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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

INDICATE FULL CAPTION:

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC., a Nevada ) NO. 54389
Corporation, )
)
Appellant(s), ) DOCKETING STATEMENT
) CIVIL APPEALS
Vs. )
)
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT and) F I L E D
THE HONORABLE JESSIE WALSH, )
) SEP 09 2009
Respondent(s), )
) CLE%RK:\%ES%'PLF'Z%DZEEMCASURT
and % BY bEl;UTY CLERK
VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited )
Partnership, )
)
Real Party in Interest. )
)
GENERAL INFORMATION

All appellants not in proper person must complete this docketing statement. NRAP 14(a). The
purpose of the docketing statement is to assist the Supreme Court in screening jurisdiction,
classifying cases for en banc, panel, or expedited treatment, compiling statistical information and
identifying parties and their counsel.

WARNING

This statement must be completed fully, accurately and on time. NRAP 14(c). The Supreme
Court may impose sanctions on counsel or appellant if it appears that the information provided is
incomplete or inaccurate. Id. Failure to attach requested documents, fill out the statement
completely, or to file it in a timely manner constitutes grounds for the imposition of sanctions,
including a fine and/or dismissal of the appeal.

This court has noted that when attorneys do not take seriously their obligations under NRAP 14
to complete the docketing statement properly and conscientiously, they waste the valuable
judicial resources of this court, making the imposition of sanctions appropriate. See KDI Sylvan
Pools v. Workman, 107 Nev. 340, 344, 810 P.2d 1217, 1220 (1991). Please use tab dividers to
separate any attached documents.

SEp U § 9hny
THASIN &, LINDEMAN

CLERK OF SUPREME
Nithi aumcouur
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1. Judicial District_Eighth Judicial District Court Department_X |
County  Clark Judge Hon. Jessie Walsh
District Ct. Case No. _AS587179

2. Attorney filing this docketing statement:

Attorney Jean A. Weil Telephone __702-314-1905
Firm Weil & Drage, APC

Address 6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203, Las Vegas, NV_89103
Client(s) WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

If this is a joint statement by multiple appellants, add the names and addresses of other
counsel and the names of their clients on an additional sheet accompanied by a certification
that they concur in the filing of this statement.

3. Attorney(s) representing respondent(s): Unknown. However, VEGAS VP, LP was
represented by the following attorneys in the District Court proceedings:

Attorney Mark E. Ferrario, Esq., Tami D. Cowden, Esq., Lisa J. Zastrow, Esq.
Telephone (702) 792-7000/Fax: (702) 796-7181

Firm KUMMER, KAEMPFER, BONNER, RENSHAW & FERRARIO
Address 3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., 7™ Floor, Las Vegas, NV 89169
Client(s) VEGAS VP. LP

(List additional counsel on separate sheet if necessary)

4. Nature of disposition below (check all that apply):

Judgment after bench trial [] Dismissal:

Judgment after jury verdict [] Lack of jurisdiction

Summary judgment [] Failure to state a claim

Default judgment [] Failure to prosecute

Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief [ ] Other (specify):

Grant/Denial of injunction [] Divorce decree:

Grant/Denial of declaratory relief [] Original [] Modification

Review of agency determination B¢ Other disposition (specify): _ Review of

Arbitration Award
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5. Does this appeal raise issues concerning any of the following?

[ ] Child custody [[] Termination of parental rights
[] Venue [[] Grant/Denial of injunction or TRO
] Adoption [] Juvenile matters

N/A

6. Pending and prior proceedings in this court. List the case name and docket number of all
appeals or original proceedings presently or previously pending before this court which are
related to this appeal:

N/A

7. Pending and prior proceedings in other courts. List the case name, number and court of all
pending and prior proceedings in other courts which are related to this appeal (e.g., bankruptcy,
consolidated or bifurcated proceedings) and their dates of disposition:

N/A

8. Nature of the action. Briefly describe the nature of the action, including a list of the causes of
action pleaded, and the result below:

This dispute arises out of a contract wherein Vegas VP, LP (“Vegas VP”) engaged WPH
Architecture, Inc. (“WPH?”) to perform certain architectural services for a mid-rise condominium
project known as the Metropolis Lofts and Flats located in Las Vegas, Nevada (the “Project”).
After an unsuccessful mediation on or about March 7, 2007, Vegas VP filed and arbitration
demand with the American Arbitration Association (“AAA”) for claims of architectural
malpractice against WPH related to the Project. The underlying two-week arbitration took place
was before an AAA panel of arbitrators (the “Panel”) and resulted in the Panel’s January 6, 2009
Award of a complete defense verdict for WPH.

Thereafter, WPH submitted to the Panel a Post-Award Motion for Costs, Attorney’s Fees
and Interest, because, among other things, WPH had previously served two statutory Offers of
Judgment, pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure 68 and Nevada Revised Statutes 17.115,
to Vegas VP, both of which were rejected. The Panel denied WPH’s Post-Award Motion.

On April 7, 2009, WPH filed a motion in the Eighth Judicial District Court to, among
other things, confirm in part, modify or correct the Award to order Vegas VP to pay WPH with
its costs, attorneys’ fees and interest as a result of Vegas VP rejecting both of WPH’S statutory
Offers of Judgment. The Eighth Judicial District Court subsequently ordered that WPH’s subject
motion to modify or correct the Award be denied. However, the District Court failed to
otherwise confirm the remainder of the Award. Thereafter, WPH filed a motion to clarify the
District Court’s Order regarding confirmation of the Award. The District Court granted WPH’s
motion to clarify and issued a second Order confirming the Award.
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WPH now appeals from the Eighth Judicial District Court’s Order denying WPH’S
subject motion to modify or correct the Award. To the extent that the District Court’s second
Order confirming the remainder of the Award grants WPH standing to appeal, WPH appeals
same. ,

9. Issues on appeal. State concisely the principal issue(s) in this appeal (attach separate sheets as
necessary):

The principal issue in this appeal is whether Nevada’s statutory Offers of Judgment, as
set forth in NRCP 68 and NRS 17.115, apply to arbitration proceedings venued in Nevada when
(i) an agreement provides that arbitration proceedings are governed by the laws of the Nevada,
(ii) the Project which is the subject of the dispute is located in Nevada and (iii) throughout the
entirety of the arbitration proceedings, including the entire prehearing and hearing briefings, the
parties and the Panel cited, relied upon and applied Nevada law.

The arbitration Panel did not believe it had jurisdiction to rule on the issue because it is a
matter of first impression in Nevada. The District Court did not explain its Order in denying
WPH’s subject motion to modify or correct the Award.

10. Pending proceedings in this court raising the same or similar issues. If you are aware of
any proceeding presently pending before this court which raises the same or similar issues raised
in this appeal, list the case name and docket number and identify the same or similar issues
raised:

N/A

11. Constitutional issues. If this appeal challenges the constitutionality of a statute, and the
state, any state agency, or any officer or employee thereof is not a party to this appeal, have you
notified the clerk of this court and the attorney general in accordance with NRAP 44 and

NRS 30.130?

X N/A

[] Yes
[] No

If not, explain:
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12. Other issues. Does this appeal involve any of the following issues?

Reversal of well-settled Nevada precedent (on an attachment, identify the case(s))

An issue arising under the United States and/or Nevada Constitutions

A substantial issue of first impression

An issue of public policy

An issue where en banc consideration is necessary to maintain uniformity of this court's

decisions

O 0O XXOO

A ballot question

If so, explain: It is a substantial issue of first impression whether Nevada’s statutory
Offers of Judgment, as set forth in NRCP 68 and NRS 17.115, apply to arbitration
proceedings. It is an issue of public policy, because Nevada’s statutory Offers of
Judgment have the purpose of encouraging settlement of lawsuits before trial and the
promotion of such a purpose can be achieved in a district court as well as in arbitration
proceedings.

13. Trial. If this action proceeded to trial, how many days did the trial last? N/A

Was it a bench or jury trial?  N/A

14. Judicial disqualification. Do you intend to file a motion to disqualify or have a justice
recuse him/herself from participation in this appeal? If so, which Justice?

No.
TIMELINESS OF NOTICE OF APPEAL
15. Date of entry of written judgment or order appeal from _07/22/09 and 07/20/09

Attach a copy. If more than one judgment or order is appealed from, attach copies of each
judgment or order from which this appeal is taken.

If no written judgment or order was filed in the district court, explain the basis for seeking
appellate review:

16. Date written notice of entry of judgment or order served_07/24/09 and 07/23/09
Attach a copy, including proof of service, for each order or judgment appealed from.

Was service by:

[] Delivery
Xl Mail
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17. If the time for filing the notice of appeal was tolled by a post-judgment motion
(NRCP 50(b), 52(b), or 59),

(a) Specify the type of motion, the date and method of service of the motion, and the date

of filing.
[J NRCP 50(b) Date served By delivery [_] or by mail [ ] Date of filing
] NRCPS52(b) Date served By delivery [_] or by mail [] Date of filing
[] NRCP59  Date served By delivery [_] or by mail [_] Date of filing

Attach copies of all post-trial tolling motions.

NOTE: Motions made pursuant to NRCP 60 or motions for rehearing or reconsideration

do not toll the time for filing a notice of appeal.
N/A

(b) Date of entry of written order resolving tolling motion
Attach a copy.

N/A

(c) Date written notice of entry of order resolving tolling motion served
Attach a copy, including proof of service.

Was service by:

] Delivery
[] Mail

N/A
18. Date notice of appeal filed 08/19/09

If more than one party has appealed from the judgment or order, hst the date each notice of
appeal was filed and identify by name the party filing the notice of appeal: N/A.

19. Specify statute or rule governing the time limit for filing the notice of appeal, e.g.,
NRAP 4(a), NRS 155.190, or other NRAP 4(a)
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DAL

SUBSTANTIVE APPEALABILITY
20. Specify the statute or other authority granting this court jurisdiction to review the
judgment or order appealed from:

NRAP 3A(b)(1) ] NRS 155.190 (specify subsection)
NRAP 3A(b)(2) [] NRS 38.205 (specify subsection)
NRAP 3A(b)(3) [] NRS 703.376

Other (specify) NRS 38.247

Explain how each authority provides a basis for appeal from the judgment or order:

NRS 38.247(1)(c) provides that an appeal may be taken from an order confirming or
denying confirmation of an arbitration award. NRS 38.247(2) provides that such an appeal must
be taken as from an order or a judgment in a civil action.

The District Court denied WPH’s motion to, among other things, confirm in part, modify
or correct the Award to order Vegas VP to pay WPH its costs, attorneys’ fees and interest as a
result of Vegas VP rejecting both of WPH’S statutory Offers of Judgment. However, the District
Court failed to otherwise confirm the remainder of the Award. WPH subsequently filed a motion
to clarify pursuant to the provisions of NRS 38.241(4) and NRS 38.242(2) and the District Court
made a second Order confirming the arbitration Award.

Thus, WPH appeals the District Court’s Order denying its motion to, among other things,
confirm in part, modify or correct the arbitration Award. To the extent that the second Order
confirming the arbitration Award grants WPH standing to appeal, it appeals from the second
Order. '

COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING SECTION ONLY IF MORE THAN ONE CLAIM FOR
RELIEF WAS PRESENTED IN THE ACTION (WHETHER AS A CLAIM,
COUNTERCLAIM, CROSS-CLAIM, OR THIRD-PARTY CLAIM) OR IF MULTIPLE
PARTIES WERE INVOLVED IN THE ACTION.

N/A

Attach separate sheets as necessary.
21. List all parties involved in the action in the district court:
If all parties in the district court are not parties to this appeal, explain in detail why those parties
are not involved in this appeal, e.g., formally dismissed, not served, or other:
22. Give a brief description (3 to 5 words) of each party’s separate claims, counterclaims,
cross-claims, or third-party claims, and the trial court’s disposition of each claim, and how

each claim was resolved (i.e., order, judgment, stipulation), and the date of disposition of
each claim. Attach a copy of each disposition.
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23. Attach copies of the last-filed version of all complaints, counterclaims, and/or cross-
claims filed in the district court.

24. Did the judgment or order appealed from adjudicate ALL the claims alleged below and
the rights and liabilities of ALL the parties to the action below?

[] Yes
[] No

25. If you answered “No” to question 24, complete the following:

(a) Specify the claims remaining pending below:

(b) Specify the parties remaining below:

(c) Did the district court certify the judgment or order appealed from as a final judgment
pursuant to NRCP 54(b)?

[] Yes
[1] No

If “Yes”, attach a copy of the certification or order, including any notice of entry and proof
of service.

(d) Did the district court make an express determination, pursuant to NRCP 54(b), that there is
no just reason for delay and an express direction for the entry of judgment?

[] Yes
[] No

26. If you answered “No” to any part of question 25, explain the basis for seeking appellate
review (e.g., order is independently appealable under NRAP 3A(b)):
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VERIFICATION
I declare under penalty of perjury that I have read this docketing statement, that the
information provided in this docketing statement is true and complete to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief, and that I have attached all required documents to this
docketing statement,

WP ARCHTTECTURE INC- WEIL AND D@AGE, APC

Name of appellant Name of counsel of record

,9/’/?/49 o727

Signatur%éounsel record

ORANGE CounH, CALORNIA

State and county where signed

Date
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ;ﬁ% of September, 2009, I caused to be mailed
and a copy of the foregoing DOCKETING STATEMENT CIVIL APPEALS, in a sealed

envelope, postage prepaid, to the following counsel listed below:

Mark E. Ferrario, Esq.

Tami D. Cowden, Esq.

Lisa J. Zastrow, Esq.

KUMMER, KAEMPFER, BONNER,
RENSHAW & FERRARIO

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., 7" Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 792-7000/Fax: (702) 796-7181

Attorneys for Defendant,
VEGAS VP, LP

Michelle R. Wood
An employee of WEIL & DRAGE
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ORDR ”
JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ. FILED
(Nevada Bar No, 006532)

TREVOR O. RESURRECCION, ESQ. g

(Nevada Bar No. 011253) B oagpy ‘09
WEIL & DRAGE, ArC S
6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203 6{’% "

Las Vegas, Nevada 89103 CLERK OF ThE COURT
(702) 314-1905 « Fax (702) 314-1909

Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC., a Nevada ) CASE NO: A587179
Corporation, )
)} DEPTNO.: X
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs, )
)
VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited ) ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE,
Partnership, ) INC.’S MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN
} PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE
Defendant. ) ALTERNATIVE, TO MODIFY AND/OR

) CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD;
) (2) TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING
) WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION
) FOR COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND

) INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT

)} ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

) ATTORNEY'’S FEES, AND EXPENSES

earing Date: May 13, 2009

e oo

earing Time: In Chambers

i
i

47 Iharmens cond Setttnges MWl WEHDRAGE Lical Setrings Tempeirnry Invernet Fillex- OLK 70 Oreker confirniig arbitraion award ond deuytug WIH minnr (3). oy
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ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHI T INC.’S MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN

PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO MODIFY AND/OR
CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD:; (2) TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION FOR COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND
INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND EXPENSES

Plaintiff, WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S Motion: (1) To Confirm in Part and Vacate in
Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or Correct the Arbitration Award; (2) To Correct an
Order Denying WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion for Costs, Attorney’s Fees, and Interest; and (3)
For Judgment Along with Reasonable Costs, Attorney’s Fees, and Expenses was heard in
chambers on May 13, 2009, The Court having considered the documents before it orders as
follows:

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff, WPH ARCHITECTURE,
INC.’S Motion: (1) To Confirm in Part and Vacate in Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or
Correct the Arbitration Award; (2) To Correct an Order Denying WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion
for Costs, Attorney’s Fees, and Interest; and (3) For Judgment Along with Reasonable Costs,

Attomey’s Fees, and Expenses is hereby DENIED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED this Q:l day of July, 2009. JESSIE WALSH
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
Respectfully submitted by:

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

// #WK

JEAKCA. WEIL, ESQ.

(Nevada Bar No. 006532)

TREVOR O. RESURRECCION, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 011253)

6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203
Las Vegas, NV 89103

€ Ducumenss cand Seittigts MWoond WENDRACGE Loval Selimgs Tempurary toneriet Fites LK1 Order eonfiraning arhitrawn award aid denying WI'Hy manon (5},
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JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ. i =)
(Nevada Bar No. 006532) o
TREVOR O. RESURRECCION, ESQ. :

(Nevada Bar No. 011253) 2 gy 50 11 ‘09
WEIL & DRAGE, APC -

6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203

O e T ey

BT
Las Vegas, Nevada 89103 CLitn "~'/
(702) 314-190S » Fax (702) 314-1909 - wiURT
Attorneys for Plaintiff,

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC., a Nevada ) CASE NO: A587179
Corporation, )
) DEPTNO.: X
Plaintiff, )
)
VS, )
)
VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited ) ORDER GRANTING WPH
Partnership, )} ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION TO
) CLARIFY COURT'S ORDER REGARDING
Defendant. )} WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC,’S MOTION:

) (1) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE

) INPART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO

)} MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE

) ARBITRATION AWARD:; (2) TO CORRECT
) AN ORDER DENYING WPH

) ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION FOR

) COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND

) INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT

) ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

) ATTORNEY'’S FEES, AND EXPENSES

)

)

) Hearing Date: July 8, 2009
)

) Hearing Time: In Chambers

J

n
i

S Rendensiol Construgsrs v. Vegoo VP 3022015 FEGAS VP v. WPH-Pleaduges (Wikr granisg WEHs muation o clanifydoc
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ORDER GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S MOTION TO CLARIFY
COURT'S ORDER REGARDING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION: (1) TO
CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO

MODIFY AND/OR CO CT THE ARBITRATION AWARD; (2) TO CO AN
ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S M FOR COSTS

ATTORNEY'’S FEES, AND INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG WITH
REASONABLE COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND EXPENSES

This matter, having come on for hearing on July 8, 2008 in Chambers for Plaintiff, WPH
ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S Motion to Clarify Court’s Order Regarding WPH Architecture, Inc.’s
Motion: (1) to Confirm in Part and Vacate in Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or Correct
the Arbitration Award; (2) to Correct an Order Denying WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion for
Costs, Attorney’s Fees, and Interest; and (3) for Judgment Along with Reasonable Costs,
Attorney’s Fees, and Expenses, no opposition having been made thereto, and the Court having
considered the papers and pleadings on file herein: |

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff, WPH ARCHITECTURE,
INC.’S Motion to Clarify Court’s Order Regarding WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion: (1) to
Confirm in Part and Vacate in Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or Correct the Arbitration
Award; (2) to Correct an Order Denying WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion for Costs, Attorney’s
Fees, and Interest; and (3) for Judgment Along with Reasonable Costs, Attomey’s Fees, and
Expenses is hereby GRANTED and that the underlying arbitration award is hereby CONFIRMED,

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED this l 2 day of July, 2009.

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
WEIL & DRAGE, APC

—e / T
,éi £y Coless fG4%

JEAN A, WEIL, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 006532)
TREVOR O. RESURRECCION, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 011253)
6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203
Las Vegas, NV 89103

e Readenital Constructors v. Vegas VP 202291 SVEGAS Vit v, WPH\Pleadings Urder grevwing WEHS motion tw clarify.doe
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

NEOJ
JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No, 006532)

TREVOR O, RESURRECCION, ESQ.

(Nevada Bar No. 011253)

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203
Las Vegas, Nevada 89103

(702) 314-1905 ¢ Fax (702) 314-1909

jwell @weil e.com
urrecci weildrage.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff,

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC,, a Nevada

Corporation,
Plaintiff,
Vvs.

VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited -
Partnership,

Defendant.

) CASENO: A587179

)

) DEPTNO.: X

i

) NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING
) WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION:

) (1) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE
) IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO
) MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE

) ARBITRATION AWARD; (2) TO CORRECT
) AN ORDER DENYING WPH

) ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION FOR

) COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND

) INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT

) ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

) ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND EXPENSES

)
)
) Hearing Date: May 13, 2009

)
) Hearing Time: In Chambers

St st Nt Nt N

11

§:\Residensioal Gonstrwciors v. Vegus P 2032.015\VEGAS VP v. WPH PleadingvNOE Order Denying WPH MTN to Couflrm Ark Aword.bse
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T K1 RT AND VACATE INPARTOR,IN T

MODIFY AND/OR CO THE ARBITRATION AWARD; (2) TO CO AN
ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHI TURE, INC.'S M N FOR COSTS

ATTORNEY'’S FEES, AND INTEREST; AND R JUDGMENT NG WIT

REASONABLE COSTS, ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND EXPENSES

TO: ALLINTERESTED PARTIES:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S
MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
TO MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD; (2) TO CORRECT AN
ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION FOR COSTS, ATTORNEY’S
FEES, AND INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,
ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND EXPENSES was entered in the above-entitled court on the 22™ day of
July, 2009. A copy of said ORDER is attached hereto.

DATED this Q@{ﬁay of July, 2009.

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION:
(1) TO CONFIRM IN PA A R, HE ALTERNATIVE, TO

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

_ Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

11
111
11

SciResidentigl Consiractors v. Yegay VP 2022.015\VEGAS VP v. WPHPiepthing 8 NOE Order Denyiing WPH MTN 1o Conflrm Arb Awand.doc
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC. vs. VEGAS VP, LP

District Court Case No.: A587179

THEREBY CERTIFY that on thec?"/%:y of July, 2009, I caused to be mailed a copy of

the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE,
INC.’S MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, TO MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD; (2)
TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC,’S MOTION FOR
COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG
WITH REASONABLE COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND EXPENSES, in a sealed
envelope, postage prepaid, to the following counsel listed below:

Mark E. Ferrario, Esq.

Tami D, Cowden, Esq.

Lisa J. Zastrow, Esq,

KUMMER, KAEMPFER, BONNER,
RENSHAW & FERRARIO

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., 7% Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 792-7000/Fax: (702) 796-7181

Attorneys for Defendant,
VEGAS VP, LP ' /
//'

Michelle R, Wood ™
An employee of WEIL & DRAGE

S:Residentiol Convinucirs v, Vegon VP 2022.01SWEGAS VP v. WPH\PleodingoNOF (nder Denying WPH MTN to Confirm Ark Avard doc
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ORDR

JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ. ' | F ILE D

(Nevada Bar No. 006532)

TREVOR O. RESURRECCION, ESQ.

(Nevada Bar No. 011253) W2 agpy ‘09
WEIL & DRAGE, APC . ,Z// e
6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203 sl .

Las Vegas, Nevada 89103 CLERK B{%}'M
(702) 314-1905 « Fax (702) 314-1909

Attorneys for Plaintiff,

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC,, a Nevada ) CASE NO: A587179
Corporation, ) :
) DEPTNO.: X
Plaintiff, ) :
)
VS8, )
)
VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited ) ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE,
Partnership, ) INC.’S MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN
) PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, INTHE
Defendant. ) ALTERNATIVE, TO MODIFY AND/OR

) CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD;
) (2) TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING
) WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION
) FOR COSTS, ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND

) INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT

) ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

) ATTORNEY'’S FEES, AND EXPENSES

Hearing Date; May 13, 2009

Hearing Time: In Chambers
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ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC,’S MOTION; (1) TO CONFIRM IN
IFY AND/O

PART AND VACATE IN PART INTHE ALT TIVE, TOM !
CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD:; (2) TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION FOR COSTS, ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND
INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,
ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND EXPENSES ﬁ

Plaintiff, WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S Motion: (1) To Confirm in Part and Vaca;te in

|

Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or Correct the Arbitration Award; (2) To Correct an
Order Denying WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion for Costs, Attorney’s Fees, and Interest; and 3)

For Judgment Along with Reasonable Costs, Attorney’s Fees, and Expenses was heard in |

chambers on May 13, 2009. The Court having considered the documents tefore it orders asf
i

follows:

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND T :CREED that Plaintiff, WPH ARCHITECTURE,
INC.’S Motion: (1) To Confirm i~ art and Vacate in Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or
Correct the Arbitration Award; (2) To Correct an Order Denying WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion
for Costs, Attorney’s Fees, and Interest; and (3) For Judgment Along with Reasonable Costs,
Attorney’s Fees, and Expenses is hereby DENIED.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED this -] day of suly, 2009 JESSIE WALSH

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted by:
WEIL & DRAGE, APC

/
/ ,;ﬂ// #7405
’l, ALerw

JEAM A. WHIL, ESQ.

(Nevada Bar No. 006532)

TREVOR O. RESURRECCION, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 011253)

6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203
Las Vegas, NV 89103
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JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 006532)

TREVOR 0. RESURRECCION, ESQ.

{Nevada Bar No. 011253)

WEILL & DRAGE, apC

6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203
L.us Vegas, Nevada 89103

(702) 314-1905 « IFax (702) 314-1909
jweildweildrage.com
wresurreccion(@weildrage.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff,

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

CTFILED
L

-

O

FEIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC., a Nevada

Corporation,
Plaintifl.
Vs,

VEGAS VP. L.P, a Nevada Limited
Partnership.

Defendant.

) CASE NO: A587179
)

) DEPTNO.: X

)

)
) NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

) GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S
) MOTION TO CLARIFY COURT’S ORDER
) REGARDING WPH ARCHITECTURE,

) INC.'S MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN

) PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE
) ALTERNATIVE, TO MODIFY AND/OR

) CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD;
) (2) TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING

) WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION
) FOR COSTS, ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND

) INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT

) ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

) ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND EXPENSES

Hearing Date; July 8, 2009
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Hearing Time: In Chambers
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NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTIQ

TO CLARIFY COURT'S ORDER REGARDING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S
MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE

ALTERNATIVE, TO MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD: (2)
TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S MOTION FOR

COSTS, ATTORNEY'’S FEES, AND INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG
WITH REASONABLE COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND EXPENSES

TO:  ALL INTERESTED PARTIES:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an ORDER GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S
MOTION TO CLARIFY COURT’S ORDER REGARDING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S
MOTION: (l ) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
TO MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THIE ARBITRATION AWARD; (2) TO CORRECT AN
ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S MOTION FOR COSTS, ATTORNEY’S
FEES, AND INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

ATTORNEY'S FEES. AND EXPENSES was entered in the above-entitled court on the 20™ day of
July. 2009. A copy of said ORDER is attached hereto.

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

-

JEANATWEIL, ESQ.

(Nevada Bar No, 006532)

TREVOR O. RESURRECCION, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 011253)

6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203
[.as Vepas, NV 89103

(702) 314-1905 « Fax (702) 314-1909
Attorneys for Plaintiff,

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC. vs. VEGAS VP, LP
District Court Case No.: AS87179

| HEREBY CERTIFY that on the &33 day of July, 2009, 1 caused to be mailed a copy of
the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S
MOTION TO CLARIFY COURT’S ORDER REGARDING WPH ARCHITECTURE,
INC.’S MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, TO MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD:; (2)
TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION FOR
COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG
WITH REASONABLE COSTS, ATTORNEY’S FEES, AND EXPENSES, in a sealed

envelope, postage prepaid. 10 the following counsel listed below:

Mark L. Ferrario, Esq.

‘Tami 1), Cowden. Ksq.

liisa J. Zastrow, Lisq.

KUMMLR, KAEMPFER, BONNER,
RENSHAW & FERRARIO

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy.. 7" Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 792-7000/Fax: (702) 796-7181

Attorneys for Defendant,
VEGAS VP 1P

Michelle R. Wo
An employee of WEIL & DRAGE
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JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ. v
(Nevada Bar No. 006532)
TREVOR O, RESURRECCION, ESQ. W )
(Nevada Bar No, 011253) 1050 fiif i
WEIL & DRAGE, APC e

6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203 é,,.e_-‘ o o
Las Vegas, Nevada 89103 CLes w/
(702) 314-1905 + Fax (702) 314-1909 C o URT
Attorneys for Plainiff,

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
WPH A.CHITECTURE, INC., a Nevada ) CASE NO: A587179
Corporation, )
) DEPTNO.: X
Plaintiff, ) :
)
Vs, )
)
VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited } ORDER GRANTING WPH
Partnership, ) ARCHITECTURE, INC,’S MOTION TO
) CLARIFY COURT'S ORDER REGARDING
Defendant. ) WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC,'S MOTION:

) (1) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE
) IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO

) MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE

) ARBITRATION AWARD; (2) TO CORRECT
) AN ORDER DENYING WPH

) ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S MOTION FOR

) COSTS, ATTORNEY'’S FEES, AND

) INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT

) ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

) ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND EXPENSES

earing Date: July 8, 2009

earing Time: [n Chambers
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ORDER GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION TO CLARIFYTO

COURT’S ORDER REGARDING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S MOTION:
ONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, T

MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD: (2) TO CORRECT AN

ORDER DENYING WP CHITECTURE, INC.'S MOTION FOR COSTS
TTORNEY'S FEES, AND INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG WITH

REASONABLE COSTS, ATTORNEY'’S FEES, AND EXPENSES

This matter, having come on for hearing on July 8, 2008 in Chambers for Plaintiff, WPH
ARCHITECTURE, INC.’S Motion to Clarify Court’s Order Regarding WPH Architecture, Inc.’s
Motion: (1) to Confirm in Part and Vacate in Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or Correct
the Arbitration Award; (2) to Correct an Order Denying WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion for
Costs, Attorney’s Fees, and Interest; and (3) for Judgment Along with Reasonable Costs,
Attorney’s Fees, and Expenses, no opposition having been made thereto, and the Court having
considered the papers and pleadings on file herein: |

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff, WPH ARCHITECTURE,
INC.’S Motion to Clarify Court’s Order Regarding WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion: (1) to
Confirm in Part and Vacate in Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or Correct the Arbitration
Award; (2) to Correct an Order Denying WPH Architecture, Inc.’s Motion for Costs, Attorney’s
Fees, and Interest; and (3) for Judgment Along with Reasonable Costs, Attorney's Fees, and
Expenses is hereby GRANTED and that the underlying arbitration awa:ﬂ is hereby CONFIRMED.

IT IS SO ORDERED,

DATED this | Z day of July, 2009.

WEIL & DRAGE, APC
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JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ.

(Nevada Bar No. 006532)

TREVOR O. RESURRECCION, ESQ,.

(Nevada Bar No. 011253)

6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203

Las Vegas, NV 89103
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