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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN RE: MANHATTAN WEST
MECHANIC’S LIEN LITIGATION

APCO CONSTRUCTION, A NEVADA
CORPORATION; ACCURACY GLASS &
MIRROR COMPANY, INC.; BUCHELE,
INC.; BRUIN PAINTING
CORPORATION; CACTUS ROSE
CONSTRUCTION; FAST GLASS, INC.;
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS, LP;
HEINAMAN CONTRACT GLAZING;
HELIX ELECTRIC OF NEVADA, LLC;
INTERSTATE PLUMBING & AIR
CONDITIONING; SWPPP
COMPLIANCE SOLUTIONS, LLC; AND
WRG DESIGN, INC.,

Petitioners,

vs.

THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA,
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF
CLARK; AND THE HONORABLE
SUSAN SCANN, DISTRICT JUDGE,
Respondents,

and

SCOTT FINANCIAL CORPORATION, A
NORTH DAKOTA CORPORATION;
AHERN RENTALS, INC.; ARCH
ALUMINUM AND GLASS CO.; ATLAS
CONSTRUCTION SUPPLY, INC;
BRADLEY J. SCOTT; CABINETEC,
INC.; CELLCRETE FIREPROOFING OF
NEVADA, INC.; CAMCO PACIFIC
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.; CLUB
VISTA FINANCIAL SERVICES, LLC;
CONCRETE VISIONS, INC.; CREATIVE
HOME THEATRE, LLC; CUSTOM
SELECT BILLING, INC.; DAVE
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PETERSON FRAMING, INC.; E&E
FIRE PROTECTION, LLC; EZA, P.C;
FERGUSON FIRE AND FABRICATION,
INC.; GEMSTONE DEVELOPMENT
WEST, INC.; GRANITE
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY; HARSCO
CORPORATION; HD SUPPLY
WATERWORKS LP;
HYDROPRESSURE CLEANING;
INQUIPCO; INSULPRO PROJECTS,
INC.; JEFF HEIT PLUMBING, CO.,
LLC; JOHN DEERE LANDSCAPE,
INC.; LAS VEGAS PIPELINE, LLC;
NEVADA PREFAB ENGINEERS;
NOORDA SHEET METAL COMPANY;
NORTHSTAR CONCRETE, INC.; PAPE
MATERIAL HANDLING; PATENT
CONSTRUCTION SYSTEMS;
PROFESSIONAL DOOR AND MILL
WORKS, LLC; READY MIX, INC,;
RENAISSANCE POOLS & SPAS, INC.;
REPUBLIC CRANE SERVICE, LLC;
STEEL ENGINEERS, INC.; SUPPLY
NETWORK, INC.; SUNSTATE
COMPANIES, INC.; THARALDSON
MOTELS II, INC.; THE PRESSURE
GROUT COMPANY; TRI CITY
DRYWALL, INC.; UINTAH
INVESTMENTS, LLC; AND ZITTING
BROTHERS CONSTRUCTION, INC,,

Real Parties in Interest.

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO LIMIT APPENDIX

This original petition for a writ of mandamus, or in the
alternative, prohibition, seeks to compel the district court to vacate an
order setting the priority of liens in a real property action. Petitioners
have filed a motion to limit the appendix for the writ petition, requesting

an order that the appendix to their writ petition need only include the
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district court pleadings, papers, transcripts, and orders relevant to
petitioners’ petition and relief requested. NRAP 21(a)(4) states that “[t]he
appendix [to a writ petition] shall include a copy of any order or opinion,
parts of the record before the respondent judge, corporation, commission,
board or officer, or any other original document that may be essential to
understand the matters set forth in the petition.” As NRAP 21(a)(4) sets
out what is required to be contained in the appendix to petitioners’ writ

petition, petitioners’ motion to limit the appendix is denied.

It i1s so ORDERED.




cc: Sterling Law, LLC
Peel Brimley LLP
Howard & Howard
Dixon Truman & Fisher
Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson/Las Vegas
Tony Ditty, Esq.
Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP
Grant Morris Dodds
Reade & Associates
Greenberg Traurig, LLP/Las Vegas
Koch & Scow, LLC
T. James Truman & Associates
Williams & Wiese
Fennemore Craig Jones Vargas/Las Vegas
Watt, Tieder, Hoffar & Fitzgerald, LLP
Eric Dobberstein & Associates
Keith E. Gregory & Associates
Varricchio Law Firm
Gerrard Cox & Larsen
Jolley Urga Wirth Woodbury & Standish
Pezzillo Robinson
Brian K. Berman
Meier & Fine, LLC
Law Office of Hayes & Welsh
Andrew J. Kessler
Wilson, Elser, Moskowitz, Edelman & Dicker, LLP/Las Vegas
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