 
Fax 702.792.9002 
hendricksk@gtlaw.com 

September 22, 2022 

VIA EMAIL and U.S. MAIL 

Andre Nelms 
6035 Mcleod Dr.  
Las Vegas, NV 89120 

Andre Nelms 
45 Braelinn Dr. 
Henderson, NV 89052 
Andren3@icloud.com 

Re: Possession of Receivership Property Subject to Asset Freeze and 
Court Ordered Turnover 
2020 MERCEDES-BENZ G-CLASS G 63 AMG 
VIN W1NYC7HJXLX350420  

Dear Mr. Nelms: 

We understand you are currently in possession of a 2020 MERCEDES-BENZ G-
CLASS G 63 AMG (VIN W1NYC7HJXLX350420) (the "Vehicle").  We have reason to 
believe the Vehicle is receivership property pursuant to recent orders entered in an action 
brought by the Securities Exchange Commission (“SEC”) in the Federal District Court of 
Nevada against, among others, Matthew Beasley (“Beasley”)1 in Securities and Exchange 
Commission v. Matthew Wade Beasley et al., Case No. 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY (“SEC 
Action”).  Accordingly, the Vehicle should not be sold without approval of the 
Receivership Court and request is hereby made that you retain and do not sell the same.  

By way of background, on April 13, 2022, the Receivership Court entered a 
Temporary Restraining Order (“TRO”), an asset freeze and accounting order, and related 
relief which expressly identified the Vehicle as Receivership Property.  Thereafter, on 
April 21, 2022, the Court issued a preliminary injunction, asset freeze, and other equitable 
relief (the “Injunction Order”).  Subsequently, on June 3, 2022, the Court granted 
Plaintiff’s motion to appoint a receiver in this action (“Receivership Order”).  The 
Receivership Order set forth a plan for the preservation of assets and states that “[a]ll 
persons and entities having control, custody or possession of any Receivership 
Property are hereby directed to turn such property over to the Receiver” (the 
“Turnover Provision”) (emphasis added).   

1  The term “Beasley” includes Paula Beasley and/or any related entity.  
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Our office represents Geoff Winkler, the Court appointed Receiver.  At the time the 
above referenced orders were entered, the Vehicle was identified as an asset belonging to 
Beasley and subject to the asset freeze and Turnover Provision referenced above.   As such, 
any transfer of the Vehicle after April 13, 2022, including any purported transaction through 
which you obtained the Vehicle was, and is, a violation of the Injunction Order and 
Receivership Order.  Moreover, any purported sale of the Vehicle by Beasley was not 
approved by the Receivership Court, the Receiver. Thus, your acquisition of the Vehicle 
violated the Receivership Court’s orders.   

 
Any attempted disposition of the Vehicle by yourself or anyone acting on your behalf 

likely further violates the express terms of the Receivership Court’s orders.  As such, the 
Receiver hereby demands that you halt and refrain from any ongoing attempts to sell, or 
otherwise transfer, the Vehicle to any third-party.  We are currently undertaking efforts to 
identify what transpired and how the Vehicle came into your possession and request that you 
retain and do not sell the same absent a court order authorizing such action.   

 
Through the instant correspondence, the Receiver requests immediate confirmation 

that the Vehicle is in your possession and that you will comply with court orders and refrain 
from any disposition efforts.  Should you have any questions or would like to discuss the 
content of this correspondence, please direct your communications to the undersigned.  Your 
cooperation is greatly appreciated.   

Best regards, 

 GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
 
      /s/ Kara B. Hendricks 
 
                                                              KARA B. HENDRICKS 
       Shareholder      
 
KBH:pj 
      
cc:  Geoff Winkler 
Enclosure 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the

__________ District of __________

)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff
v. Civil Action No.

Defendant

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS, INFORMATION, OR OBJECTS
OR TO PERMIT INSPECTION OF PREMISES IN A CIVIL ACTION 

To:

(Name of person to whom this subpoena is directed)

Production: YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce at the time, date, and place set forth below the following 
documents, electronically stored information, or objects, and to permit inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

Place: Date and Time:

Inspection of Premises: YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit entry onto the designated premises, land, or 
other property possessed or controlled by you at the time, date, and location set forth below, so that the requesting party
may inspect, measure, survey, photograph, test, or sample the property or any designated object or operation on it.

Place: Date and Time:

The following provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45 are attached – Rule 45(c), relating to the place of compliance;
Rule 45(d), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena; and Rule 45(e) and (g), relating to your duty to
respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so.

Date:

CLERK OF COURT
OR

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Attorney’s signature

The name, address, e-mail address, and telephone number of the attorney representing (name of party)

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Notice to the person who issues or requests this subpoena
If this subpoena commands the production of documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things or the
inspection of premises before trial, a notice and a copy of the subpoena must be served on each party in this case before
it is served on the person to whom it is directed. Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a)(4).

                 District of Nevada

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

2:22-CV-00612-CDS-EJY
MATTHEW WADE BEASLEY, ET AL.

Andre Nicholas Nelms
6035 Mcleod Dr., Las Vegas, NV 89102

✔

SEE EXHIBIT 1 ATTACHED HERETO

Greenberg Traurig, LLP
10845 Griffith Peak Dr., Suite 600
Las Vegas, NV 89135 10/07/2022 10:00 am

09/22/2022

/s/ Kara B. Hendricks

Geoff Winkler

Court-Appointed Receiver

Kara B. Hendricks, Esq., Greenberg Traurig, LLP, 10845 Griffith Peak Dr. Las Vegas, NV 89135; hendricksk@gtlaw.com
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Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45.)

I received this subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

on (date) .

I served the subpoena by delivering a copy to the named person as follows:

on (date) ; or

I returned the subpoena unexecuted because:

.

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also 
tendered to the witness the fees for one day’s attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$ .

My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ .

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:
Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc.:

2:22-CV-00612-CDS-EJY

0.00
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Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), (e), and (g) (Effective 12/1/13)

(c) Place of Compliance.

  (1) For a Trial, Hearing, or Deposition. A subpoena may command a
person to attend a trial, hearing, or deposition only as follows:
    (A) within 100 miles of where the person resides, is employed, or
regularly transacts business in person; or
    (B) within the state where the person resides, is employed, or regularly
transacts business in person, if the person
        (i) is a party or a party’s officer; or
        (ii) is commanded to attend a trial and would not incur substantial
expense.

  (2) For Other Discovery. A subpoena may command:
    (A) production of documents, electronically stored information, or
tangible things at a place within 100 miles of where the person resides, is
employed, or regularly transacts business in person; and
    (B) inspection of premises at the premises to be inspected.

(d) Protecting a Person Subject to a Subpoena; Enforcement.

  (1) Avoiding Undue Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A party or attorney
responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena must take reasonable steps
to avoid imposing undue burden or expense on a person subject to the
subpoena. The court for the district where compliance is required must
enforce this duty and impose an appropriate sanction—which may include
lost earnings and reasonable attorney’s fees—on a party or attorney who
fails to comply.

  (2) Command to Produce Materials or Permit Inspection.
(A) Appearance Not Required. A person commanded to produce

documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things, or to
permit the inspection of premises, need not appear in person at the place of
production or inspection unless also commanded to appear for a deposition,
hearing, or trial.

(B) Objections. A person commanded to produce documents or tangible
things or to permit inspection may serve on the party or attorney designated
in the subpoena a written objection to inspecting, copying, testing, or
sampling any or all of the materials or to inspecting the premises—or to
producing electronically stored information in the form or forms requested.
The objection must be served before the earlier of the time specified for
compliance or 14 days after the subpoena is served. If an objection is made,
the following rules apply:

(i) At any time, on notice to the commanded person, the serving party
may move the court for the district where compliance is required for an
order compelling production or inspection.

  (ii) These acts may be required only as directed in the order, and the
order must protect a person who is neither a party nor a party’s officer from
significant expense resulting from compliance.

  (3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena.
(A) When Required. On timely motion, the court for the district where

compliance is required must quash or modify a subpoena that:
        (i) fails to allow a reasonable time to comply;

(ii) requires a person to comply beyond the geographical limits
specified in Rule 45(c);

(iii) requires disclosure of privileged or other protected matter, if no
exception or waiver applies; or

(iv) subjects a person to undue burden.
(B) When Permitted. To protect a person subject to or affected by a

subpoena, the court for the district where compliance is required may, on
motion, quash or modify the subpoena if it requires:

(i) disclosing a trade secret or other confidential research,
development, or commercial information; or

(ii) disclosing an unretained expert’s opinion or information that does
not describe specific occurrences in dispute and results from the expert’s
study that was not requested by a party.

(C) Specifying Conditions as an Alternative. In the circumstances
described in Rule 45(d)(3)(B), the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoena, order appearance or production under specified
conditions if the serving party:

(i) shows a substantial need for the testimony or material that cannot be
otherwise met without undue hardship; and

(ii) ensures that the subpoenaed person will be reasonably compensated.

(e) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena.

  (1) Producing Documents or Electronically Stored Information. These
procedures apply to producing documents or electronically stored
information:

(A) Documents. A person responding to a subpoena to produce documents
must produce them as they are kept in the ordinary course of business or
must organize and label them to correspond to the categories in the demand.

(B) Form for Producing Electronically Stored Information Not Specified.
If a subpoena does not specify a form for producing electronically stored
information, the person responding must produce it in a form or forms in
which it is ordinarily maintained or in a reasonably usable form or forms.

(C) Electronically Stored Information Produced in Only One Form. The
person responding need not produce the same electronically stored
information in more than one form.

(D) Inaccessible Electronically Stored Information. The person
responding need not provide discovery of electronically stored information
from sources that the person identifies as not reasonably accessible because
of undue burden or cost. On motion to compel discovery or for a protective
order, the person responding must show that the information is not
reasonably accessible because of undue burden or cost. If that showing is
made, the court may nonetheless order discovery from such sources if the
requesting party shows good cause, considering the limitations of Rule
26(b)(2)(C). The court may specify conditions for the discovery.

(2) Claiming Privilege or Protection.
(A) Information Withheld. A person withholding subpoenaed information

under a claim that it is privileged or subject to protection as trial-preparation
material must:

(i) expressly make the claim; and
(ii) describe the nature of the withheld documents, communications, or

tangible things in a manner that, without revealing information itself
privileged or protected, will enable the parties to assess the claim.
(B) Information Produced. If information produced in response to a

subpoena is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as
trial-preparation material, the person making the claim may notify any party
that received the information of the claim and the basis for it. After being
notified, a party must promptly return, sequester, or destroy the specified
information and any copies it has; must not use or disclose the information
until the claim is resolved; must take reasonable steps to retrieve the
information if the party disclosed it before being notified; and may promptly
present the information under seal to the court for the district where
compliance is required for a determination of the claim. The person who
produced the information must preserve the information until the claim is
resolved.

(g) Contempt.
The court for the district where compliance is required—and also, after a
motion is transferred, the issuing court—may hold in contempt a person
who, having been served, fails without adequate excuse to obey the
subpoena or an order related to it.

For access to subpoena materials, see Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a) Committee Note (2013).
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EXHIBIT 1 
 

(Subpoena to Produce Documents, Information, or Objects to Geoff Winkler, Court-Appointed 
Receiver)  

 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that you will not be required to appear should the requested records be 

provided by mail or hand delivery to Kara Hendricks, Greenberg Traurig, LLP, 10845 Griffith Peak 

Drive, Suite 600, Las Vegas, Nevada, 89135 or by email to hendricksk@gtlaw.com on or before 

October 7, 2022. 
DOCUMENTS TO BE PRODUCED 

 

1. Please produce any and all records related to the following vehicle:  2020 Mercedes-Benz 

G-Class G 63 AMG (VIN W1NYC7HJXLX350420) (the “Vehicle”), including but not limited to the 

items set forth herein.  For the purpose of this Subpoena, the terms “You” and/or “Your” shall mean Andre 

Nicholas Nelms and/or any entity on behalf of which Andre Nelms has or may act, any relative, associate, 

agent, employee, attorney, manager, accountant, or other person acting in concert with Andre Nelms.  

Accordingly, please produce the following documents: 

a. All documents demonstrating Your acquisition of the Vehicle including, but not limited to, 

any purchase agreement or other written instrument demonstrating Your purchase of the same; 

b. All documents evidencing the price paid for the purchase of the Vehicle.  Please include 

all documents evidencing the transfer of funds from You, or any related entity to the previous owner of 

the Vehicle or any third-party;   

c. All communications, text messages, emails, letters, or other correspondence between You 

and the previous owner of the Vehicle regarding the same;  

d. All communications, text messages, emails, letters or other correspondence between You 

and Paula and/or Matthew Beasley;  

e. All communications, text messages, emails, letters or other correspondence between You 

and any attorney acting on behalf of Paula and/or Matthew Beasley or the previous owner of the Vehicle;  

f. All communications, text messages, emails, letters or other correspondence between You 

and any attorney acting on behalf of Paula and/or Matthew Beasley;  

g. The title for the Vehicle;  
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h. All documents demonstrating your acquisition of the title for the Vehicle including, but 

not limited to, communications, text messages, emails, letters or other correspondence between You and 

any third-party;  

i. Copies of the current registration and insurance for the Vehicle;  

j. Copies of any service record related to the Vehicle;  

k. Any other document pertaining to the Vehicle in any manner.   
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EXHIBIT 9 
Bill of Sale
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EXHIBIT 10 
Checks
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EXHIBIT 11 
Combs Email
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1

Ney, Cynthia (Para-LV-LT)

From: Combs, Tracy S <combst@SEC.GOV>
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2022 11:01 AM
To: aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com
Cc: Fronk, Casey; Hendricks, Kara (Shld-LV-LT); 

geoff@americanfiduciaryservices.com
Subject: RE: Paula Beasley

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

*EXTERNAL TO GT* 

Dear Aaron, 
 
With respect to the frozen account, we are happy to have a call with you and the receiver’s 
counsel to discuss whether it makes sense to stipulate to unfreezing the account.   
  
With respect to the Mercedes, we discussed the possibility of Ms. Beasley selling the Mercedes 
and using the proceeds for living expenses in the context of our negotiations regarding a 
potential living expenses stipulation for Ms. Beasley, but my recollection is that: (1) those 
discussions occurred after the entry of the asset freeze in mid-April but before the appointment 
of the receiver and creation of the receivership in early May; (2) we did not reach a final 
agreement on a stipulation with respect to living expenses and no stipulation was ever 
submitted to the Court; and (3) the US Attorney’s Office had possession of the title to the 
Mercedes at that time and it could not be sold without their consent, which I had understood 
from your statements that you were going to discuss with them—I believe that was one of the 
factors that was holding up our ability to agree to a stipulation.  To be clear, I did not authorize 
you or Ms. Beasley to sell the Mercedes; indeed, I believe that would have required a court 
order or stipulation in any event. 
 
Best, 
Tracy 
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From: aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com <aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com>  
Sent: Thursday, October 6, 2022 3:31 PM 
To: Combs, Tracy S <combst@SEC.GOV> 
Subject: RE: Paula Beasley 
 
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. 

 
The two issues that I have are not something to which the receiver can provide assistance.  I 
need to discuss Paula’s frozen post-divorce bank account and the receiver’s attorney is 
requesting written confirmation of our discussions regarding the sale of the Mercedes in 
April.  Please let me know when you are available to discuss the matters. 
 
Thank you,  
 
Aaron D. Grigsby, Esq 
Grigsby Law Group 
2880 W. Sahara Avenue  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
(702) 202-5235 – Office 
(702) 944-7856 – Facsimilie 
www.grigsbylawgroup.com 
 
This e-mail and attached files, if any, is covered by the Electronic Communications Pricacy Act, 
18 U.S.C. 2510-2521.  This Communication is confidential and may be legally 
privileged.  Retention, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication to 
persons other than those referenced above is expressly prohibited by sender. 
 
CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: To ensure compliance with recently-enacted U.S. Tresury 
Department Regulations, we are now required to advise you that, unless otherwise expressly 
indicated, any federal tex advice contained in this communication, including any attachments, 
is not intended or written by us to be used, and cannot be used, by anone for the purpose of 
avoiding federal tax penalities that may be imposed by the federal government or for 
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promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any tax-related matters addressed 
herein 
 

From: Combs, Tracy S <combst@SEC.GOV>  
Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2022 8:52 AM 
To: aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com 
Subject: RE: Paula Beasley 
 
Hi Aaron, I’m traveling until late next week.  I recommend reaching out to the receiver first, if 
you have not already. 
 

From: aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com <aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 11:58 AM 
To: Combs, Tracy S <combst@SEC.GOV> 
Subject: Paula Beasley 
 
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. 

 
Are you available for a quick call tomorrow?  If so, please let me know what time would work 
best in your schedule.  I would like to discuss Paula’s frozen bank account. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Aaron D. Grigsby, Esq 
Grigsby Law Group 
2880 W. Sahara Avenue  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
(702) 202-5235 – Office 
(702) 944-7856 – Facsimilie 
www.grigsbylawgroup.com 
 
This e-mail and attached files, if any, is covered by the Electronic Communications Pricacy Act, 
18 U.S.C. 2510-2521.  This Communication is confidential and may be legally 
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privileged.  Retention, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication to 
persons other than those referenced above is expressly prohibited by sender. 
 
CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: To ensure compliance with recently-enacted U.S. Tresury 
Department Regulations, we are now required to advise you that, unless otherwise expressly 
indicated, any federal tex advice contained in this communication, including any attachments, 
is not intended or written by us to be used, and cannot be used, by anone for the purpose of 
avoiding federal tax penalities that may be imposed by the federal government or for 
promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any tax-related matters addressed 
herein 
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP    ATTORNEYS AT LAW    WWW.GTLAW.COM 
10845 Griffith Peak Drive, Suite 600    Las Vegas, Nevada 89135    Tel 702.792.3773    Fax 702.792.9002 
ADMIN 64888738v1 

ALBANY 

AMSTERDAM 

ATLANTA 

AUSTIN 

BOSTON 

CHICAGO 

DALLAS 

DELAWARE 

DENVER 

FORT LAUDERDALE 

HOUSTON 

LAS VEGAS 

LONDON* 

LOS ANGELES 

MEXICO CITY+ 

MIAMI 

MILAN** 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW YORK 

NORTHERN VIRGINIA 

ORANGE COUNTY 

ORLANDO 

PALM BEACH COUNTY 

PHILADELPHIA 

PHOENIX 

ROME** 

SACRAMENTO 

SAN FRANCISCO 

SEOUL∞ 

SHANGHAI 

SILICON VALLEY 

TALLAHASSEE 

TAMPA 

TEL AVIV^ 

WARSAW~ 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

WESTCHESTER 
COUNTY 
* OPERATES AS GREENBERG 

TRAURIG MAHER LLP 
+ OPERATES AS  

GREENBERG TRAURIG, S.C. 
 ̂ A BRANCH OF 

GREENBERG TRAURIG, P.A. 
FLORIDA, USA 

~ OPERATES AS  
GREENBERG TRAURIG GRZESIAK sp.k. 

∞ OPERATES AS 
GREENBERG TRAURIG LLP 
FOREIGN LEGAL CONSULTANT 
OFFICE 

* * STRATEGIC ALLIANCE 

Kara B. Hendricks 
Tel 702.792-3773 
Fax 702.792.9002 
hendricksk@gtlaw.com 

September 13, 2022 

VIA EMAIL and U.S. MAIL 
Aaron Grigsby 
Grigsby Law Group 
2880 W. Sahara Avenue  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com 

Re: Securities and Exchange Commission v. Matthew Wade Beasley, et al. 
Case No. 2:22-cv-00612 (“SEC Action”) 
Funds provided to you by Paula Beasley 

Dear Mr. Grigsby: 

We understand your office represents Paula Beasley in the above-referenced and/or 
other legal proceedings. 

Our office represents the court appointed receiver, Geoff Winkler of American 
Fiduciary Services LLC (“Receiver”) in the SEC Action.  By and through this 
correspondence, the Receiver is hereby requesting: 1) information regarding the 
amount of funds received by you and/or your firm from Paula Beasley; and 2) 
information establishing the funds received are untainted and/or were not co-mingled 
with funds from the alleged Ponzi-scheme.  Please provide this information within ten 
days of the date of this letter.  If information cannot be provided that establishes funds 
received by you were untainted and/or were not co-mingled with funds from the alleged 
Ponzi-scheme, demand is hereby made for the same to be turned over to the Receiver 
forthwith consistent with the Turnover Provision referenced below. 

By way of background, on April 13, 2022, the Court entered a Temporary 
Restraining Order (“TRO”), an asset freeze and accounting order, and related relief. ECF 
No. 3. Thereafter, on April 21, 2022, the Court issued a preliminary injunction, asset 
freeze, and other equitable relief (“the Injunction Order) ECF No. 56.  Subsequently, on 
June 3, 2022, the Court granted Plaintiff’s motion to appoint a receiver in this action 
(“Receivership Order”) ECF No. 88. The Receivership Order set forth a plan for the 
preservation of assets and states that “[a]ll persons and entities having control, custody 
or possession of any Receivership Property are hereby directed to turn such property 
over to the Receiver” (the “Turnover Provision”). ECF No. 88 at 8, ¶ 15 (emphasis 
added).  The Receivership Order and Turnover Provision and clear an unambiguous and 
have been reaffirmed by the Court in subsequent orders relating to attorney requests to 
retain funds and serve as the basis for this request.    
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
ACTIVE 65348520v1 

ADMIN 64888738v1 

In addition to the foregoing, we request that you remind your client of the reporting 
obligations set forth in the Receivership Order and ensure compliance with the same.  
 
 We hope to avoid the need for additional motion practice and appreciate your 
cooperation and prompt attention to these matters.  

 

Best regards, 

 GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
      Kara B. Hendricks 
          
cc:  Geoff Winkler 

Case 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY   Document 333-13   Filed 10/21/22   Page 3 of 3



EXHIBIT 13 

EXHIBIT 13 
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Ney, Cynthia (Para-LV-LT)

From: Aaron Grigsby <aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com>
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2022 10:40 AM
To: Hendricks, Kara (Shld-LV-LT)
Subject: RE: Securities and Exchange Commission v. Matthew Wade 

Beasley, et al - Paula Beasley's Non-Compliance 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

*EXTERNAL TO GT* 

The majority of the information requested in your e-mail has been previously provided.  For 
example, you are requesting an inventory of all assets held by Paula Beasley.  The Decree of 
Divorce that was previously provided outlines the assets that Paula received when the 
community estate was divided.  Some of those assets have been turned over to the Receiver 
(i.e. the Ruffian house).  With the exception of some miscellaneous personal property for Paula 
and the children, between the Decree of Divorce, Post Decree Stipulation and Order and 
inventory provided upon exiting the Ruffian house you have a list of all items in Paula’s 
possession.   
 
During my most recent conversation with Mr. Winkler, he did not seem particularly concerned 
about items held by Paula.  If there is some particular item that you are seeking, send a specific 
request and I will endeavor to research the item. 
 
I am currently waiting on a response from Tracy Combs from the SEC regarding written proof of 
the agreement to allow Paula to sell the 2020 Mercedes G63.  The vehicle in question was 
received by Paula in the March 2022, Decree of Divorce.  As Paula was tasked with maintaining 
the remnants of the former community estate as well as providing for the expenses of herself 
and the minor children, she always intended to sell the Mercedes.  We contact a potential buyer 
named Andre in late March 2022.  He came to view the vehicle in late March 2022, and placed a 
deposit on the vehicle in April 2022, upon both parties agreeing on the price.  An Order was 
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issued in the SEC v. Beasley matter in late April 2022, regarding utilizing assets for living and 
litigation expenses.   
 
Although, Paula was not a party to the matter and had received the vehicle as part of the 
dissolution of the community estate, I reached out to Tracy Combs from the SEC in an 
abundance of caution on April 26, 2022, via e-mail regarding several items including the 2020 
Mercedes.  Tracy and I spoke on April 28, 2022, regarding the items outlined in my e-mail and 
came to an agreement on several issues including the 2020 Mercedes.  I also informed Eric Smali 
one of the AUSA’s working on the Matthew Beasley criminal case of the agreement with Ms. 
Combs regarding the sale of the 2020 Mercedes.  Eric stated that he would contact the SEC to 
confirm the representations that I made regarding the 2020 Mercedes.  The agreement 
regarding the 2020 Mercedes was acknowledged during subsequent phone conversations with 
Eric and Dan the AUSA on Matthew Beasley’s criminal case.  When she experienced continuing 
delays regarding the return of the titles, Paula requested duplicate titles for the 2020 Mercedes 
and the 2018 Range Rover. 
 
The deal to complete the sale of the 2020 Mercedes was completed in late June 2022, after the 
title for the vehicle was received.  The title for the 2020 Mercedes was turned over to Andre in 
late June 2020.  Andre provided two cashier’s checks to complete the balance of the sale price 
due to Paula’s bank account still being frozen.  I also explained the sequence of events to Mr. 
Winkler last week.   
 
As for the funds received by my office for Paula’s representation.  My office received no funds 
connected to the Ponzi scheme.  With the exception of one payment outlined in the March 
2022, Stipulation and Order in the divorce case, all money received by my office came in the 
form of credit card payments.  The amount from the Stipulation and Order referenced above 
came from a check issued by Vegas Auto Gallery for the sale of the 2016 Ferrari 488.  The funds 
issued by Vegas Auto Gallery was no comingled with any monies from the Ponzi scheme.   
 
I should have the documents related to the sale of the Ferrari and the Aston Martin by early 
next week.  I went over the events surrounding the sale with Mr. Winkler last week.  Both 
vehicles were encumbered at the time of Matthew Beasley’s arrest.  As Paula was unemployed 
at the time, she was unable to afford the payments attached to both vehicles.  Both vehicles 
were sold to Vegas Auto Gallery in March 2022, and the funds received from the sale of the 
vehicles was used to maintain the community estate pre and post-divorce and for legal expenses 
for both Paula and Matthew.   
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From: hendricksk@gtlaw.com [mailto:hendricksk@gtlaw.com]  
Sent: Monday, October 3, 2022 8:48 AM 
To: aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com 
Cc: geoff@americanfiduciaryservices.com; spauldingc@gtlaw.com 
Subject: FW: Securities and Exchange Commission v. Matthew Wade Beasley, et al - Paula 
Beasley’s Non-Compliance  
Importance: High 
 
Aaron, 
 
We have not received substantive responses to our repeated requests for additional information 
regarding a number of Receivership Assets.  For your convenience I have attached the letters 
sent to your office relating to the same hereto.  Key information requested, but not provided 
includes: 
 

 An inventory of assets Ms. Beasley continues to hold 
 Proof of Insurance for vehicles the Receiver agreed to allow Ms. Beasley to maintain for 

personal use 
 Documentation showing the SEC approved the sale of Mercedes G-Wagon, any and all 

purchase and sales related documents 
 Documentation relating to the sale of any Beasley vehicles since March 2022 
 Information regarding the amount of funds you and/or your firm have received from 

Paula Beasley and information establishing such funds are not connected to the alleged 
Ponzi-scheme. 

 
If we do not receive such information by the end of this week we will file no choice but to file a 
motion to compel with the Receivership Court.  If a motion is required, we will request our fees 
associated with the same. 
 
Additionally, in furtherance of the emails Geoff sent last week regarding the Schoofey house, 
Ms. Beasley has an ongoing duty to provide the Receiver documentation showing mortgage 
payments, taxes, HOA fees and insurance are being timely paid.  Such information needs to be 
provided to the Receiver on a monthly basis, without him being required to ask for the same. 
 
Kara 
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Kara Hendricks  
Shareholder  
 
T 702.938.6856 
 

From: Hendricks, Kara (Shld-LV-LT) <hendricksk@gtlaw.com>  
Sent: Friday, August 26, 2022 2:59 PM 
To: aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com 
Cc: geoff@americanfiduciaryservices.com 
Subject: FW: Securities and Exchange Commission v. Matthew Wade Beasley, et al - Paula 
Beasley’s Non-Compliance  
 
Aaron, 
 
Given the prior concerns raised regarding correspondence sent to your office, I wanted to 
forward the attached directly.  Also, I understand that Geoff has not received the key code yet 
for the Mt. Charleston property.  Can you provide today?  Lastly, please confirm that Paula is 
moving from the Ruffian house this weekend. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Kara 
 
 
Kara Hendricks  
Shareholder  
 
T 702.938.6856 
 

From: January, Pamela D. (BStf-LV-LT) <Pamela.January@gtlaw.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, August 23, 2022 5:02 PM 
To: aaron@grigsbylawgroup.com 
Cc: Hendricks, Kara (Shld-LV-LT) <hendricksk@gtlaw.com> 
Subject: Securities and Exchange Commission v. Matthew Wade Beasley, et al - Paula Beasley’s 
Non-Compliance  
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Please see the attached correspondence on behalf of Kara Hendricks.  Please let us know should 
you have any questions. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Pamela D. January 
Legal Support Specialist 

Greenberg Traurig, LLP 
Suite 600 | 10845 Griffith Peak Drive | Las Vegas, Nevada 89135 
T +1 702.938.6849 
Pamela.January@gtlaw.com  |  www.gtlaw.com 

 

 

If you are not an intended recipient of confidential and privileged information in this 
email, please delete it, notify us immediately at postmaster@gtlaw.com, and do not use or 
disseminate the information. 
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EXHIBIT 14 
Title

Case 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY   Document 333-15   Filed 10/21/22   Page 1 of 3



Case 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY   Document 333-15   Filed 10/21/22   Page 2 of 3



Case 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY   Document 333-15   Filed 10/21/22   Page 3 of 3



EXHIBIT 15 

EXHIBIT 15 
Declaration of Ben Tranquillo
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KARA B. HENDRICKS, Bar No. 07743 
hendricksk@gtlaw.com 
JASON K. HICKS, Bar No. 13149 
hicksja@glaw.com 
KYLE A. EWING, Bar No 014051 
ewingk@gtlaw.com 
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
10845 Griffith Peak Drive, Suite 600 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89135 
Telephone:  (702) 792-3773 
Facsimile:   (702) 792-9002 

JARROD L. RICKARD, Bar No. 10203 
jlr@skrlawyers.com 
KATIE L. CANNATA, Bar No. 14848 
klc@skrlawyers.com 
SEMENZA KIRCHER RICKARD 
10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145 
Telephone:  (702) 835-6803 
Facsimile:   (702) 920-8669  

DAVID R. ZARO* 
dzaro@allenmatkins.com 
JOSHUA A. del CASTILLO* 
jdelcastillo@allenmatkins.com 
MATTHEW D. PHAM* 
mpham@allenmatkins.com 
*admitted pro hac vice
ALLEN MATKINS LECK GAMBLE
MALLORY & NATSIS LLP
865 South Figueroa Street
Suite 2800
Los Angeles, California  90017-2543
Telephone:  (213) 622-5555
Facsimile:   (213) 620-8816

Attorneys for Receiver    
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA   
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MATTHEW WADE BEASLEY et al. 

Defendants, 

THE JUDD IRREVOCABLE TRUST et al. 

Relief Defendants. 

CASE NO. 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY 

DECLARATION OF BEN 
TRANQUILLO IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO COMPEL OR 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION FOR ORDER 
TO SHOW CAUSE WHY PAULA 
BEASLEY AND AARON GRIGSBY 
SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN 
CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO 
COMPLY WITH THIS COURT’S 
ORDERS AND REQUEST FOR 
TURNOVER OF MERCEDES G-
WAGON OR VALUE OF SAME      

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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I, Ben Tranquillo, hereby declare as follows: 

1. I am the founder of The Car Consultant, Inc. (“TCC”). 

2. I make this declaration in support of the Receiver’s Motion to Compel of Alternative 

Motion for Order to Show Cause Why Paula Beasley and Aaron Grigsby Should Not be Held in 

Contempt for Failure to Comply with This Court’s Orders and Request for Turnover of Mercedes G-

Wagon or Value of Same (the “Motion”). 

3. I have personal knowledge of the following facts and am competent to testify thereto 

if necessary. 

4. TCC is a full-service company with extensive experience in all industries of the 

automotive community. 

5. I have nearly twenty (20) years of experience as a broker as well as owning 

dealerships, transportation companies, curating collections, and managing assets. 

6. Through TCC, I work in all aspects of vehicle management, curation, and sales. 

7. TCC also specializes in vehicle sales, consignment and acquisition and handles all 

aspects of the sale and closing process. 

8. I am personally familiar with the Mercedes Benz G63 G-Wagon (the “G-Wagon”) 

referenced in the Motion and viewed the same on October 11, 2022. 

9. Based on my professional experience and knowledge, the G-Wagon would have easily 

listed for north of $250,000 in late April or early May of this year. 

10. Due to chip shortages and manufacturing hold ups created by the pandemic values of 

cars were inflated 30-40% inflated across the board earlier this year and remained so in April and 

May of 2022.  

11. Mercedes G63s and many other luxury cars that are were affected by the chip shortage 

and it was not unusual in late spring early summer of 2022 for vehicles to be listed at $100,000 over 

MSRP.   

12. If sold for $170,000 in April of 2022, the G-Wagon was sold at least 30-35% under 

market and likely could have been sold for a minimum of $50,000 more. 

/ / / 
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13. The value of the G-Wagon has decreased from what it was in April of 2022 due to 

current market conditions.  However, even in the present market, $170,000 is well below market value 

and the G-Wagon could be sold for a significant profit.    

 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America and the State 

of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.  

DATED this 21st day of October, 2022 

     /s/  Ben Tranquillo 
    Ben Tranquillo 

Declarant  
 

Case 2:22-cv-00612-CDS-EJY   Document 333-16   Filed 10/21/22   Page 4 of 4


	333-main
	333-1
	333-2
	333-3
	333-4
	333-5
	333-6
	333-7
	333-8
	333-9
	333-10
	333-11
	333-12
	333-13
	333-14
	333-15
	333-16



