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Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COUR :I
ASTA W -

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
THE COUNTY OF CLARK

ALLA ZORIKOVA,
Case No: A-20-821249-C

Plaintiff(s), Dept No: XX
ept No:

VS.

JULIE PYLE; TAMMY WILLET; VEGAS
SHEPHERD RESCUE,

Defendant(s),

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

1. Appellant(s): Alla Zorikova
2. Judge: Eric Johnson
3. Appellant(s): Alla Zorikova
Counsel:

Alla Zorikova

1905 Wilcox, #175

Los Angele, CA 90068
4. Respondent (s): Julie Pyle; Tammy Willet; Vegas Shepherd Rescue

Counsel:

Casey D. Gish, Esq.
5940 S. Rainbow Blvd.

A-20-821249-C -1-

Case Number: A-20-821249-C
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Las Vegas, NV 89118

Appellant(s)'s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: N/A
Permission Granted: N/A

Respondent(s)’s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes
Permission Granted: N/A

Has Appellant Ever Been Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No
Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A
Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis**: Yes, September 25, 2020
**Fxpires 1 year from date filed
Appellant Filed Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: No
Date Application(s) filed: N/A
Date Commenced in District Court: September 15, 2020
Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: TORT - Other
Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Dismissal
Previous Appeal: No
Supreme Court Docket Number(s): N/A
Child Custody or Visitation: N/A
Possibility of Settlement: Unknown

Dated This 7 day of September 2021.

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

/s/ Amanda Hampton

Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk
200 Lewis Ave

PO Box 551601

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601
(702) 671-0512

cc: Alla Zorikova

A-20-821249-C -2-




Alla Zorikova, Plaintiff(s)

VS.

Julie Pyle, Defendant(s)

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C

Prclo7clV7 87 37 )

Location:

Judicial Officer:

Filed on:

Cross-Reference Case

Number:

Department 20
Johnson, Eric
09/15/2020
A821249

CASE INFORMATION

Case Type:

Case
Status:

Other Tort

09/15/2020 Open

DATE

CASE ASSIGNMENT

Current Case Assignment

Case Number A-20-821249-C
Court Department 20
Date Assigned 09/15/2020
Judicial Officer Johnson, Eric

PARTY INFORMATION

Plaintiff

Defendant

Zorikova, Alla

Gish, Casey
Removed: 09/02/2021
Dismissed

Pyle, Julie

Vegas Shepherd Rescue

Willet, Tammy
Removed: 09/02/2021
Dismissed

Lead Attorneys
Pro Se
3232095186(H)

Gish, Casey D.
Retained
702-529-1011(W)

Gish, Casey D.
Retained
702-529-1011(W)

DATE

EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT

INDEX

09/15/2020

09/15/2020

09/20/2020

09/24/2020

EVENTS

ﬁ Complaint
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[1] Complaint For Damages for Tort

E{I Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[2] Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis

E’}] Order to Proceed In Forma Pauperis
[3] Order Denying Motion to Proceed in Forma Pauperis

-
|fﬂ Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis

PAGE 1 OF 9
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09/24/2020

09/25/2020

10/02/2020

10/02/2020

10/02/2020

10/02/2020

10/02/2020

10/06/2020

10/24/2020

10/26/2020

10/26/2020

10/26/2020

10/29/2020

10/31/2020

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C

[4] Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis

'Ej Complaint
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla

[5] Complaint: for Damages Civil Conspiracy. Trespass, Theft, Fraud, International Infliction
of Emotional Distress, Property Damage and Possession of Stolen Property

Iy .
(1] Order to Proceed In Forma Pauperis
[6] Order to Proceed in Forma Pauperis

'E Summons
Filed by: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[7] summon

ﬁ Summons

Filed by: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[8] summons

f] Summons

[9] Summon

ﬁ Summons
Filed by: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[10] summonVegas

ﬁ Summons

Filed by: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[11] summonAll

ﬁ Clerk's Notice of Nonconforming Document
[12] Clerk's Notice of Nonconforming Documents

ﬁ Ex Parte

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[13] Ex Part Application for Temporary Restraining Order from Custody of Plaintiff's Dogs
and for Order to Return Plaintiff's Dogs and Plaintiff's Declaration in Support

.EJ Demand for Security of Costs
[14] Defendant Julie Pyle's Demand for Security of Costs

ﬁ Demand for Security of Costs
[15] Defendant Tammy Willet's Demand for Security of Costs

ﬁ Demand for Security of Costs
[16] Defendant Vegas Shepherd Rescue's Demand for Security of Costs

ﬁ Motion for Temporary Restraining Order
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[17] Motion to Schedule Hearing on Plaintiff's Ex Parte Application for Temporary
Restraining Order from Custody of Plaintiff's Dogs and for Order to Return Plaintiff's Dogs
and Plaintiff's Declaration in Support

ﬁ Objection
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla

PAGE2 OF 9
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10/31/2020

11/02/2020

12/04/2020

04/29/2021

05/06/2021

05/06/2021

05/07/2021

05/28/2021

05/28/2021

05/28/2021

05/29/2021

05/29/2021

05/29/2021

06/01/2021

06/08/2021

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C
[18] objections to Defendant's Demand for Security Costs

ﬁ Proof of Service
Filed by: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[19] proof of service

.EJ Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[20] Notice of Hearing

ﬂ Order

[21] Order

ﬁ Notice of Hearing
[22] Notice of Hearing

ﬁ Declaration
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[23] Declaration of Olivia Jeong in Support of Plaintiff's Exparte TRO Application

.EJ Certificate of Electronic Service
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[24] Certificate of Service

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[25] Plaintiff's Exhibit 15 in Support of plaintiff's Exparte Application for TRO

ﬁ Motion

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[26] Plaintiff's Motion for Leave of Court to Amend Complaint by Adding Defendants

T Exhibits

[27] Exhibit 1 supporting Motion to add Defendants

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[28] Exhibit 2 for Motion to Add Party

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[29] exhibit 4 to Motion to Add a Party

T Exhibits

[30] exhibit 5to Motion to Add a Party

ﬁ Motion to Add Party
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[31] searchable version of Motion to Add Party

.EJ Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[32] Notice of Hearing

T Affidavit of Service

PAGE 3 OF 9
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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[33] Affidavit of Service on J Pyle 10/09/20

06/08/2021 | T Affidavit of Service
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[34] Affidavit of Serviceon T Willet 10/09/20

06/08/2021 | ] Affidavit of Service
[35] Affidavit of Service on Vegas Shepherd Rescue Group 10/09/20

06/08/2021 ﬁ Motion for Default Judgment
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[36] Plaintiff's Mation for Default Judgment and Plaintiff's Declaration in Support

06/08/2021 | "B proof of Service
Filed by: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[37] Proof of Service Plaintiff's Motion for Default Judg

06/09/2021 fj Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[38] Notice of Hearing

06/10/2021 fj Proof of Service
Filed by: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[39] Proof of Service of Plaintiff's First Set of Interrogatories on Defendants

06/18/2021 ﬁ Notice of Association of Counsel

Filed By: Defendant Pyle, Julie; Defendant Willet, Tammy; Defendant Vegas Shepherd
Rescue
[40] Notice of Association of Counsel

06/18/2021 ﬁ Opposition and Countermotion

Filed By: Defendant Pyle, Julie; Defendant Gish, Casey; Defendant Willet,

Tammy; Defendant Vegas Shepherd Rescue

[41] Defendants Opposition To Plaintiff's Ex Parte Application for Temporary Restraining
Order from Custody of Plaintiff's Dogs and for Order to Return Plaintiff's Dogs and Plaintiff's
Declaration In Support; Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Amend; and Defendants Counter -
Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff's Complaint

06/18/2021 T Exhibits
[42] Exhibit 1

06/222021 | "B opposition
[43] Defendants Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Default Judgment

06/28/2021 | " opposition to Motion
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[44] Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss

0612912021 | "B Declaration

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla

[45] Plauntiff's Plaintiff's Declaration in Support for Opposition to Defendants Counter -
Motion to Dismiss and Reply to Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiff's Ex Parte Motion to
Return Plaintiff's Dogs

06/29/2021 T Exhibits

PAGE 4 OF 9 Printed on 09/07/2021 at 10:39 AM



06/29/2021

06/29/2021

06/29/2021

06/29/2021

06/29/2021

07/05/2021

07/05/2021

07/06/2021

07/06/2021

07/13/2021

07/13/2021

07/13/2021

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[46] Exhibit 1 in support of Zorikova's Declaration and Opposition to Motion to Dismiss

T Exhibits
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla

[47] Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 in support of Plaintiff's Declaration and Opposition to Motion to
Dismiss

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[48] Exhibit 4 in support of Zorikova's Declaration and Opposition to Motion to Dismiss

T Exhibits
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla

[49] Plaintiff's Exhibit 5 in support of Plaintiff's Declaration and Opposition to Motion to
Dismiss

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[50] Plaintiff's Exhibit 6 in support of Plaintiff's Declaration and Opposition to Motion to
Dismiss

T Exhibits
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla

[51] Plaintiff's Exhibit 8 in support of Plaintiff's Declaration and Opposition to Motion to
Dismiss

ﬁ Ex Parte Motion
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[52] Plaintiff's Ex Parte Motion to Extend Plaintiff's Deadline to Respond to Defendant's
Motion to Dismiss and/or Continue Hearing on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and
Declaration in Support

ﬁ Declaration
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[53] Plaintiff Declaration #2 in support of her Ex Parte Motion to extend filing deadline or to
continue hearing

ﬁ Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[54] Notice of Hearing

ﬁ Notice of Change of Hearing
[55] Notice of Change of Hearing

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[56] Plaintiff's Exhibits Part 3 to Opposition to Dismiss

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[57] Plaintiff's Exhibits Part 4 to Opposition to Dismiss

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[58] Plaintiff's Exhibits Part 5 to Opposition to Dismiss
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07/13/2021

07/13/2021

07/13/2021

07/21/2021

07/22/2021

08/14/2021

08/15/2021

08/15/2021

08/16/2021

08/16/2021

08/19/2021

08/23/2021

08/23/2021

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[59] Plaintiff's Exhibits Part 6 to Opposition to Dismiss

T Exhibits

[60] Plaintiff's Exhibit 19 to Opposition ta Dismiss

ﬁ Certificate of Service
Filed by: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[61] Plaintiff's Certificate of Service

= Reply

[62] Defendants Reply to Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants Counter-Motion to Dismiss
Plaintiffs Complaint

T Exhibits

[63] Exhibitsto Defendants Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendants Counter-Mation to
Dismiss Plaintiff's Complaint

ﬁ Ex Parte Motion
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[64] Plaintiff's Ex Parte Motion for Sanctions for Defendants Fal se Representations to the
Court, Memorandum of Points and Authorities and Declaration in Support

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[65] Exhibit 1in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for Sanctions

T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[66] Exhibit 2 in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for Sanctions

ﬁ Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[67] Notice of Hearing

ﬁ Certificate of Mailing

Filed By: Defendant Pyle, Julie; Defendant Willet, Tammy; Defendant Vegas Shepherd
Rescue
[68] Certificate of Mailing

f] Supplement
Filed by: Defendant Pyle, Julie; Defendant Willet, Tammy; Defendant Vegas Shepherd
Rescue
[69] Defendants' Supplement to Reply in Support of Counter-Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff's
Complaint

fj Motion to Set Aside
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
[70] Plaintiff's Motion to Set Aside Order ta Dismiss with Prejudice, Memorandum of Points
and Authorities, Exhibits and Declaration in Support

ﬁ Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[71] Notice of Hearing
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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C

08/27/2021 fj Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements
[72] Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements

08272021 | "] Application
[ 73] Defendants Application for Fees, Costs and Disbursements

08/28/2021 T objection

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla

[ 74] Plaintiff's Objections to Defendant's Costs and Proposed Order to Dismiss With
Prejudice, Memorandum of Points and Authorities, Exhibits and Declaration in Support
(Exhibits Filed Separately)

09/02/2021 Tl order
[75] ORDER

09/04/2021 ﬁ Notice of Appeal
[76] Plaintiff's Notice of Appeal

09/04/2021 T Exhibits

Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla

[77] Attachment to Plaintiff's Notice of Appeal (ORDER FROM WHICH APPEAL TAKES
PLACE)

09/06/2021 | B opposition
[ 78] Defendants Opposition to Plaintiff s Motion to Set Aside Order to Dismisswith Prej udice|

09/07/2021 ﬁ Case Appeal Statement
Filed By: Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
Case Appeal Statement

DISPOSITIONS

09/02/2021 Order of Dismissal With Prejudice (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

Debtors: Alla Zorikova (Plaintiff)

Creditors: Julie Pyle (Defendant), Casey Gish (Defendant), Tammy Willet (Defendant)
Judgment: 09/02/2021, Docketed: 09/03/2021

Comment: Dismissal is Sanctions

HEARINGS

06/09/2021 ﬁ Motion for Temporary Restraining Order (8:30 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

Hearing on Plaintiff's Ex Parte Application for Temporary Restraining Order from Custody of
Plaintiff's Dogs and for Order to Return Plaintiff's Dogs and Plaintiff's Declaration in Support
Matter Continued; |

Journal Entry Details:

Parties appeared via Blugjeans. Argument and colloquy regarding the require Security Bond
posting by PItf. COURT NOTED, the Bond was posted 04.21.21. Mr. Gish stated he never
received notice of the Bond posting. Satement by Ms. Zorikova. COURT ADVISED, Mr Gish
will have until 06.18.21 to file a Motion to Dismiss, and ORDERED, matter CONTINUED;
Pltf's. Response DUE 06.25.21, Deft's. Reply DUE 07.02.21. Pltf's. Motion for Leave of Court
to Amend Compliant by Adding Defts., SET 06.30.21, RESET. 07.07.21 9:00 AM. PLTF'S
MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO AMEND COMPLIANT TO ADD DEFT'S....HEARING
ON PLTF'SEX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER FROM
CUSTODY OF PLTF'SDOGSAND FOR ORDER TO RETURN PLTF'SDOGSAND PLTF'S
DECLARATION IN SUPPORT. ;

07/06/2021 ﬂ Minute Order (11:30 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

PAGE 7 OF 9 Printed on 09/07/2021 at 10:39 AM



08/10/2021

08/11/2021

08/18/2021

08/18/2021

08/18/2021

.EJ Minute Order (1:00 PM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

CANCELED Motion (8:30 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

Motion for Leave (9:15 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

Motion for Default Judgment (9:15 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

Opposition and Countermotion (9:15 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C

Minute Order - No Hearing Held;

Journal Entry Details:

Plaintiff Alla Zorikova filed an Ex-Parte Motion to Extend Plaintiff s Deadline to Respond to
Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and/or Continue Hearing on Defendant s Motion to Dismiss
and Declaration in Support on July 5, 2021. The matter was subsequently scheduled for
hearing on August 11, 2021. Good cause appearing, pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) the Court
hereby GRANTS the Ex-Parte Motion to Extend Plaintiff s Deadline to Respond to Defendant s
Motion to Dismiss and/or Continue Hearing on Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and
Declaration in Support. The new briefing schedule for Defendants June 18, 2021 Motion to
Dismissisasfollows: Plaintiff Zorikova s Opposition is due July 14, 2021, and Defendants
Reply isdue July 21, 2021. The Court hereby VACATES the August 11, 2021 hearing on
Plaintiff s Ex-Parte Motion to Extend Plaintiff s Deadline to Respond to Defendant s Motion to
Dismiss and/or Continue Hearing on Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and Declaration in
Support. The remaining motions set for hearing on July 14, 2021 have been continued to
August 11, 2021 at 8:30 a.m. Plaintiff is directed to prepare a proposed order and to circulate
it to opposing counsel for approval asto form and content before submitting it to chambers for
signature. Counsel isdirected to email a word and pdf copy of the proposed order to
dc20inbox@clarkcountycourts.us. CLERK'SNOTE: This Minute Order was electronically
served to all registered parties for Odyssey File & Serve.7/6/2021 khm;

Minute Order - No Hearing Held;

Journal Entry Details:

Plaintiff Zorikova filed an Ex-Parte Motion for TRO on October 24, 2020, a Motion for Leave
to Amend Complaint on May 28, 2021 and a Motion for Default Judgment on June 8, 2021.
Subsequently, Defendants Julie Pyle, Tammy Willet and Vegas Shepherd Rescuefiled an
Opposition thereto and Countermotion to Dismiss Plaintiff s Complaint. The matter was
subsequently scheduled for hearing on August 11, 2021. After considering the pleadings and
argument of counsel, the Court is setting an evidentiary hearing for Wednesday, August 18,
2021 at 9:15 a.m. asto the issue of the process server sidentity. In particular, the Court
expects Defendants to provide video of the process server whom they allege is Plaintiff
Zorikova. Snce thiswill be determinative as to the other motions, the August 11, 2021 hearing
on Plaintiff s Ex-Parte Mation for TRO, Plaintiff s Motion for Leave to Amend Complaint,
Plaintiff s Motion for Default Judgment, Defendants Julie Pyle, Tammy Willet and Vegas
Shepherd Rescue s Opposition thereto and Countermotion to Dismiss Plaintiff s Complaint are
rescheduled to August 18, 2021 at 9:15 a.m. 08/18/2021 9:15 AM EVIDENTIARY HEARING
MOTIONS RESCHEDULED TO: 08/18/2021 9:15 AM CLERK'SNOTE: This Minute Order
was electronically served to all registered parties for Odyssey File & Serve. 8/10/21 KHM;

Vacated

Plaintiff's Ex Parte Motion to Extend Plaintiff's Deadline to Respond to Defendant's Motion to
Dismiss and/or Continue Hearing on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Declaration in

Support

Plaintiff's Motion for Leave of Court to Amend Complaint by Adding Defendants

rescheduled to evidentiary hearing date
Case Dismissed;

Events: 06/08/2021 Motion for Default Judgment

Plaintiff's Pro Per Motion for Default Judgment and Plaintiff's Declaration in Support
Rescheduled to evidentiary hearing date

Case Dismissed;

Defendants Opposition To Plaintiff s Ex Parte Application for Temporary Restraining Order
from Custody of Plaintiff s Dogs and for Order to Return Plaintiff s Dogs and Plaintiff s
Declaration In Support; Opposition to Plaintiff s Motion to Amend; and Defendants Counter-
Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff s Complaint

Moved to evidentiary hearing date
Case Dismissed;
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08/18/2021

08/18/2021

08/18/2021

09/15/2021

09/29/2021

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-20-821249-C

Motion for Temporary Restraining Order (9:15 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)

Hearing on Plaintiff's Ex Parte Application for Temporary Restraining Order from Custody of
Plaintiff's Dogs and for Order to Return Plaintiff's Dogs and Plaintiff's Declaration in Support

rescheduled to evidentiary hearing date
Case Dismissed;

Evidentiary Hearing (9:15 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)
Case Dismissed;

All Pending Motions (9:15 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)
Matter Heard;

CANCELED Motion for Sanctions (8:30 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)
Vacated - per Judge
Plaintiff's Ex Parte Motion for Sanctions for Defendants False Representations to the Court,
Memorandum of Points and Authorities and Declaration in Support

Motion to Set Aside (10:30 AM) (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Eric)
Plaintiff's Motion to Set Aside Order to Dismiss with Prejudice, Memorandum of Points and
Authorities, Exhibits and Declaration in Support

DATE

FINANCIAL INFORMATION

Defendant Pyle, Julie
Total Charges

Total Payments and Credits
Balance Due as of 9/7/2021

Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
Total Charges

Total Payments and Credits
Balance Due as of 9/7/2021

Defendant Willet, Tammy
Security Cost Bond Balance as of 9/7/2021

Defendant Vegas Shepherd Rescue
Security Cost Bond Balance as of 9/7/2021

Plaintiff Zorikova, Alla
Security Cost Bond Balance as of 9/7/2021

PAGE 9 OF 9

669.00
0.00
669.00

270.00
270.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

1,500.00
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Electronically Filed
9/15/2020 6:08 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE COUE :I

DISTRICT COURT CIVIL COVER SHEET

CCounty, Nevada

Case No.
(Assigned by Clerk's Office)

I. Party Information (provide both home and mailing addresses if different)
Plaintiff(s) (name/address/phone):ALLA ZORIKOVA

ASE

CA NO:-A-20-821249-C
Defendant(s) (name/address/phone):

T X O OT

Department 20

1905 WILCOX AVE, #175, L.A., CA 90068
3232095186

VEGAS SHEPHERD RESCUE
2620 REGATTA DRIVE,, LAS VEGAS, NV 89128

JULIE PYLE, 4233 HELEN AVE., LAS VEGAS, NV
89130

TAMMY WILLET, 2620 REGATTA DRIVE., LAS
VEGAS, NV 89128

Attorney (name/address/phone): Attorney (name/address/phone):

L Nature of Controversy g ! ligable fil \
Civil Case Filing Types

Real Property

Torts

Landlord/Tenant
Unlawful Detainer
Other Landlord/Tenant
Title to Property
Judicial Foreclosure
Other Title to Property
Other Real Property

I R

Condemnation/Eminent Domain
Other Real Property

Z

L0

[ [ T T ]

egligence

Medical/Dental
Legal

Accounting

Other Malpractice

Auto

Premises Liability
Other Negligence
Malpractice

|

Other Torts

Product Liability
Intentional Misconduct
Employment Tort
Insurance Tort

X Other Tort

Probate

Construction Defect & Contract

Judicial Review/Appeal

Probate (select case type and estate value)
Summary Administration
General Administration

Special Administration

Set Aside
Trust/Conservatorship

Other Probate

Estate Value

I |

Over $200,000
Between $100,000 and $200,000
| Under $100,000 or Unknown

Construction Defect

Iy A

Chapter 40

Other Construction Defect
Contract Case

Uniform Commercial Code
Building and Construction
Insurance Carrier
Commercial Instrument
Collection of Accounts
Employment Contract
Other Contract

Case Number: A-20-821249-C

Judicial Review

Foreclosure Mediation Case
Petition to Seal Records
Mental Competency

Nevada State Agency Appeal
Department of Motor Vehicle
Worker's Compensation
Other Nevada State Agency
Appeal Other

Appeal from Lower Court
Other Judicial Review/Appeal

I |



| |Under $2,500
Civil Writ Other Civil Filing
Civil Writ Other Civil Filing
Writ of Habeas CorpusWrit of D Prohibition Compromise of Minor's Claim
Writ of MandamusOther Civil Writ |:| Foreign Judgment
Writ of Quo Warrant Other Civil Matters

Business Court filings should be filed using the Business Court civil coversheet.

0

09/06/2020  Date Signature of initiating party or representajye

See other side for family-related case filings.
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Electronically Filed

09/02/2021 12:09 P!
ORDR
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
ALLA ZORIKOVA; CASE NO.A-20-821249-C
DEPT. NO. XX
Plaintiff(s),
Vs. Hearing Date: 8/18/2021

Hearing Time: 9:15 a.m.
JULIE PYLE, TAMMY WILLET, VEGAS
SHEPHERD RESCUE AND DOES |
THROUGH X, INDIVIDUALS, AND ROE
BUSINESS ENTITIES | THROUGH X,

Defendant(s).

ORDER

THIS MATTER having come on for hearing on the 18" day of August, 2021 at 9:15 a.m.
before the HONORABLE ERIC JOHNSON; Plaintiff ALLA ZORIKOVA appearing Pro Se;
Defendants, JULIE PYLE and VEGAS SHEPHERD RESCUE appearing in person and by and
through their counsel, CASEY D. GISH, ESQ. of THE LAW OFFICE OF CASEY D. GISH, and
SHANA D. WEIR, ESQ. of WEIR LAW GROUP; Defendant TAMMY WILLET, appearing by
and through her counsel, CASEY D. GISH, ESQ. of THE LAW OFFICES OF CASEY D. GISH,
and SHANA D. WEIR, ESQ. of WEIR LAW GROUP; the Court having set an evidentiary hearing
to consider whether Plaintiff properly effected service of the summons and complaints under Rules
4 and 4.2 of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure. The Court having considered the papers and
pleadings on file, the oral arguments of counsel, testimony of witnesses, and evidence entered

therein, makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:
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1) The Complaint is dismissed as to Defendants, Julie Pyle, Tammy Willet and Casey
Gish! because service was not proper under NRCP 4.2(a) as to the individuals. Service was not
made personally, or to the individuals’ dwellings or abodes, or to any agent authorized to accept
service of process. The location of alleged service was a mail drop area of a business located at
2620 Regatta Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada.

2) The Complaint is dismissed as to Defendant Vegas Shepherd Rescue because service
was not proper under NRCP 4.2(c). Service was not made on the registered agent, an officer or
director, or any other agent authorized to receive process.

3) The Complaint is likewise dismissed as to Defendants because the affidavits of service
were not timely filed pursuant to NRCP 4(d). Plaintiff claims to have effectuated service of process
on October 5, 2020; and again on October 9, 2020. However, Plaintiff did not file any affidavits
of service until June 8, 2021 which was well past the due date imposed by NRCP 4(d), requiring
affidavits of service to be filed within the time for filing an answer or responsive pleading.

4) At the evidentiary hearing on August 18, 2021, the Court sought to determine if service
of the summons and complaint on Defendants was accomplished by Plaintiff’s daughter, Olivia
Jeong, as claimed by Plaintiff and indicated in her June 8, 2021 affidavits of service. Defendants
contended that to the extent any service was attempted, it was done by Plaintiff herself, an
unqualified person under NRCP 4(c)(3).

Plaintiff called Ms Jeong as a witness. Ms. Jeong testified that she served packages of
materials for Plaintiff at 2620 Regatta Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada on October 5 and October 9,

2020. When pressed how she came to Las Vegas from her home in Barstow, California, to deliver

1Mr. Gish was not named as a Defendant in Plaintiff’s Complaint filed on September 15, 2020 or
in the Complaint filed on September 24, 2020. However, at some point, Plaintiff unilaterally
altered the caption to include him as a Defendant.

2
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the packets on the two different dates, Ms. Jeong stated she paid an unknown middle age male to
take her from Barstow in a truck to the 2620 Regatta Drive address. The Court finds Ms. Jeong’s
testimony to be not credible and Plaintiff knowingly proffered this false testimony to the Court.
The Court reaches this conclusion based on Ms. Jeong’s demeanor, her refusal and/or inability to
answer basic questions, her long delays in responding to basic questions, and her inconsistent and
often evasive answers and other responses. Her testimony was also not consistent with the
testimony of Julie Pyle, which is discussed below and which the Court finds credible.

5) Plaintiff also testified at the hearing. She claimed while she delivered a package of
materials on October 6, 2020 to 2620 Regatta Drive, including the summons and the complaint,
she had sent her daughter into the address on both October 5 and October 9, 2020 to formally
affect service of the documents. The Court does not find Plaintiff’s testimony to be credible and
believes Plaintiff testified falsely at the hearing. The Court’s conclusion is based, in part, upon
the Plaintiff’s statements in her pleadings and papers, the testimony presented at the hearing, the
demeanor of the Plaintiff’s in presenting her testimony at the hearing and her evasive and
contradictory answers. Her testimony was not consistent with the testimony of Julie Pyle, which
is discussed below and which the Court finds credible. During her testimony, Plaintiff also gave
answers regarding her alleged inability to remember her current business/residence address, or
even the county in Texas in which her current business/residence is situated. She then later
admitted to the Court these were false answers and she was actually trying to conceal the location
of her current business/residence in Texas because she did not want to reveal that location to the
Defendants due to supposed safety concerns and ongoing litigation in other jurisdictions.

6) Defendants called Julie Pyle, who is a director of Defendant VVegas Shepherd Rescue.
Ms. Pyle testified that she picks up the mail for Vegas Shepherd Rescue from its mail drop at 2620

Regatta Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada. She explained she and Tammy Willet are the only two
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individuals authorized to pick up the mail and effectively it is only her as Ms. Willet lives out of
state. Ms. Pyle testified Ms. Willet called her on October 6, 2020, and indicated she had received
a call from the receptionist at 2620 Regatta Drive who told her an individual who identified herself
as “Alla” had left a packet of legal materials with the receptionist. Ms. Willet asked Ms. Pyle to
pick up the packet. Ms. Pyle went to the address and received the packet which she presented in
Court and was admitted as an exhibit. She testified that she was not contacted on either October
5 or October 9 about Ms. Jeong’s supposed service of the summons and complaint on those dates.
She stated the only packet of litigation materials she picked up at the 2620 Regatta Drive address
was the one packet she picked up October 6 which was left by someone named “Alla.” She did
not receive the packets Ms. Jeong supposedly delivered to 2620 Regatta Drive on October 5 and
October 9, 2020.

7) Defendants introduced a video of the lobby area at the 2620 Regatta Drive address into
evidence. It showed a woman entering the lobby on October 6, 2020, speaking with the
receptionist and leaving a packet of papers which were later picked up by Ms. Pyle. Plaintiff
admitted in her testimony the woman in the video was her.

8) Based on the evidence presented, the Court concludes the only effort at service of the
summons and complaint at the 2620 Regatta Drive address was accomplished by Plaintiff herself
on October 6, 2020. Ms. Jeong did not ride in a truck driven by an unknown middle age male
from Barstow, California on October 5 and October 9, 2020 to the 2620 Regatta Drive address in
Las Vegas, Nevada and deliver two separate packets of legal documents. The Court finds Plaintiff
and Ms. Jeong presented false testimony at the hearing to attempt to establish service of the
summons and complaint on defendants. The complaint is dismissed as to Defendants as any
service of the summons and complaint which was attempted, was done by Plaintiff, an unqualified

person under NRCP 4(c)(3).
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9) Plaintiff has abused the judicial process, including having presented false and
misleading testimony to the Court, and having prepared and filed false and misleading documents
with the Court. As a general proposition, the trial court has the inherent power to dismiss a
plaintiff's action to protect the integrity of the judicial process and to sanction a party’s failure to
comply with the rules of procedure or any order of the court. See NRCP 41(b). Cf. Meeker v.
Rizley, 324 F.2d 269, 271 (10th Cir. 1963). The Court finds Plaintiff’s false testimony and
presenting of false testimony at the August 18, 2021 hearing was willful and in bad faith, and not
from any confusion or inability to comply with the rules concerning service of summons and
complaint. Plaintiff may have been confused in October 2020 as a pro per party as to how to
properly effect service. However, when Plaintiff discovered her personal service of process was
not proper, she did not attempt to correct her actions under the rules or refile her complaint.
Instead, Plaintiff decided to falsely represent she had properly served the defendants, claiming her
daughter served the papers and then filing false affidavits of service with the Court. Plaintiff gave
false testimony at the hearing and drew her daughter into her improper conduct by calling the
daughter to give false testimony. See Batson v. Neal Spelce Associates, 765 F.2d 511, 514 (5th
Cir.1985)

The Court has considered whether a less drastic sanction than dismissal with prejudice may
be appropriate. In the instant matter, to simply dismiss the case without prejudice and allowing
the Plaintiff to refile would virtually allow the plaintiff to get away with giving false testimony
under oath without a meaningful penalty. Id. While Plaintiff possibly could be cross-examined
at trial on her false testimony at the hearing, it would require extensive development of a collateral
matter to the litigation. Additionally, to the extent such cross-examination or impeachment would
be proper, such examination would already be available to Defendants and Plaintiff would suffer

no additional penalty. See Pierce v. Heritage Properties, Inc., 688 So.2d 1385, 1390 (Miss. 1997).
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As discussed below, the Court is also sanctioning Plaintiff for attorney fees and costs Defendants
incurred in preparing the portion of their motion to dismiss concerning service by an unqualified
person and in preparing and presenting the hearing. The Court considered whether this monetary
sanction alone would be a sufficient penalty for Plaintiff’s presentation of false testimony. The
Court believes at this early stage of the litigation, the fees and costs would not be great enough to
sufficiently sanction Plaintiff and discourage her and others from similar conduct. The Court is
also concerned as to Defendants’ ability to collect such fees and costs from Plaintiff.

The Court has considered whether Plaintiff’s conduct caused Defendants to suffer any
prejudice as to their preparation for trial if Plaintiff was allowed to refile her complaint. While
Plaintiff’s conduct has not impacted Defendants’ ability to develop the merits of the case if it was
to ultimately go to trial, Plaintiff’s conduct was substantially prejudicial to Defendants as it sought
to cause defendants to defend a lawsuit not properly served upon them. Additionally, as noted
above, Plaintiff is acting as her own attorney and is not blameless. While she may not have
understood the procedure for proper service of process, she understood she was providing false
testimony to dupe the Court and the parties into believing that she properly served the summons
and complaint. Plaintiff did not act negligently, but willfully and in bad faith. See Batson, 765
F.2d at 514. The Court finds dismissal with prejudice is appropriate in the instant case not just to
penalize Plaintiff whose conduct “warrants such a sanction, but to deter those who might be
tempted to engage in such conduct in the absence of a deterrent.” Nat'l Hockey League v. Metro.
Hockey Club, Inc., 427 U.S. 639, 643 (1976).

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, this Court’s dismissal of Plaintiff’s
Complaint against Defendants is with prejudice as a sanction for Plaintiff’s abuse of the judicial

process.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendants’ counsel,
Casey D. Gish, Esq. and Shana D. Weir, Esq., shall be awarded attorney’s fees for having to
unnecessarily litigate the propriety of Plaintiff’s service of the summons and complaint.
Defendant’s counsel shall be awarded reasonable fees and cost for the preparation of the portion
of the motion to dismiss and reply concerning improper service of summons by an unqualified
person and for their preparation for, and attendance at, the hearing on August 18,
2021. Defendants’ Counsel shall submit billings and a memorandum regarding the factors
required under Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat. Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 346, 455 P.2d 31, 31 (1969), by
August 27, 2021. Plaintiff shall file any responsive pleading by September 10, 2021. Defendants
shall file any reply thereto by September 17, 2021.

IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the remaining motions set for
hearing on August 18, 2021, to wit 1) Plaintiff’s Motion for Default Judgment, 2) Plaintiff’s Ex
Parte Application for Temporary Restraining Order From Custody of Plaintiff’s Dogs and for
Order to Return Plaintiff’s Dogs and Plaintiff’s Declaration in Support, and 3) Plaintiff’s Motion
for Leave of Court to Amend Complaint by Adding Defendants, are denied as moot.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff’s Motion for

Sanctions set for hearing on September 15, 2021, shall be vacated.

Iy

Iy
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendants shall file a
supplement to their Motion to Dismiss by August 19, 2021, to include a copy of the settlement
agreement between Plaintiff, Ms. Jeong, and San Bernardino County in the amount of $325,000
that supports Defendants’ argument to decertify Plaintiff’s In Forma Pauperis status. Plaintiff shall

file any responsive pleading by August 27, 2021.

Dated this __day of _ , 2021 Dated this 2nd day of September, 2021

PN

DISTRICT CO,IJ?ET JUDGE

EAB 33D 383C 575F
Eric Johnson
District Court Judge
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CSERV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Alla Zorikova, Plaintiff(s) CASE NO: A-20-821249-C
VS. DEPT. NO. Department 20

Julie Pyle, Defendant(s)

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 9/2/2021

Casey Gish, Esq. casey@gishlawfirm.com

Shana Weir sweir@weirlawgroup.com

Alla Zorikova stevejohn19732017@gmail.com
Alla Zorikova olivia.car@mail.ru

If indicated below, a copy of the above mentioned filings were also served by mail
via United States Postal Service, postage prepaid, to the parties listed below at their last
known addresses on 9/3/2021

Casey Gish Van Law Firm
Attn: Casey D. Gish
5940 S. Rainbow Blvd.
Las Vegas, NV, 89118




A-20-821249-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES June 09, 2021

A-20-821249-C Alla Zorikova, Plaintiff(s)
Vs.
Julie Pyle, Defendant(s)

June 09, 2021 8:30 AM Motion for Temporary
Restraining Order
HEARD BY: Johnson, Eric COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 12A

COURT CLERK: EFErin Burnett
Shelley Boyle

RECORDER: Angie Calvillo
REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT: Gish, Casey D. Attorney

JOURNAL ENTRIES
- Parties appeared via Bluejeans.

Argument and colloquy regarding the require Security Bond posting by Pltf. COURT NOTED, the
Bond was posted 04.21.21. Mr. Gish stated he never received notice of the Bond posting. Statement
by Ms. Zorikova. COURT ADVISED, Mr Gish will have until 06.18.21 to file a Motion to Dismiss, and
ORDERED, matter CONTINUED; Pltf's. Response DUE 06.25.21, Deft's. Reply DUE 07.02.21. Pltf's.
Motion for Leave of Court to Amend Compliant by Adding Defts., SET 06.30.21, RESET.

07.07.21  9:00 AM. PLTF'SMOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO AMEND COMPLIANT TO
ADD DEFT'S...HEARING ON PLTF'S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER FROM CUSTODY OF PLTF'S DOGS AND FOR ORDER TO RETURN
PLTF'S DOGS AND PLTF'S DECLARATION IN SUPPORT.

PRINT DATE: 09/07/2021 Page 1 of 5 Minutes Date:  June 09, 2021



A-20-821249-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES July 06, 2021

A-20-821249-C Alla Zorikova, Plaintiff(s)
Vs.
Julie Pyle, Defendant(s)

July 06, 2021 11:30 AM Minute Order

HEARD BY: Johnson, Eric COURTROOM: Chambers
COURT CLERK: Kathryn Hansen-McDowell

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Plaintiff Alla Zorikova filed an Ex-Parte Motion to Extend Plaintiff s Deadline to Respond to
Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and/or Continue Hearing on Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and
Declaration in Support on July 5, 2021. The matter was subsequently scheduled for hearing on
August 11, 2021.

Good cause appearing, pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) the Court hereby GRANTS the Ex-Parte Motion to
Extend Plaintiff s Deadline to Respond to Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and/or Continue Hearing
on Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and Declaration in Support. The new briefing schedule for
Defendants June 18, 2021 Motion to Dismiss is as follows: Plaintiff Zorikova s Opposition is due July
14, 2021, and Defendants Reply is due July 21, 2021.

The Court hereby VACATES the August 11, 2021 hearing on Plaintiff s Ex-Parte Motion to Extend
Plaintiff s Deadline to Respond to Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and/or Continue Hearing on
Defendant s Motion to Dismiss and Declaration in Support. The remaining motions set for hearing on
July 14, 2021 have been continued to August 11, 2021 at 8:30 a.m.

Plaintiff is directed to prepare a proposed order and to circulate it to opposing counsel for approval

PRINT DATE: 09/07/2021 Page 2 of 5 Minutes Date:  June 09, 2021



A-20-821249-C

as to form and content before submitting it to chambers for signature. Counsel is directed to email a
word and pdf copy of the proposed order to dc20inbox@clarkcountycourts.us.

CLERK'S NOTE: This Minute Order was electronically served to all registered parties for Odyssey
File & Serve.7/6/2021 khm

PRINT DATE: 09/07/2021 Page 3 of 5 Minutes Date:  June 09, 2021
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES August 10, 2021

A-20-821249-C Alla Zorikova, Plaintiff(s)
Vs.
Julie Pyle, Defendant(s)

August 10, 2021 1:00 PM Minute Order

HEARD BY: Johnson, Eric COURTROOM: Chambers
COURT CLERK: Kathryn Hansen-McDowell

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Plaintiff Zorikova filed an Ex-Parte Motion for TRO on October 24, 2020, a Motion for Leave to
Amend Complaint on May 28, 2021 and a Motion for Default Judgment on June 8, 2021.
Subsequently, Defendants Julie Pyle, Tammy Willet and Vegas Shepherd Rescue filed an Opposition
thereto and Countermotion to Dismiss Plaintiff s Complaint. The matter was subsequently scheduled
for hearing on August 11, 2021.

After considering the pleadings and argument of counsel, the Court is setting an evidentiary hearing
for Wednesday, August 18, 2021 at 9:15 a.m. as to the issue of the process server s identity. In
particular, the Court expects Defendants to provide video of the process server whom they allege is
Plaintiff Zorikova. Since this will be determinative as to the other motions, the August 11, 2021
hearing on Plaintiff s Ex-Parte Motion for TRO, Plaintiff s Motion for Leave to Amend Complaint,
Plaintiff s Motion for Default Judgment, Defendants Julie Pyle, Tammy Willet and Vegas Shepherd
Rescue s Opposition thereto and Countermotion to Dismiss Plaintiff s Complaint are rescheduled to
August 18, 2021 at 9:15 a.m.

08/18/2021 9:15 AM EVIDENTIARY HEARING

PRINT DATE: 09/07/2021 Page 4 of 5 Minutes Date:  June 09, 2021
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MOTIONS RESCHEDULED TO: 08/18/2021 9:15 AM

CLERK'S NOTE: This Minute Order was electronically served to all registered parties for Odyssey
File & Serve. 8/10/21 KHM

PRINT DATE: 09/07/2021 Page 5 of 5 Minutes Date:  June 09, 2021



EXHIBIT(S) LIST

Case No.: AB821249 Hearing: Evidentiary
Dept. No.: XX Judge: E.Johnson

Court Clerk: Kathryn Hansen-McDowell
Plaintiff: Alla Zorikova Recorder: Trisha Garcia

Counsel for Plaintiff: Pro Se

VS.

Defendant: Julie Pyle Counsel for Defendant: Casey Gish

Shana Weir

HEARING BEFORE THE COURT
Plaintiff’s EXHIBITS

Exhibit Date Date
Number | Exhibit Description Offered | Objection | Admitted
1 Declaration of Olivia Jeong - In Support of Service Process 8/18/2021 | Yes 8/18/2021 |\Wy

Rev. 03/2016



EXHIBIT(S) LIST

Case No.: AB21249 Hearing: Evidentiary Hearing
Dept. No.: XX Judge: E. Johnson

Court Clerk: Kathryn Hansen-McDowell
Plaintiff: Alla Zorikova Recorder: Trisha Garcia

Couﬁsel for Plaintiff: Pro Se

vs.

Defendant: Julie Pyle Counsel for Defendant: Casey Gish

Shana Weir

HEARING BEFORE THE COURT
Defendant’s EXHIBITS

Exhibit Date Date
Number | Exhibit Description Offered | Objection | Admitted
A Flash Drive — video 8/18/2021 8/18/2021 yyx
B Copies of Text Messages 8/18/2021 8/18/2021 | WA
C Packet of paperwork dated 10/6/2020 — 92 pages. 8/18/2021 8/18/2021 |wx

Rev. 03/2016



EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT CLERK'S OFFICE

NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY
ON APPEAL TO NEVADA SUPREME COURT

ALLA ZORIKOVA
1905 WILCOX 175
LOS ANGELES, CA 90068

DATE: September 7, 2021
CASE: A-20-821249-C

RE CASE: ALLAZORIKOVA vs. JULIE PYLE; TAMMY WILLET; VEGAS SHEPHERD RESCUE
NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED: September 4, 2021
YOUR APPEAL HAS BEEN SENT TO THE SUPREME COURT.
PLEASE NOTE: DOCUMENTS NOT TRANSMITTED HAVE BEEN MARKED:

O $250 — Supreme Court Filing Fee (Make Check Payable to the Supreme Court)**
If the $250 Supreme Court Filing Fee was not submitted along with the original Notice of Appeal, it must be
mailed directly to the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court Filing Fee will not be forwarded by this office if
submitted after the Notice of Appeal has been filed.

O $24 — District Court Filing Fee (Make Check Payable to the District Court)**

O $500 — Cost Bond on Appeal (Make Check Payable to the District Court)**
NRAP 7: Bond For Costs On Appeal in Civil Cases
Previously paid Bonds are not transferable between appeals without an order of the District Court.

O Case Appeal Statement
- NRAP 3 (a)(1), Form 2

N Order
X Notice of Entry of Order for Order filed 09/02/2021

NEVADA RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 3 (a) (3) states:

“The district court clerk must file appellant’s notice of appeal despite perceived deficiencies in the notice, including the failure to
pay the district court or Supreme Court filing fee. The district court clerk shall apprise appellant of the deficiencies in writing,
and shall transmit the notice of appeal to the Supreme Court in accordance with subdivision (g) of this Rule with a notation to the
clerk of the Supreme Court setting forth the deficiencies. Despite any deficiencies in the notice of appeal, the clerk of the Supreme
Court shall docket the appeal in accordance with Rule 12.”

Please refer to Rule 3 for an explanation of any possible deficiencies.

“*Per District Court Administrative Order 2012-01, in regards to civil litigants, "...all Orders to Appear in Forma Pauperis expire one year from
the date of issuance.” You must reapply for in Forma Pauperis status.



Certification of Copy

State of Nevada } ss
County of Clark .

I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Court of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of
Nevada, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full and correct copy of the hereinafter stated
original document(s):

NOTICE OF APPEAL; CASE APPEAL STATEMENT; DISTRICT COURT
DOCKET ENTRIES; CIVIL COVER SHEET; ORDER; DISTRICT COURT MINUTES; EXHIBITS
LIST; NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY

ALLA ZORIKOVA,
Case No: A-20-821249-C

Plaintiff(s), Dept No: XX
ept No:

VS.

JULIE PYLE; TAMMY WILLET; VEGAS
SHEPHERD RESCUE,

Defendant(s),

now on file and of record in this office.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto
Set my hand and Affixed the seal of the
Court at my office, LLas Vegas, Nevada

This 7 day-of September 2021.

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

—7N

Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk




EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
CLERK OF THE COURT
REGIONAL JUSTICE CENTER
200 LEWIS AVENUE, 3 FI.
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89155-1160
(702) 671-4554

Steven D. Grierson Anntoinette Naumec-Miller
Clerk of the Court Court Division Administrator

September 7, 2021

Elizabeth A. Brown

Clerk of the Court

201 South Carson Street, Suite 201
Carson City, Nevada 89701-4702

RE: ALLA ZORIKOVA vs. JULIE PYLE; TAMMY WILLET; VEGAS SHEPHERD RESCUE
D.C. CASE: A-20-821249-C

Dear Ms. Brown:

Please find enclosed a Notice of Appeal packet, filed September 4, 2021. Due to extenuating circumstances
minutes from the date(s) listed below have not been included:

August 18, 2021

We do not currently have a time frame for when these minutes will be available.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me at (702) 671-0512.

Sincerely,
STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CLERK OF THE COURT

—N

Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk
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