
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) FILED
THE HONORABLE JESSIE WALSH, )

SEP092009
Respondent(s) , )

TRACIE K. LINDEMAN
CLERK PRICOURT

and ) BY
EPUTY 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.
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1. Judicial District Eighth Judicial District Court Department X
County Clark Judge Hon. Jessie Walsh
District Ct. Case No. A587179

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) 79181
Firm KUMMER KAEMPFER, BONNER, RENSHAW & FERRARIO
Address 3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy 7th 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):

q Judgment after bench trial q Dismissal:
q Judgment after jury verdict q Lack of jurisdiction

q Summary judgment q Failure to state a claim
q Default judgment q Failure to prosecute
q Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief q Other (specify):

q Grant/Denial of injunction q Divorce decree:
q Grant/Denial of declaratory relief q Original q Modification

Review of agency determination Other disposition (specify): Review ofq ®
Arbitration Award
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5. Does this appeal raise issues concerning any of the following?

q Child custody q Termination of parental rights
q Venue q Grant/Denial of injunction or TRO
q Adoption q 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.

Page 3ofl0



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?

E N/A
q Yes
q No

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

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

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

® A substantial issue of first impression

® An issue of public policy

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

decisions

q 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:
q Delivery
N 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.

q NRCP 50(b) Date served By delivery q or by mail q Date of filing

q NRCP 52(b) Date served By delivery q or by mail q Date of filing

q NRCP 59 Date served By delivery q or by mail q 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:
q Delivery
q Mail

N/A

18. Date notice of appeal filed 08/19/09
If more than one party has appealed from the judgment or order, list 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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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) q NRS 155.190 (specify subsection)
NRAP 3A(b)(2) q NRS 38.205 (specify subsection)
NRAP 3A(b)(3) q 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(l)(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?

q Yes
q 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)?

q Yes
q 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?

q Yes
q 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.

UVN A - ELT(AfF INC. WIL AND DR I^ , APE.
Name of appellant Name of counsel of record

Date SignaturGe^tounsel record

A
State and county where signed
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 1'^ 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`h Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89169
(702) 792-7000/Fax: (702) 796-7181

Attorneys for Defendant,
VEGAS VP, LP

An employee of WEIL & DRAGE
ichelle R. Wood
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ATTACHMENT "1"



1

2

3

4.
5

6

7

8
9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

ORDR
JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No . 006532)
TREVOR 0. 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
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

WPH ARCHITECTURE , INC., a Nevada
Corporation,

Plaintiff,

vs.

VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited
Partnership,

Defendant.

Hearing Date : May 13, 2009

Hearing Time: In Chambers

1' /7.R1MnNi rN.dGxnpxAA{hNr1. 'FAIJUGh.' /i+cvl SrlNrrXa.7'em/NVrvy )"mm P*V.())X)(°{Ait/er Moro"NlJf q *(I WRWA r.i Nld r.,yu. 07% -IM,' (5)-O N'

` FILED

CASE NO: A587179

DEPT NO.: X

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

A 11 q s P#'0,9

C4
'CLERK OFMEcRt
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

17

ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURES. INC.'S MOTION: (1)T 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,

Attorney's Fees, and Expenses is hereby DENIED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED this k/ day of July, 2009. JESSIE WALSH
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted by:

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

JEA,1Kl A. WEIL, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 006532)

07467.5-

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

C; Ik..wmnux r rd Ftmigp.MWa JW).YlJJV7A(71i•l u.al 441k1R.. t .pw Iry Mrrrfli Fihr'^),K7C O,rkr nr{fir piryt arAtrryixrx akinly/A+ld ifgrylxx WPNrkkxk , ($).thx•
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ATTACHMENT "2"



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

ORDR
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,p Fax (702) 314-1909
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

JUL ZI 40

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC., a Nevada
Corporation,

Plaintiff,

vs.

VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited
Partnership,

Defendant.

CASE NO: A587179

} DEPT NO.: X

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

} Hearing Time: In Chambers

['+It^wkw&+IlirpMitKnrv. Crga.it^oaa. OIfl 'fJAgrJ' r.WIW I* iugprkkrgraum W1'Hnwm emthrif.M
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1

2

3

4
5

6

7

8

14

24

25
26

27

28

ORDER_GRANTING WPH A CHITECTURE, INC.'S MOTION TO CLARIFY
COURT 'S ORDER REGARDING WPH ARCHITECT R.E. INC .'S MOTION: (1) TO

CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR. IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO_
MUDDY AND/OR CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD: (2) TO CORRECT AN

ORDER DENYING WPH AR, CHI' ECTURE. INC.'S MOTION FOR CASTS
ATTORNEY 'S FEES, AND INTEREST-t AND in 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 award is hereby CONFIRMED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED this - day of July, 2009.

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

f r r ? '4 . . : .̂» it (-1 • t yS

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

JESSE WALI-im
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

.t Rra knsUgI (^alAifra{'aNR n VrgaY VP 01.91 S^.VPA AS VP w. WAlPP#v lirgrs &*r pNNlag WPHs muffin w Cl.V fi dx
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ATTACHMENT "3"



1

2

3

4

5
6

7

8

NEOJ
JEAN A. WEIL, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No, 006532)
TREVOR 0. 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
jwef aQweildrage.com
tresur eecciont weildrage.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

23

24

25

26

27

28

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC., a Nevada
Corporation,

Plaintiff,

vs.

VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited '
Partnership,

Defendant.

CASE NO: A587179

} DEPT NO.: X

)
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

[YtrNdtxxuJ t //MNMCfprs K ragas YP 242t.Q/SWi QAS PP n WPHtPk Dq,4AX 0rikr Depda` WPN207NS0C9VM Arb Aw rd *
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

NO ICE F ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE. INC.'S MOTION:
11 TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE. TO
MO

A FEES

oIJ

AND

THE ARBI_T

TE T;-AND

TI

Pc

WA

0

RAJ

DGMENT

aIc AN

NG WITH
REASONABLE COSTS. ATTORNEY'S FEES, AND EXPENSES

TO: ALL INTERESTED PARTIES:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S

MOTION: (1) TO CONFIRM IN PARTAND 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 "d day of

July, 2009. A copy of said ORDER is attached hereto.

DATED this Q#d-ay of July, 2009.

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

est wain enue, Suite 203
eggs, 9103

2) 314-1905 • Fax (702) 314-1909
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

/I/

111

SJPtadrnttNCorainravxxVgar ?2OflOU9 A3VPRWPHWka4ggaMlOxO&,rO.n ?̂ gWPHMTNaC ,rAMAiw *ic
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I

2

3

4
5

CERTIFICATE QF SERVICE

IYPH ARCHITECTURE, INC vs. VEGAS VP, LP

District Court Case No .: A587179

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the of July, 2009, 1 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 & FERRARJO
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., 70'Floor
Las Vegas , NV 89169
(702) 792-7000/Fax: (702) 796-7181

Attorneys for Defendant,
VEGAS VP, LP

An employee of WEIL & DRAGE
ichelle It.

S; Ptz**nftal C.an+xactartK Vega. Vp 2Ot1.013W QASVP v WANWAadxggsWOiS CM(e, Deny" JJ7W Morro Cn.jAm Am A-ddm
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0
f

I

2

3

4

5
6

7

8

9

10

lI

12

20

21

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

Plaintiff,

vs.

VEGAS VP , LP, a Nevada Limited
Partnership,

Defendant.

FILED
Z1 q is FA "09

CLERK of- . COURT

CASE NO: A587179

DEPT NO.: X
}

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
)
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ORDER DENYING WPH ACHI TE INC
P
C

RMIS OTI N• I TO CO
T AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE AF t 1ATIVE. TO MODIFY AND/OR11

0 RRE HE ARBITRATI N AWARD- TO RR AN ORDER NY NG
PH ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S hIgTION FOR OSTS &T-rOBNEY'S FEES
I TTEREST;AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

W

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 bo?fore it orders as

follows:

E t s day of July 2009,.

Attorney's Fees, and Expenses is hereby DENIED,

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DAT D hi j

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED ANTI '-,"CREED that Plaintiff, WPH ARCHITECTURE,

INC.'S Motion: (1) To Confirm i- fart and Vacate in Part or, in the Alternative, to Modify and/or

C' ircct 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,

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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Respectfully submitted by:

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

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

(,..I MMVAWK%WJktnng . A4Wi dwlJ)fl.At1A'f, c Xrnxry,s•Tspawwry ►xr nxr lnl adlUt^fYhrkra,wJ,nrtigt obArual^^arpdmwl*p "Mir" ,m, r3).' l

Page 2 of 2



ATTACHMENT "4"



H

2
3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

1I

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

NEOJ.
JEAN A. W1:IL, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 006532)
TREVOR 0. REStJRRE CC1UN, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 011253 )
WEII. & DRAG". APC
6085 West Twain Avenue, Suite 203
].as Vegas. Nevada 89103
(702) 314-1905 • Fax (702) 314-1909
'weil'a weildra e.com
tresurrecci on(anvei ldrage,com
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPUI ARC}1P1'EC"1'URE, INC.

Jut. 23 3 2'; Pli '09

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

WPI I ARCI ll"I EC" 1'URE. INC., a Nevada
Corporation,

Plaintiff.

VS.

VEGAS VP. I T, a Nevada Limited
Partnership,

Defendant.

CASE NO. A587179

DEPT NO.: 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

} I'learing Date ; July 8, 2009

1•learing Time: In Chambers

///
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JFANF'-A: WF. II,, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 006532)
TREVOR U. RESURRE CCION, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No, 011253)
6085 West Twain Avenue , Suite 203
Las Vegas, NV 89103
(702) 314-1905 • Fax (702) 314-1909
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPH ARCHI'I'1 C"PURE, INC.

/1/

.'. fk,..knmd, ..i../.. MM ♦. I i^l,,,. 17':#..•'. Of} IH .A.C 'N,. flash. I inpnnn, b7'Nhl1V, ,,'401h r'..rn(h,4.' ..

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC='S MOTION
TO CLARIFY COUR'T'S ORDER REGARDING WPH ARCHITECTURE, NC.'S

MOTION : ( 1) TO CONFIRM IN PART AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE. TO MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWAR: (2)
TO CORRECT AN ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE . IN.'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:

PLEASI-'TAKE NOTICE that an 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 MC)DIFY AND/OR CORRECT TI'lE: ARBITRATION AWARD; (2) TO CORRECT AN

ORDER DENYING WPI I ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S MOTION FOR COSTS, ATTORNEY'S

FEES, AND INTEREST; AND (3) FOR JUI)GME'NT ALONG WITH REASONABLE COSTS,

A'T'T'ORNEY'S FEES. AND EXPENSES was entered in the above -entitled court on the 20th day of

July. 2009. A copy of said ORDER is attached hereto.

DATE!) this a3 day of July, 2009.

WEII. & DRAGS, APC
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC. vs. VEGAS VP, LP

District Court Vase No.: A587179

I I II.RI:IIY CERTIFY that on the al day of July , 2009, 1 caused to be mailed a copy of

the firregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.'S

MOTION Ti) 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 , io the following counsel listed below:

Murk E. IFerrario. ]:.Sq.
Tami 1). Cowden. Esq.
Lisa J. Zastrow, I .sq.
KUMMER, KAE:MPFER, I3ONNER,
RENSI-HAW & FERRARIO
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy.. 7"' Floor
l.as Vegas, NV 89169
(702) 792-7000/Fax: (702) 796-7181

Attorneys lirr Defendant,
VEGAS VP, IT

An employee of WELL & DRA
Michelle R, Wo
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ORDR
JEAN A . WEIL, ESQ.
(Nevada Bar No. 006532)
TREVOR 0 , 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
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC.

JUL 20 fQvvAil `jj

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY , NEVADA

WPH ARCHITECTURE , INC., a Nevada
Corporation,

Plaintiff,

17
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28

vs.

VEGAS VP, LP, a Nevada Limited
Partnership,

Defendant.

III

CASE NO: A587179

DEPT NO.; X

} 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

Hearing Time: In Chambers

t ••R+..a/ra/aA< isapalaax r. 1 rg.U IT :0. J 013 VM,A^ 1?' .. N? H Nlra.Mq.. t .k' ankr4l WPH. a. rni, m.ka$y.J..

Page I of 2



4W

H

2

3

4

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

ORDER GRANTING WPH ARCHITECTURE, INC'S MOTION TO CLARIFY
COURT'S ORDER REGARDING W H ARCHITECTURE. INC.'S MOTION: TO

CONFIRM IN PAST AND VACATE IN PART OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO
MODIFY AND/OR CORRECT THE ARBITRATION AWARD: (2) TOCORRECT AN

ORDER DENYING WPH ARCHITECTURE,, INC.'S MOTION FOR COSTS,
ATTORNEY'S FEE ,AND INTEREST= AND (3) FOR JUDGMENT ALONG WITH

l SSONABLE COSTS ATTORNEY' S FE ES . 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: ()) 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 award is hereby CONFIRMED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED this4 day of July, 2009.

WEIL & DRAGE, APC

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

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

JE8II
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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