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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a
Nevada Corporation d/b/a ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT SPA,
Appellant/Cross-Respondent,
Vs.
SUMONA ISLAM, an individual,
Respondent/Cross-Appellant

Case No.: 64349

and F
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada B L E D
limited liability company d/b/a GRAND NOV 0 7 2014
SIERRA RESORT which claims to be -
the successor in interest to NAV-RENO- e OF SURREREAN o
GS, LII'{Ca d ¢ DE-PUTY CLERK

espondent.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual,

Appellant

Case No.: 64452
VS.

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a
Nevada Corporation d/b/a ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT SPA,
Respondent.
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS LLC d/b/a
GRAND SIERRA RESORT, Case No.: 65497
Appellant/Cross-Respondent,
Vs.
GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a
Nevada Corporation d/b/a ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT SPA,
Respondent/Cross-Appellant.

JOINT APPENDIX
VOLUME VI - FILED UNDER SEAL

This Volume is filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order

@,@eﬁ? gd pn-August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 App. 347-357) and by

of3of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

AL 29 2014

TRACIE K. LINDEMAN

Pares 123S- (260 Bled undecr seal
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ROBERT A. DOTSON

Nevada State Bar No. 5285
ANGELA M. BADER

Nevada State Bar No. 5574
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.

9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

(775) 322-1170

Email: rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com

abader@laxalt-nomura.com
Attorneys for
Atlantis Casino Resort Spa

MARK WRAY

Nevada State Bar No. 4425

LAW OFFICE OF MARK WRAY
608 Lander Street

Reno, NV 89509

Email: mwray@markwraylaw.com
Attorneys for Sumona Islam

ROBERT L. EISENBERG
Nevada State Bar No. 950
LEMONS, GRUNDY & EISENBERG
6005 Plumas St, 3rd Floor
Reno, NV 89519

(775) 786-6868

Email: rle@lge.net
Attorneys for

Atlantis Casino Resort Spa

STEVEN B. COHEN

Nevada State Bar No. 2327

STAN JOHNSON

Nevada State Bar No. 265

TERRY KINNALLY

Nevada State Bar No. 6379

COHEN/JOHNSON

255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100

Las Vegas, NV 89119

Email: scohen@cohenjohnson.com
sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

Attorneys for Grand Sierra Resort
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INDEX
YOLUME I
Verified Complaint For Damages (04-27-12) ....c.ccocovvverererererererenenen. App. 0001-0013
Ex-Parte Motion For Temporary Restraining Order
and Motion For Preliminary Injunction (05-03-12) ......c.ccceveremernnne App. 0014-0079
Affidavit of Robert Dotson In Support of
Motion For Temporary Restraining Order (05-03-12)........cccccouu.... App. 0080-0083
Affidavit of Service of Sumona Islam ‘
of the Summons and Complaint (05-04-12).......cceeevereeveerrrrrecrenenens App. 0084-0088
Amended Verified Complaint For Damages (05-07-12) ....... creevees App. 0089-0103
Plaintiff’s Notice of NRCP 7.1 Disclosure (05-08-12).................... App. 0104-0106

Order Granting Ex Parte Motion For
Temporary Restrammrg Order Against
Defendant Sumona Islam (05-09-12) ......c.coererueeereiereiceneeeeerenenene App. 0107-0110

Notice of Entry of Order Granting Ex Parte Motion
For Temporary Restraining Order Against Defendant

Sumona Islam (05-10-12) -.....cooveeeeereeereerceeeeeereeee e seenes App. 0111-0119
Minutes of the Court re: 05/07/12 Application For

TRO Hearing (05-14-12) c..ou..veoeeeeeeererceiereeesereese s sesssnsssnssnsene App. 0120-0123
Notice of Appearance (05-15-12).......c.coeeveverreeerecnereneeeerceeeeneeeenenns App. 0124-0127
Peremptory Challenge of Judge (05-15-12) .....oeeveervreeercnennee " App. 0128-0131
Notice of Peremptory Challenge of Judge (05-15-12)......ccceeueuneeeee App. 0132-0135
Case Assignment Notification (05-16-12)........c.ceceueeeeervreverneneernnens App. 0136-0138
Hearing Brief (05-17-12)...cc.cvveeiereeireieeirecrerc et eeeesessevasasaneees App. 0139-0222
Plaintiff’s List of Exhibits (05-17-12)...cc.cceereeeeerereneeesvcreeeeenane App. 0223-0226
Answer to Amended Complaint For Damages (05-31-12).............. App. 0227-0233

Defendant Islam’s Answer to Plaintiff
Golden Road’s Amended Verified ‘

Complaint For Damages (06-01-12) .......c.cccceeuereereerncnereeneeneeenesnnnns App. 0234-0239
Order Directing Ramdom (sic) Assignment (06-05-12) .................. App. 0240-0241
Case Assignment Notification (06-05-12)..........cceevveerereeererernererennns App. 0242-0244

Order Denying Assignment to Business Court B7 (06-06-12)......... App. 0245-0246

Objection to Court’s Order Denying Peremptory
Chélllenge of Judge; Request Fo¥ H%aring (06-08-12) .....coeeeeueenen App. 0247-0250
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VOLUME 11

Order Directing Random Reassignment (6-11-12) .......ooeevevveneeee.
Minutes of the Court re: 06/20/12 Status Hearing (6-21-12)...........
Joint Case Conference Report (06-29-12).........ccoeeeermreererreererennenn.
Pretrial Order (07-02-12).....c.covmuirerirereeieeeeeeee v veaesenes e

Order Granting Golden Road Motor Inn, Inc.’s Motion

For Tem}I)orary Restraining Order Against Defendant

Sumona Islam and Agreement Between Defendant
Nav-Reno-GS, LLC dba Grand Sierra Resort and

Golden Road Motor Inn, Inc. (07-05-12) ...ceverreererrrererereceeenenenene

Notice of Entry of Order (07-05-12) ....coeeveuerererrerereeeeeereneneenennnas
Notice of Posting Bond (07-06-12) .........cceceeerererrereeerereeeeeanenas

Affidavit of Counsel In Support of Plaintiff’s Motion
For Partial Summary Judgment (08-22-12)........cccccerueeeerererereennnn

Addendum to Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment (08-22-12)........ccoeeveemeeeeeeeeeeeeeereee e

Motion For Partial Summary Judgment (08-23-12)......cccccoeecrcunecs
Stipulation For Preliminary Injunction (08-24-12) ......ccccceoveeeeeeeuene
Order on Stipulation For Preliminary Injunction (08-24-12)...........
Notice of Entry of Order (08-24-12) .......cccceeveveereverereererereeneereseenanas
Stipulated Protective Order (08-27-12)....ccceeeuererrevereereereeneneeeeeenaeees
Notice of Entry of Order (08-28-12) ......ccveveeerereererrereerrererereeeenenas
Amended Joint Case Conference Report (09-10-12)......c..coueeee.ce.

Opposition of Sumona Islam to Atlantis Motion
For Partial Summary Judgment (09-10-12).......ccovecvreverrevenieerencnes

Opposition to Motion For Partial
Summary Judgment (09-13-12)........cccoveveemererreecrecreereceeeeseeseeneenene

Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction (02-07-13) ........cceuen....

Sti(}ioulation to Continue Trial
and Related Discovery (02-12-13) ....c.oereiveececrreecnrceereeeeeeceene

Non;Oppositién to Motion to Dissolve
Preliminary Injunction (02-12-13)........cccevrevereerereererererenereseesennnn.

Supplemental pp osition to Motion For
Partial Summqry udgment (02-15-13) ...oeeververieceerreeeeceeececenee
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App. 0251-0253
App. 0254-0256
App. 0257-0273
App. 0274-0279

App. 0280-0283
App. 0284-0292
App. 0293-0298

App. 0299-0302

App. 0303-0306
App. 0307-0328
App. 0329-0337
App. 0338-0339
App. 0340-0346
App. 0347-0357
App. 0358-0373
App. 0374-0423

App. 0424-0456

App. 0457-0479
App. 0480-0484

App. 0485-0489
App. 0490-0492

App. 0493-0499
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YOLUME III

Supplemental Op}iosition of Sumona Islam to Atlantis
Motion For Partial Summary Judgment (02-19-13)........ccccoeveneece.

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant

Sumona Islam’s Motion to Partially .

Dissolve Preliminary Injunction and Countermotion

to Continue Preliminary Injunction (02-22-13).......cccceveeeveecvevesnnnnne

Reply In Support of Motion to Dissolve

Preliminary Injunction and Og);fosition to Motion
to Continue Injunction (02-25-13)

---------------------------------------------------

Reply In Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to
Continue Preliminary Injunction (03-04-13) .....c.cocoverereereererevenenee

Rep%r to Islam’s Oppositions to Motion
For Partial Summary Judgment (03-22-13).....c.cceeeererereveeeeceaceenanen

Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Plaintiff’s

Reply to Islam’s Oppositions to Motion

For Partial Summary Judgment (03-22-13)...c.ccccevrerrerreerrrreceenrennn.
Affidavit of Debra Robinson in Support of

Plaintiff’s Reply to Islam’s Oppositions

to Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (03-22-13)........cccceueunue.

Reply to GSR’s Oppositions to Motion .
For Partial Summary Judgment (03-22-13)....c.ccceveeveeerueereriereverennns

Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Plaintiff’s
Reply to GSR’s Oppositions to Motion For
Partial Summary Judgment (03-22-13) ......cccceeveeeererererereererenenne.

Order [granting Motion to Dissolve
Preliminary Injunction] (04-25-13) .....c.covvmrrerrnriiirnercirerisens

Order [vacating Order granting Motion to Dissolve
Preliminary In1unct10nf(04-3 S13) e

Order [partially dissplving
Preliminary Injunction] (05-02-13) ..c.coevvuevveeeceereeireeeeeieeensceeneeas

Order [denging Plaintiff’s Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment] (05-07-13) ....ocveeeevereeeerceneaenanen

Plaintiff’s Motions in Limine (05-28-13)....c.cceceueueurreeveccrerereeernenenee
Motion in Limine (05-28-13) ....ccccoouiverirerererrcaerreeevesenseeeianes
1
1
1
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App. 0500-0507

App. 0508-0551

App. 0552-0556
App. 0557-0561

App. 0562-0587
App. 0588-0591

App. 0592-0594

App. 0595-0617

App. 0618-0620
App. 0621-0623
App. 0624-0626
App. 0627-0628
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VOLUME 1V - FILED UNDER SEAL .

1s Volume 1s filed under sea Eursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Apl% 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Motion to Exclude Testimony of Brandon McNeeley
Either in Support of Plaintiff’s Case or in Rebuttal

to The Testimony of Defendant’s Expert Jeremy
Aguararo (sic) and All Evidence of amagqs .
Based on Theoretical Revenue, Lost Gamblin (3s10)
Days and Life Time Value of Players (05-29-13)....ccceveererererennee.. App. 0684-0764

Motion For Partial Summary Judgment (06-03-13).......cccccevemenne... App. 0765-0773
Islam’s Opposition to Atlantis Motion in Limine (06-07-13).......... App. 0774-0779
Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendants’

Motions in Limine (06-07-13)..........cccecerererererrereereceeereserenenenane. App. 0780-0794
Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Plaintiff’s Opposition

to Defendants’ Motions in Limine (06-07-13) ......ccccevevererererevenenen. App. 0795-0879
Alternative Opposition to GSR’s Motion '

For Partial Summary Judgment (06-14-13)........c.ccceoevrurerererererennnne. App. 0880-0893
Affidavit of Counsel in Su %ort of

Alternative Opposition to GSR’s Motion

For Partial Summary Judgment (06-14-13).........coceeeeeeeevencrrrerenen. App. 0894-0897
Defendant GSR’s Objection to Plaintiff Golden Road’s

Pre-Trial Disclosure of Witnesses and Exhibits (06-14-13) ............ App. 0898-0905

Defendant Sumona Islam’s Joinder in Grand Sierra’s ,
Objections to the Atlantis’ Pre-Trial Disclosures (06-14-13)........... App. 0906-0909

Trial Statement of Defendant Sumona Islam (06-26-13)................. App. 0910-0925
VOLUME V — FILED UNDER SEAL

1S Volume 1s filed under sea Eursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Aplg. 347-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Plaintiff’s Trial Statement (06-26-13)..........cccevererereeererereeerererrsnennns App. 0926-1042
Defendant GSR’s Trial Statement

Pursuant to Local Rule 5 (06-27-13) ....c.cevevereerireereereceneesenenene, App. 1043-1064
Minutes of the Court

re: 06/10/13 Pre-Trial Conference (06-27-13) ......ccooeveveerveererererenines App. 1065-1066
Order Substituting Defendant

and Changing Ca%tion (07-01-13) et eaeeeee e aenas App. 1067-1068
Minutes of the Court re: 7/1/13 Bench Trial

(Days 1 — 11) including the Exhibit List (07-26-13) ......ccceevveunnevev. App. 1069-1090
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Plaintiff’s Verified Memorandum of Costs (08-05-13) ................... App.
Defendant Sumona Islam’s
Motion to Retax Costs (08-07-13).......ccceeerrerereeeniireeesererereeeneenes App.

VOLUME VI — FILED UNDER SEAL

1091-1159

1160-1167

1s Volume 1s filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Aplp. 347-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).
Submission of Proposed Findings of

Fact and Conclusions of Law (08-13-13).......c.cceceveriererenenreennernennns App.
Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant Sumona

Islam’s Motion to Retax Costs (08-19-13).......cceovveereeveereeeererenenen. App.

Affidavit of Counsel in Slépport of Plaintiff’s
Slpppsmon to Defendant Sumona Islam’s

otion to Retax Costs (08-19-13).....ccceeireecerieieniereeneerecceereeveenene App.
Plaintiff’s Motion For Costs and Attorney’s Fees (08-21-13).......... App.

Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Plaintiff’s

Motion For Costs and Attorney’s Fees (08-21-13) ....cccceeveriernenencne App.
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of

Law and Order (08-26-13)........ccoeeerireerererererieeeeseeeesesasseesnessseneas App.
Notice to Set Status Hearing (08-29-13) .......c.eveeerenrerervcnerunueecucncnes App.
Defendant Sumona Islam’s Reply in Support

of Motion to Retax Costs (09-03-13) ....c.ccovcerrerrereerrrreeeeieneeennne App.
Islam’s Op}l):osition to Atlantis’ Motion For

Attorney’s Fees and Costs (09-03-13)......cccecvrereeenrrrenunerreccnenrencnnenes App.
Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of Motion For

Costs and Attorney’s Fees (09-10-13)...c.cvveerernericeinrennecnceneennennnne App.
Grand Sierra Resort’s Submission of Proposed

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law (09-23-13) ......cccececevueneee App.

YOLUME VII

Objection to Findings of Fact and Conclusions

of Law Submitted by Defendant

Grand Sierra Resort (09-24-13).....cveveeevererreereenresreneeressessesssssenens App.
Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Objection

To Fmdnagts) of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Submitted by Defendant Grand Sierra Resort (09-24-13)................ App.

Minutes of the Court
re: 09/24/13 Status Hearing (09-25-13)....c.ccooeveveeurnnemsencriccnecsnsnnnsnnnnes

I
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1168-1212

1213-1219

1220-1226

1227-1260

1261-1294

1295-1310
1311-1313

1314-1318

1319-1382

1383-1391

1392-1410

1411-1425

1426-1454
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Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law and Judgment (09-27-13) .........ccecerrereemeereerrererreeeeeennenenenn. App. 1456-1462

Memmorandum (sic) of Costs (09-30-13)......cccccoverermevrerrecenrereeenns App. 1463-1562
Notice of Submission of Documents in Camera
in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion For Costs

and Attorney’s Fees (10-01-13).....ccccreveeirreveieeeieiereeeereeeeneaenens App. 1563-1565
Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law and Order (10-01-13) ...c.ccooeveeveerreererececnenne App. 1566-1586
Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law and Judgment (10-01-13) ....ccccoevrvrcereerereneneee App. 1587-1598

Islam’s Objection to Submission of Atlantis Attorneg's
Fees Records For In Camera Review Only (10-02-13).................... App. 1599-1602

Plaintiff’s Motion to Retax Costs of

Defendant Grand Sierra Resort (10-03-13)......cooeveeeeeeveiennennennen. App. 1603-1610
Reply to Plaintiff’s Objection to Defendant

GSR’s Memmorandum (sic) of Costs (10-09-13)....ccccueeeververrunnnnnee App. 1611-1624
Reply in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to Retax

Costs of Defendant Grand Sierra Resort (10-17-13)......ccccveveernnene. App. 1625-1630

Motion For Award of Attorney’s Fees and Costs to
Defendant GSR Pursuant to NRS 600A.060,
NRCP 68 and NRS 17.115 (10-19-13)....cuvrreeririerrreeeeceneneecnne App. 1631-1654

YOLUME VIII

Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion For Award of
Attorney’s Fees and Costs to Defendant GSR Pursuant to
NRS 600A.060, NRCP 68 and NRS 17.115 (10-19-13).................. App. 1655-1770

Notice of Submission of Documents In Camera in
Support of Defendant GSR’s Motion for Award of

Attorney’s Fees and Costs (10-19-13).....cccevrrerviemrecrenierrerunennencennees App. 1771-1773
Notice of Appeal [Atlantis] (10-30-13) ..ccccereverreeevrenirreccreereceaene App. 1774-1812
Islam’s Response to Grand Sierra’s Motion
for Attorneys Fees (11-01-13)...c.oouiriieeerireeieeereereeeeereeneeseeneneaenee App. 1813-1817
Plaintiff’s Opposition to GSR’s Motion For
Award of Attorney’s Fees and Costs (11-04-13) ....ccovvreereererreneenne App. 1818-1831

VOLUME IX - FILED UNDER SEAL .

1S Volume is filed under sea Rursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 App. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Affidayit of Counsel in Support of Plaintiff’s

Opposition to GSR’s Motion For Award of
Attorney’s Fees and Costs (11-04-13)......ccoeeverercecrerrenenccvecneeennes App. 1832-1906
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Plaintiff’s Motion to Stay Enforcement of Judgment
and For Injunction Pending Appeal (11-04-13) .....cocooevervvrrerrerennnnne.

Order [for GSR to resubmit invoices] (11-06-13) .......ccceevverrrmrniene.
Notice of Appeal [Islam] (11-08-13) .....cccceevvererereeerereererereeeeeeererenns
Order [awarding attorney’s fees and costs] (11-08-13) ...................
Defendant Sumona Islam’s Motion For Order

to File Attorneys Fees Records of Atlantis in

the Official Court Record (11-13-13)....ccceveeerereeereerercierereiee.
Amended Notice of Appeal [Islam] (11-15-13) .c.ccoveveriecreererenes

VOLUME X - FILED UNDER SEAL

App. 1907-2009
App. 2010-2012
App. 2013-2016
App. 2017-2022

App. 2023-2028
App. 2029-2032

is Volume is Tiled under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (34%1’1% 347-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3 13).
GSR’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Stay

Enforcement of Judgment and For Injunction

Pending Appeal (11-20-13) ...

Plaintiff’s Motion For Clarification of Order
Regarding Attorney’s Fees and Costs (11-21-13)....coeruerecrcnnnnncne.

Islam’s Opposition to Atlantis Motion For Stay

and Injunction on Appeal, and Alternatively,

Cross-Motion For Stay on Appeal Upon

Posting of Nominal Bond (1 -21-13{ ..............................................

Plaintiff’s Response to Islam’s Motion For
Order to File Attorneys Fees Records of Atlantis
in The Official Court Record (11-21-13) c.c.eoervrereeereereecenennenen

Repl%in Support of Plaintiff’s Motionto =~

Stay Enforcement of Judgment and For Injunction

Pending Ap%eal and Response to Islam’s Cross-

Motion For Stay on Appeal (11-27-13) ...coeevenmrercniniccneeieceneenene

Reply in Su%)ort of Defendant Sumona Islam’s
Motion For Order to File Attorneys Fees Records
of Atlantis in The Official Court Record (11-30-13) .......ccecervuneree..

Islam’s Opposition to The Atlantis Motion For

Clarification of Order Regarding Attorneys

Fees and Costs (12-04-13% ................................................................
Reply in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion For

Clarification of Order Regarding Attorney’s

Fees and Costs (12-10—13% ................................................................

1
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Order [denying Atlantis’ Motion to
Stay Enforcement] (12-24-13) ......ccvevvevvivieeeecreeceeeereeeeseeereerensenens App. 2126-2128

Order [denying Islam’s Motion to File
Attorney’s Fees Records of Atlantis in the

Official Court Record] (12-24-13) ....ceovecvereerererereeereeeeeeeneerevenene App. 2129-2131
Notice of Entry of Orders (12-26-13).......cceoeveereeecrrererenirenrenerensenenes App. 2132—2143
Order [granting Plaintiff’s Motion for |

Clarification] (01-03-14) .....c.ooooeereeeeeereerererereeereereseresseneae e senens App. 2144-2146

Renewed Motion For Award of Attorney’s Fees
and Costs to Defendant GSR Pursuant to
NRS 600A.060, NRCP 68 and NRS 17.115 (01-21-14).....cccoeucee... App. 2147-2171

Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Renewed
Motion For Award of Attorney’s Fees to
Defendant GSR Pursuant to NRS 600A.060,

NRCP 68 and NRS 17.115 (01-21-14)....ccoeeeeereeerererecereereeveneraenanns App. 2172-2186
Plaintiff’s Opposition to GSR’s Renewed Motion ,
For Award of Attorney’s Fees and Costs (02-06-14).......ccccceeuennn.e. App. 2187-2202

Affidayit of Counsel in Support of Plaintiff’s
0 Kosmon to GSR’s Renewed Motion For Award
0

ttorney’s Fees and Costs (02-06-14) ......coceeuereerreverrcnvenveneereennnne App. 2203-2277
YOLUME XI
Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant
GSR’s Renewed Motion For Attorneys Fees (02-18-14)................. App. 2278-2295
fots A0 cOst] (051001 4y B ZIMMEYS s App. 2296-2301
Notice of Entry of First Amended Order (03-13-14)........c..cc.......... App. 2302-2312
Order [awarding GSR attorney’s fees] (03-14-14)......ccccceeureeveencnnne. App. 2313-2319
Notice of Entry of Order (04-11-14) .......cceverervereecreeereceeceerenee App. 2320-2331
Notice of Appeal [GSR] (04-14-14) ......cceeeveerevevcreeeeeneneeeceneence . ApP. 2332-2356
Amended Notice of Appeal [Atlantis] (04-21-14) ...cccoeveveerveeernenee. App. 2357-2373
Amended Notice of Appeal [GSR] (05-05-14) ...ccovverrerevececruereene App. 2374-2398
Amended Notice of Appeal [GSR] (05-08-14) ....ccoeecvereccccecrernnee App. 2399-2436
1
1
1
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VYOLUME XII — FILED UNDER SEAL . :

IS Volume 1s filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Apl% 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 1 (07-01-13)
Introductions and rulings by the
Court upon pending Motions and
confirmation that certain exhibits had been
removed and remaining exhibits renumbered
%}qenmg Statements -
itness: Steven Ringkob...........c.ocveiiveveirenreriiceeeeeeeceete e App. 2437-2654

YOLUME XIII — FILED UNDER SEAL . .

1S Volume 1s filed under sea Bursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 App. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 2 (07-02-13)
Witness: Frank DeCarlo .........coeoeeveieeceneecnneenrieeeeesescesnseessesesnenene App. 2655-2904

VOLUME X1V — FILED UNDER SEAL .

1S Volume Is filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Ap&. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 3 (07-03-13)
Witness: Sumona ISlam ..........ccoeeeeieievreneeenreceeceseeereereseneae e App. 2905-3020

VOLUME XV — FILED UNDER SEAL .

1S Volume is filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 App. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 4 (07-08-13)
Witness: Sumona ISIam ..........ccoveeeviereeceeieerieeeceeecesreeeneaeeeeeeseene App. 3021-3238

YOLUME XVI — FILED UNDER SEAL . .

This Volume is filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Aplp. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 5 §07-09-13)
Witnesses: Sumona Islam and Shelly Hadley ........cccoeverreenencnnencns App. 3239-3369

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 5 gO7-Q9-13)
Witnesses: Sterling Lundgren and Robert Woods ......c.cc.cceccenennene. App. 3370-3444

I
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VOLUME XVII — FILED UNDER SEAL

1S volume 18

ed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order

entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Ap&. 347-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:

13).

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 6 (07-10-13)
Witness: Susan MOTENO.........cc.ceeririereeeriicreiereeeseieesesessesesnesesens App. 3445-3490

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 6 (07-10-13) :
Witnesses: Donna Nunez and Tom Flaherty ...........ccccocevveveerenenens App. 3491-3558

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 6 g07-10-13)

Witness: Lilia Santos ......cocieiiiiiiciieececiecectereere v cesveseessesanenens App. 3559-3610
VOLUME XVIII - FILED UNDER SEAL .
is Volume is filed under seal Bursuanf to the Stipulated Protective Order
t

entered on August 27, 2012 by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3

e district court (2 App. 347-357) and b
(948:p 1%-13). y

Transcript of Proceedings

Trial Day 7 (07-11

-13)

Witness: Brandon McNeely..........cooeouoveieiecereeciceeceeienenenenene App. 3611-3784

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 8 (07-12-13)

Witness: Christian AMDBIOSE...........cccccuivveeiveeeieeeecreerereceeseeeenens App. 3785-3851
VOLUME XIX — FILED UNDER SEAL .
is Volume is Tiled under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order

entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Aplg. 347-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:

13).

Transcript of Proceedings

Trial Day 8 (07-_12-13?

Witnesses: Maria Maldonado,

Maura Navarro and Jeremy AGUETO ..........ceceeueueerereeeereseeeesereesesennes App. 3852-3950

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 9 (07-16-13)
Witness: Debra RODINSON .........ccovivieveeirieieerieeeeeeeeeeseseesiesesenees App. 3951-4055

VOLUME XX — FILED UNDER SEAL

IS volume 18

ed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order

entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Ap&. %37-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:

).

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 10 (07-17-13)
Dotson Closing Argument ............cccueueeveverrereeresnsreseeessesesesessesessesens App. 4056-4116

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 10 (07-17-13)
Wray Closing ATUMENL..........ccceevivieieceecieeesreeneerecneeseeseessessessssens App. 4117-4180
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Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 11 (07-18-13) :
Johnson CloSINg ATGUMENL ...........ccevevvererecrerrreeereeeereeresesereeeesnns

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 11 (07-18113§
Dotson Second Closing Argument ...........ccccceerereeerererereeeesessessesnnes

Transcript of Proceedings
Trial Day 11 (07-18-13)
Decision 0f the COUTt.........cocuirimeemeieinrireneseecre e enssesesenees

VYOLUME XXI —FILED UNDER SEAL

App. 4181-4205

App. 4206-4238

App. 4239-4263

IS Volume 1s filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court %4%"1% 347-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3

Trial Exhibit 1
Online Sgstem User Agreement
(ATL 0001 = 0004).....oceeeeeeeeereeecereeeereereereeseseessesessessensessesesnessssnas

Trial Exhibit 2
Business Ethics Policy and Code of Conduct

Acknowledgement and Conflicts of Interest Statement
(ATL 0005 = 0018).....ovvreerrerrreeeeecreeerereaerevereseseessessessese e sesessaesene

Trial Exhibit 3 ,

Company Policy Regarding Company Property,

Proprietary Information and Trade Sécrets

(ATL 0019 — 0021 ) ... ievreireeeeeeeieeeetereee e esess v ese e seseses s eesanns

Trial Exhibit 4
Non-Comgete/N on-Solicitation Agreement
(ATL 0022) ...ccurenreieiererereisrereresesere et sessssssasssssssssesesesesssesesssenes

Trial Exhibit 5
Aﬁril 6, 2012 and April 18th letters '
(ATL 0023 = 0034).....coceeeeeeeecniereeeeeeeeeeeeee e eeeeseesasesesesssaesseseenenseses

Trial Exhibit 6
Handwritten guest list produced by Sumona Islam.

First and last pa§c of each of the five books
ISLAM 1, 57, 58, 128, 129, 203, 204, 258, 259, 276.......oooccevvveenn...

Trial Exhibit 7
Summary of modifications to customer database
(

by Sumona Islam in days leading up to her resignation
KTL 0041 - 0043)..... y ............. g p ................................................

Trial Exhibit 8 _
Audit History (redacted) of the modifications

made by Ms. Islam to the customer database
(ATL 0044 — 0048)........coovererieeereeeeeeese e e esssssssssssssessssssssssssssaens

I
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Trial Exhibit 9 i
Audit History (unredacted) of the modifications

made by Ms. Islam to the customer database
(ATL 00442 — 00488) .........oevererereeeeeirecsereseeesaesessseeeasse e sessssnes

Trial Exhibit 10
Example of GSR solicitations

Trial Exhibit 11 . .
Example of GSR solicitations
(ATL 0050) c..cevevirierrererrecreserensseresensssenssesesscsssesessssssssssncsnssssssssanes

Trial Exhibit 12 S
Example of GSR solicitations
(ATL 0051) c.cccvivereirierrreierieisieeeseeseeeescse s ssaersseseress s srssesssssessasans

Trial Exhibit 13
Example of GSR solicitations
(ATL 0052) ...c.covierecireerntrereretrerenssesesessesesssssssssessssesessassessesesansesens

Trial Exhibit 14
Offer letter and draft offer letter
(GSR 00026 - 00027 and GSR 0007 - 0008) ......c.oevereremeererererenenene

Trial Exhibit 15

GSR Confidentiality and Non-Disclosure Agreement
(GSR 00004)........cccooiirereerrreeeriree e sereeesesesesssssaesese s sessesesesans

Trial Exhibit 16
GSR Database Agreement
(GSR 00005)......00ceeireeeriririeeirmneransserssssessssstsssasssasssssssesessesessssnns

Trial Exhibit 17
Remainder of em%lo ent file of Sumona Islam
8GSR 00001 — 00003, 00006
0009 — 00025, 00028 = 00029)..........oveerreeeeeeeereeeeererrereererseeeereeeenns

Trial Exhibit 18 )

Order Granting Golden Road Motor Inn, Inc.’s Motion For
Temporary Restralnm% Order Against Defendant Sumona

Islam and Agreement Between Defendant Nav-Reno-GS,

LLC dba Grand Sierra Resort and Golden Road Motor Inn

Inc., entered on July 5, 2012......coeviirirereeeieeeeererrre e eraeeene

Trial Exhibit 19
GSR list of guests coded to Islam at GSR
(GSR 00740-00752).cu.ueeeeeieeeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeresseeseeenesaesnsesesssossessenns

Trial Exhibit 20 ' ) _
Atlantis’ §Ob description for Executive Casino Host
(ATL 0284 — 0285) c.eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeerseeesssesseesssessssssresssesssesssessssessses

Trial Exhibit 21

Atlantis’ §Ob description for Concierge Manager
(ATL 0286)....corveverieenerenertrieeeseeesseresesesesstesesesessesesesssesssesessananes

Page xii of xviii

App. 4324-4329

App. 4330-4331

App. 4332-4333

.App.4334-4335

App. 4336-4337

App. 4338-4342

App. 4343-4344

App. 4345-4346

App. 4347-4370

App. 4371-4375

App. 4376-4389

App. 4390-4392

App. 4393-4394
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Trial Exhibit 22 |
Emails to / from Rackenberg/ DeCarlo

(ATL 0592) c.ceooeeoveeomeemoererseeeemenssseseeessseeenessseeee

Trial Exhibit 23

Email re% ding the hiring of Sumona Islam
(ATL 02

Trial Exhibit 24
Frank DeCarlo’s sent email

(ATL 0564 e eooeoeeeeoeeeseeeeeeeee e esesee s

Trial Exhibit 25
Frank DeCarlo’s sent email

(ATL 0492) oo eeveemeeeeeeeees oo eeeeesseee
| Trial Exhibit 26

Frank DeCarlo’s deleted email

(ATL 0321) ottt

Trial Exhibit 27
Frank DeCarlo’s sent email

(ATL 0462) ..ottt eerssesesesseeeans

Trial Exhibit 28
Frank DeCarlo’s deleted email

(ATL 0298) evermoeeoeoeeoeoeemseeo oo essseseeseeesseen

Trial Exhibit 29
Frank DeCarlo’s deleted email

(ATL 0347 evovemmeeoeeeeeeeeoeeeseosoees oo sssseeeesneeeen

Trial Exhibit 30 .
Frank DeCarlo’s deleted email

N BT R L) YO

Trial Exhibit 31

0 .

ar
0) et

.......................... App. 4395-4396
.......................... App. 4397-4398
.......................... App. 4399-4400
.......................... App. 4401-4402
.......................... App. 4403-4404
.......................... App. 4405-4406
.......................... App. 4407-4408
.......................... App. 4409-4410

........................... App. 4411-4412

GSR Rated Players of Sumona Islam prepared lﬁ' The

Financial Planning and Analysis Group and GSR Guest

Reports regarding Sumona Islam

(ATL 1005 = 1004) .vveeeeeeoeeeeseeeeeeerereerereeeeen

Trial Exhibit 32

Expert report and CV of Jeremy A. Aguero..........

Trial Exhibit 33 :
(S readsheet for offer dated April 1-23

SR-AMBROSE 0052-0061).......cccvuvvremererrecennes

Trial Exhibit 34 _
(Sgreadsheet for offer dated April 24-May 23

SR-AMBROSE 0001-0015).......cccceverreerverenne

I
I

Page xiii of xviii

........................... App. 4413-4417

........................... App. 4418-4450|

.......................... App. 4451-4461

ceereeesee e eesneeneaas App. 4462-4477
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Trial Exhibit 35
Spreadsheet for offer dated April 24- May 23
on-Locals Duplicates

(GSR-AMBROSE 0016-0018).......c.cceeeeereeeerrrerirrereenirnsessesssesnes App. 4478-4481
Trial Exhibit 36

Sgreadsheet for offer dated May 24 — June 19 Non-locals

(GSR-AMBROSE 0092-0121) ....cccururierrnrereereerenereenrrnsessssesasneesens App. 4482-4512

VOLUME XXII — FILED UNDER SEAL . .

1S Volume is filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Aplg. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Trial Exhibit 37
Sgreadshcet for offer dated June20 — July17 Non-Locals
(GSR-AMBROSE 0062-0091).....c.cccceermrererereeerenseeesnnsesssnsssssasenens App. 4513-4543

Trial Exhibit 38
Sgreadsheet for offer dated April 1- 23 Locals
(GSR-AMBROSE 0032-0051) . ...eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeseeerseeseesessessoseas App. 4544-4564

Trial Exhibit 39
Spreadsheet for offer dated April 24- May 23
(GSR-AMBROSE 0019-0020)........ccccevemeuerrreerreererieeeseensaeeesanaesens App. 4565-4573

Trial Exhibit 40
Spreadsheet for offer dated May 24 — Jun 19 Locals
(GSR-AMBROSE 0027-0031).ccccueueeeeeieeererereereeneeseneeessensssssesaesees App. 4574-4579

Trial Exhibit 41
Ambrose Emails
(GSR-AMBROSE 0122-0159)....ceitiieeiereeiieiereneesreseesessessessessenees App. 4580-4618

Trial Exhibit 42
Revenue Spreadsheets
(GSR-Smg% 0001-0007).....ccuiinreeinerreenrerrenereeenesceseseeeesaenesenes App. 4619-4626

Trial Exhibit 43
Harrah’s June 26, 2008 letter to Islam
(ATL 0266 — 0279)....coooeeeeeeeeeese oo eeseeresseereeseseseeemssessnesessmessenas App. 4627-4641

Trial Exhibit 44
Harrah’s October 22, 2009 letter to Islam
(ATL 0280, ATL 0283 and ATL 0283a).......cccoverereeereererereneerereennns App. 4642-4645

Trial Exhibit 45
Email from Tomelden 1/19/12 and from

DeCarlo to Finn 1/20/12 and privileged emails
(ATL 0281 — 0282).....eveieeeereeeereniriesnereseeseeassesesesesassessssssassassssanes App. 4646-4648

Trial Exhibit 46 _
Correspondence between Atlantis and counsel

for Fitzgeralds related to Chau non-compete
(ATL 0604-0625)....ccorerurrreeneereiiniereseeesesestsesessssssssesesssssssssasnees App. 4649-4671
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Trial Exhibit 47 .
Harrah’s Employment A%reement provided

to Atlantis by Sumona Islam
(ATL 0628-0638)

Trial Exhibit 48

Emails between Shelly Hadley to Sumona Islam
(GSR 01932 —01934)...ccotiiiecceereeieetsteeeeeessseesesessesesenns

Trial Exhibit 49

GSR Free Play Adjustments and Comps
GSR 1935 = 1981 L ettt a e a e e e seaes

Trial Exhibit 50
Hadley emails
GSR 2029 —2033.....eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeseeesssesssneessssesesnessessensns

VOLUME XXII1 — FILED UNDER SEAL

.............................................................................

App. 4672-4683
App. 4684-4687
App. 4688-4735

App. 4736-4741

1S Volume 1s filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Apﬁ. 347-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:

Trial Exhibit 51
Hadley emails
GSR TO8B2 = 2028 ..ot eeeeeeeeeceeeeeseaeeeseseseeseseeesssssssssssnssssnns

Trial Exhibit 52

Grand Sierra Resort Employee Handbook
(GSR 02034 —2064)......cecirerrerrreeeneeesseeeeeerassnasacseesesenssseseesconeas

Trial Exhibit 53
Resume of Abraham Pearson .........ooveeeveeeeeeeeeeecceeeeeeeeeeeeeeesessanens

Trial Exhibit 54
Concierge Lounge Schedules
(ATL OT37 = 0151 ettt sae e s e e sresaenaseeaens

Trial Exhibit 55

March 12, 2010 memo re Host Internet Access Agreement
(ATL 0153) ettt st s e se st esaessssessesesansnenens

Trial Exhibit 56

Network Access Requests signed by Sumona Islam
(ATL O154-0165).....cccceuerererirerrerrrrrnsenssensesessesessereseaesssesesessnesesssens

Trial Exhibit 57 ,
Online System User Agreement signed by Sumona Islam
(ATL 0166 — 0169)....cecuetereieiererereerrereieseesesreerereseesesescsenessessenens

Trial Exhibit 58
Grand Sierra Flyer
(ATL 0626 — 06027 .ueueeeeeeeieeieneererecresseessessessessessessessassssssessassanes

Trial Exhibit 59
Plaintiff’s Seventeenth Supplemental
NRCP 16.1 DiSCIOSULE.....coveeverecteereerecieeeceeeneeeseeeeseeeseesnesnens

13).
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App. 4790-4821

App. 4822-4824
App. 4825-4840
App. 4841-4842
App. 4843-4855
App. 4856-4860
App. 4861-4863

App. 4864-4899
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Trial Exhibit 60
Resume of Brandon C. McNeely
(ATL 0992 — 0994)

Trial Exhibit 61
Atlantis Customer Lifetime Value calculations

and Harvard Business Review case study
(ATL 0973 —0990).....cooiietereeeceereeerereee e eaeere e vereanes

Trial Exhibit 62
Black’s Law Dictionary and Webster’s

Dictionalgl definition of “sabotage”
(ATL 0995 — 1000) ......c.moeveernsmroeersesseeessessesessssessssssseesessssssssssee e

Trial Exhibit 63

Guest contact listf%egared by Frank DeCarlo
at the direction of Debra Robinson
(ATL 1609) ...ttt teee e eeree e seesteseeseeeassessesssresnesansaans

Trial Exhibit 64 '

Email string dated 4/5/12 regarding guest Arsenault
(ATL 1617 =1618).....cooeiirreeeereeeeieesesiseesss s e aseesassnssssssaesne

Trial Exhibit 65 i
Email string dated 4/10/12 regarding guest Davidson
(ATL 1619 —1620)......cccrtriereiriereerreceeeeeeseeeeisensesseresssssesessssansnne

Trial Exhibit 66

Email dated 4/17/12 regarding guest Scheider
(ATL 1621) ...ttt e ess s s esasessesesnsnes

Trial Exhibit 67
Portions of David Law’s personnel file,

redacted as to Social Security number
(ATL 1667 — 1681)..ccceirririenreciireereteesrssessesseseaesesessasassssssesens

Trial Exhibit 68
Portions of Lilia Santos’ personnel file,

redacted as to Social Security number
(ATL 1682 — 1695) c..eeieerrreierenirisreeneeeressseaseeesssssasssesessssenssssnsnes

VOLUME XXITV — FILED UNDER SEAL

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

App. 4900-4903
App. 4904-4922
App. 4923-4929

App. 4930-4931
App. 4932-4934
App. 4935-4937

App. 4938-4939
App. 4940-4955

App. 4956-4970

This Volume is filed under seal Eursuanf to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Aplg. 347-357) and by

order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:

Trial Exhibit 69
Concierge Desk Schedules
(ATL 1740 = 17606) ..cueoeeierinieeiereeeeeeeeeeeee e et s reesssrassnessesssssenes

Trial Exhibit 70
Emails regarding Ramon Mondragon
(ATL 1776 — 1785) ccueceeeteteeeeeeererereceereeesesesseneseses s sssssssssassessanns

1
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Trial Exhibit 71 .
IT Help Desk Notes for Frank DeCarlo’s email
(ATL 1786 = 1798) ...ttt eressesbe s sessessensenns App. 5010-5023

Trial Exhibit 72
Internet Authorization Form signed by Sumona Islam
(ATL O152) ottt eeseeae e seseseaenaens creneeeens App. 5024-5025

Trial Exhibit 73 ) .

Transcript of May 3, 2012 GSR Investigatory Interview

Recordm% with Sumona Islam .

(GSRO2130 — GSRO2133)c.ceiuiereieiiesereeeereeeeeneeesse e sesasesessenens App. 5026-5030

Trial Exhibit 74

Demonstrative exhibit

List of emails prepared by Mark Wray |
(Deposition EXhibit 53) ........cccoevieeiiiereeeceeeee e e e seane App. 5031-5036

Trial Exhibit 75 .
Islam’s Book of Trade produced to Atlantis
with notes from Atlantis

(ATL 0213 = 0265)....cciveirrerererereeerecteeereesaesesaeseesensssesassesansensesens App. 5037-5090
Trial Exhibit 76

Sumona Islam’s Hallmark card ............coceevoeeieeneenieennceceseecnnne App. 5091-5092
Trial Exhibit 77

Com;iilz_ltlon of GSR/Islam

Emails in chronological order..............cccceeeveevreveerirreneneceeeeeeeene App. 5093-5220

VOLUME XXV — FILED UNDER SEAL .

Is Volume is liled under sea Eursuan to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Aplg. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

EContinu¢d] Trial Exhibit 77
Compilation of GSR/Islam Emails
1N chronological OTdET...........c.coueeeeerirriesreiereecreeeeceesenencesenensassaens App. 5221-5428

Trial Exhibit 78

Additional signature pages to Trade Secret

Agreement and Business Ethics {)ohcy :

and Code of Conduct Agreemen '

(ATL 0100 - 0101, 0103, 0128 = 0130) ...cecveuereeeeeeenerreeerenecccensanens App. 5429-5435

Trial Exhibit 80

fféli%\r/}dl“-’r it%r)l .‘.:.l.l..e.r.l.t. hSt Bf???f‘i?‘f‘. .l.)Y. ISlam ................................. App. 5436-5470
/1

Il

I

I
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VOLUME XXVI — FILED UNDER SEAL .

1s Volume is filed under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 Apl% 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

{:Continued] Trial Exhibit 80
ull handwritten client list produced by Islam

(ISLAM 1-276) ..o et App. 5471-5712
| Trial Exhibit 81

Letter to Mark Wray, Esq. from

Angela Bader, Esq. dated T0/15/12 eovvoeveeeeeeeeeeceeeeeeee e App. 5713-5718

VOLUME XXVII — FILED UNDER SEAL .

1S Volume is filed under seal pursuant o the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 App. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Trial Exhibit 82
Email from Frank DeCarlo filed 2/22/11
and Declining Player Report as of 12/21/11....ccveveveveeeuererenrreinenee App. 5719-5729

Trial Exhibit 83 o

Copy of handwritten client list

produced by Islam with notations

made during review on July 6-7, 2013 .........ccccoeremereernererecrrenenns App. 5730-5968

VOLUME XXVIII - FILED UNDER SEAL .

This Volume is Tiled under seal pursuant to the Stipulated Protective Order
entered on August 27, 2012 by the district court (2 App. 347-357) and by
order of the district court during trial (19 App. 3948:12-13).

Continued] Trial Exhibit 83
opy of handwritten client list
produced by Islam with notations
made during review on July 6-7, 2013 ........ccocceevreverrereereeereeereeennes App. 5969-6020

Trial Exhibit 84 o
Defendant’s Responses to Plaintiff’s
First Set of Reqilest for Admission to Defendant

Nav-Reno-GS, LLC dba Grand Sierra Resort.......c.ccccveeereeververeenens App. 6021-6049
Trial Exhibit 85
Handwritten note of Lilia Santos..........cccceeeveveveeeereeereneresererneeienees App. 6050-6052
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

FILED
Electronically
08-13-2013:04:21:44 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
1750 y 9

Clerk of the Court
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. Transaction # 3920150

Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@Jaxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader(@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel:  (775) 322-1170

Fax: (775) 322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., aNevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
vs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive,

Defendants.

SUBMISSION OF PROPOSED
FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Plaintiff GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
SPA (“Plaintiff” and/or “ATLANTIS”), by and through its attorneys, Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd.,
hereby submits to the Court its proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, which is
attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

Pursuant to WDCR 9, ATLANTIS served all parties with its proposed Findings of Fact

and Conclusions of Law on August 5, 2013, indicating in that pleading that pursuant to WDCR
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

9, the proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and any accepted edits would be
submitted to this Court on August 13, 2013.!

Counsel for SUMONA ISLAM (“ISLAM”) has requested that paragraph 41 be deleted in
its entirety as it addresses injunctive relief. As described in Exhibit 2, the cover pleading serving
the proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law upon Defendants, during the Court’s
decision on July 18, 2013 the Court indicated that it would address injunctive relief and that it
would do so after damages.> The Court did not further address the issue of injunctive relief and
therefore counsel for ATLANTIS has included, as paragraph 41, a conclusion of law in this
regard which is intended to be consistent with the Court’s ruling. Counsel for ISLAM requested
that this paragraph be deleted in its entirety or alternatively that it be modified to address an
expiration timeframe. The paragraph has been modified to address the issue of expiration,
indicating it should be based upon the time when the information ceases to be a trade secret. The
submitted decision had further ben modified to address any other list which should surface,
including but not limited to the sixth spiral notebook discussed at trial.

ATLANTIS does not at this time submit any separate proposed judgment as it is
anticipated that the Court will be ruling on costs and attorney’s fees consistent with its decision
and those rulings would implicate such a judgment. ATLANTIS specifically requests that the
Court not enter judgment until those post-trial motions have been heard and all rulings regarding
Defendant Islam can and have been incorporated into the judgment.

i
"
"
mn

! See Exhibit 2 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Pursuant to SIDCR 9.
% See Transcript of Proceedings, 15:5-6.
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
social security number of any person. V

Dated this L3 day of August, 2013.

% & NO%, LTD.
pd

‘ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5285
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel: (775)322-1170
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that ] am an employee of LAXALT &
NOMURA, LTD., and that on this date, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the

foregoing by:

X

X

O O 0O

X

addressed as follows:

Steven B. Cohen, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.

Stan Johnson, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Terry Kinnally, Esq. 608 Lander Street
Cohen-Johnson, LLC Reno, NV 89509

255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100

Las Vegas, NV 89119 mwra arkwraylaw.com

scohen@cohenjohnson.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

(BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
in a sealed envelope in a designated area for outgoing mail, addressed as set forth
below. At the Law Offices of Laxalt & Nomura, mail placed in that designated
area is given the correct amount of postage and is deposited that same date in the
ordinary course of business, in a United States mailbox in the City of Reno,
County of Washoe, Nevada.

By electronic service by filing the foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the E-
Flex system, which will electronically mail the filing to the following individuals.

(BY PERSONAL DELIVERY) by causing a true copy thereof to be hand
delivered this date to the address(es) at the address(es) set forth below.

(BY FACSIMILE) on the parties in said action by causing a true copy thereof to
be telecopied to the number indicated after the address(es) noted below.

Reno/Carson Messenger Service.

By email to the email addresses below.

siohnson@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

DATED this ‘_/3‘ day of August, 2013. ‘
y LMt W

L. MORGAN BOGUMIL Y
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
' ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

INDEX OF EXHIBITS
ExuiBIT DESCRIPTION PAGES
1 Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 18
2 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Pursuant to STDCR 9 22
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ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No, 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@]laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel:  (775) 322-1170

Fax: (775)322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
Vvs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive,

Defendants.

[PROPOSED] FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
This matter came on for a non-jury trial on July 1, 2013 before the Court, Honorable

Patrick Flanagan, District Judge, presiding. The Court heard evidence for 9 days and the
arguments of counsel on the 10™ day of trial. The Court, having carefully considered all of the
exhibits in evidence, the testimony of the witnesses, trial statements of the parties, and the

arguments of counsel, hereby issues the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law:
i
i
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ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel:  (775)322-1170

Fax: (775) 322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
Vs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive.

Defendants.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER

This matter came on for a non-jury trial on July 1, 2013 before the Court, Honorable
Patrick Flanagan, District Judge, presiding. The Court heard evidence for 9 days and the
arguments of counsel on the 10™ day of trial. The Court, having carefully considered all of the
exhibits in evidence, the testimony of the witnesses, trial statements of the parties, and the
arguments of counsel, hereby issues the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law:
n
i
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Findings of Fact

1. On or about April 15, 2008, ISLAM became an employee of the Golden Road
Motor Inn, Inc., dba Atlantis Casino Resort Spa (“ATLANTIS”).

2. On April 15, 2008, ISLAM executed the ATLANTIS Online System User
Agreement (“Online System User Agreement”). Among other terms, the Online System User
Agreement prohibits unauthorized downloading or uploading of software and information.

3. On April 15, 2008, in conjunction with her employment with ATLANTIS,
ISLAM also executed an agreement with ATLANTIS concerning its Business Ethics Policy
and Code of Conduct Acknowledgement and Conflicts of Interest Statement. This agreement
(“Business Ethics Policy™), was again signed by ISLAM on January 23, 2009, February 26,
2010 and January 19, 2011. This policy in section 3.1 identifies confidential information as all
nonpublic information regarding the company’s operation and business activities and those of
its customers and suppliers. Nonpublic means any information that is not officially disclosed
through means such a press releases or other forms of publication, where it is not common
knowledge. Section 4.4 prohibits the disclosure of inside information to persons outside the
company or other persons within the company who are not authorized to receive such
information. Pursuant to the terms of the Business Ethics Policy, ISLAM agreed not to disclose
confidential information including customer lists or customer information (such as player
tracking or club information) to any unauthorized persons, either during or after her
termination, and not to take any documents or records belonging to ATLANTIS after her
departure. She also agreed not to profit from confidential information of ATLANTIS.
ISLAM’s agreement to the terms of this contract was a condition of her employment with
ATLANTIS.

4, On April 15, 2008, in conjunction with commencing her employment with
ATLANTIS, ISLAM executed the ATLANTIS Company Policy regarding Company Property,
Proprietary Information, and Trade Secrets (hereinafier referred to as “Trade Secret
Agreement”). This agreement, including any updates, was again signed by ISLAM on January
23, 2009, February 26, 2010 and January 19, 2011. This agreement provides that any improper
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use or dissemination of ATLANTIS intellectual property is a breach of the policy and may be a
violation of state and federal trade secrets laws and also warns that such violation is punishable
both civilly and criminally.

S. ISLAM was hired to be an Executive Casino Host at ATLANTIS. When she
was hired, she was under a contractual obligation to her former employer, Hanah’s, which
prohibited her from working in a same or similar position within six months after séparation
from employment at Harrah’s. In order to honor this obligation, ATLANTIS placed her in the
position of concierge manager. She worked in the hotel side of the operation of the
ATLANTIS and not in the gaming side of the operation until the expiration of the six month
restriction imposed by her agreement with Harrah’s. Thereafter, she was transferred to the
gaming operation and began her employment as a host.

6. When ISLAM began to work as a host at ATLANTIS, she brought with her
what she claimed to be her personal book of trade. ISLAM has identified Exhibits 75 and 80
as her book of trade.

7. Steve Ringkob, indeed almost every witness, testified that there were certain
items that hosts were entitled to take with them from property to property and that a host’s
book of trade is the host’s property and “nothing is wrong with her taking this information
wherever she goes.” However, he also testified that the player’s gaming history and tracking at
the ATLANTIS would become proprietary information.

8. Although the term “casino host book of trade” has been defined variously, it has
generally been defined as those names and contact information of guests with whom the host
has developed relationships through their own efforts. Ringkob defined it as those guests with
whom the host has developed a relationship and it was not information coming from the casino.

9. The evidence is clear that ISLAM intentionally down_loaded, by hand copying
from the ATLANTIS computer screen, players’ names, contact information, level of play,
game preferences and other proprietary information from the ATLANTIS Casino's, casino

management system, Patron Management Program.

Page 3 of 16

App. 1177




11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

10.  On February 26, 2010, ISLAM signed a Non-Compete/Non-Solicitation
Agreement with ATLANTIS (“Non-Compete Agreement”). Pursuant to the terms of the Non-
Compete Agreement, ISLAM agreed that she would not, without the prior written consent of
ATLANTIS, be employed by, in any way affiliated with, or provide services to any gaming
operation Jocated within 150 miles of ATLANTIS for a cooling off period of one year after the‘
date that the employment relationship between she and the ATLANTIS ended.

11.  During ISLAM’S employment at ATLANTIS, she had access to and worked
with highly sensitive trade secrets and proprietary and confidential information of the
ATLANTIS. This information included customer and guest lists, customer information and
data including player contact information, tracking and club information, guest preferences and
gaming tendencies of the guests. This information included not just the information for guests
assigned to her, but also information for guests assigned to other hosts.

12.  Before and during ISLAM’S employment, ATLANTIS undertook significant
precautions to maintain the secrecy of its confidential information. These efforts included
disabling USB ports in the computers at ATLANTIS, not providing or allowing printers, and
monitoring all emails that are sent to recipients off property. _

13.  Despite the precautions taken to protect ATLANTIS’ confidential trade secret
information, during her employment at ATLANTIS ISLAM cdpied guest information by hand
from the screen of the ATLANTIS computer onto spiral note pads. Ms. ISLAM, in her
handwritten notes in spiral notebooks, which she identified as hers, copied players’ names,
contact information and also the designation of whether or not they played table games or slots.
The information copied had the notation of the guests’ marker information, for purposes of
knowing what their credit limit was. Some notations included information regarding previous
gaming results and losses incurred by that player. This is information Ms. ISLAM testified that
she wrote down from the ATLANTIS computer. A copy of some of those spirals is found in
Exhibit 80.

14.  Ms. ISLAM testified that in the fall of 2011, she was becoming dissatisfied with
her employment at the ATLANTIS. She testified that she had not been given a raise, that she
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had only been given one bonus and not the quarterly bonuses that she states were promised to
her, she felt isolated in her interpersonal relationships with other employees at the ATLANTIS
and she had come to a point in her career where she believed that if she was ever going to make
more money, she would have to seek employment elsewhere.

15.  The evidence is that on or around October, Ms. ISLAM learned from Ms.
Antonetti that the Grand Sierra Resort (“GSR”) was hiring new employees. Through an online
application, ISLAM applied for and interviewed with the GSR to obtain a position as a host.

16. At about that time, Ms. ISLAM asked Mr. DeCarlo for a copy of her Non-
Compete Agreement with the ATLANTIS.

17.  Sometime in December and January, two interviews took place. The first was
with Ms. Hadley, at the GSR. Ms. Hadley testified that she was impressed with Ms. ISLAM.
She testified she did not ask for ISLAM’s book of business at that time. |

18. A second interview was arranged between ISLAM and Hadley and Flaherty of
thé; G.SRV Atv thathtir‘ne, .a more m—depth diécuésioh took pl.ace. relative to Ms ISLAM's book of
business. Mr. Flaherty testified and it's confirmed by the transcript of a subsequent interview
that he told Ms. ISLAM not to bring anything from the ATLANTIS to the GSR, to bring
nothing, but herself and her relationships.

19. During the course of the interview process, ISLAM and representatives of GSR
discussed the fact that ISLAM was subject to an agreement restricting her employment with a
competitor of ATLANTIS and ISLAM provided GSR with a copy of the Non-Compete
Agreement. This conduct is consistent with ISLAM’s testimony of her behavior when applying
for the position with the ATLANTIS. She testified that she provided a copy of the Harrah’s
Non-Compete to the ATLANTIS prior to their offering of employment to her.

20. The testimony is that GSR then passed the ATLANTIS Non-Compete
Agreement to its legal counsel. Legal counsel apparently reviewed that and gave the green
light to hire Ms. ISLAM.
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21.  Ms. ISLAM was concerned that ATLANTIS would initiate litigation against her
and sought assurances that GSR would provide legal representation to her should there be
litigation over the Non-Compete. GSR agreed.

22. ISLAM terminated her employment as an Executive Casino Host with the
ATLANTIS on January 19, 2012 and accepted an offer with GSR as an Executive Casino Host
on the same day.

23.  ISLAM began work at GSR at the end of January, 2012.

24,  The ATLANTIS alleges that soon after ISLAM terminated her employment,
ATLANTIS employees discovered that ISLAM had falsely modified, destroyed, falsely
changed and/or sabotaged confidential, proprietary, trade secret information of ATLANTIS,
including customer data belonging to the ATLANTIS on its online system to her benefit and
the benefit of GSR and to the detriment of ATLANTIS.

25.  The evidence adduced in this matter by Ms. ISLAM herself and other witnesses
of the Plaintiff is that Ms. ISLAM did change the addresses, telephone number and/or the email
addresses of guests that had been coded to her in the ATLANTIS’ casino customer or guest
database.

26.  The evidence shows that shortly after Ms. ISLAM left the employ of the
ATLANTIS, the guests who had been assigned to her at the ATLANTIS were distributed
amongst the remaining ATLANTIS hosts who attempted to contact those guests to maintain
and establish a continued relationship with the ATLANTIS. Shortly thereafter, those hosts
reported difficultly, indeed inability to contact the guests. It quickly became apparent that the
contact information had been sabotaged. ATLANTIS staff testified that they restored old
copies of the Patron Management data to a location in the computer system where the auditors
could access the information and the information was restored to the Patron Management
Program, the guest marketing database, in a relatively short period of time.

27.  Additionally, the evidence showed that none of the information was changed in
the LMS database, which is the database known as the Lodging Management System that

controls the hotel operations,
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28.  ISLAM testified that she did not show either Ms. Hadley or Mr. Flaherty the
spiral notebooks which contained the information she had wrongfully taken from the
ATLANTIS' database. Nevertheless, after her employment by the GSR began, Ms. ISLAM
began to input that infor_mation, the information taken from the ATLANTIS and contained on
the spiral notebooks, into the GSR database.

29.  The testimony from the GSR representatives is that the database fields accessed
and completed by ISLAM are limited. They restrict the information that a host could input to
name, address, telephone number and contact information. There are no fields for a host to
themselves input information regarding a player’s gaming history, level of play or preference of
game.

30.  Both Ms. Hadley and Mr. Flaherty testified they never saw the spiral notebooks
containing the information ISLAM had wrongfully taken from the ATLANTIS’ database.

31.  After the database sabotage was discovered by the ATLANTIS, ATLANTIS’
general counsel, Debra Robinson, wrote a letter to GSR advising them that Ms. ISLAM was
subject to a Non-Compete, Non-Disclosure Agreement and that she may have confidential
information and ATLANTIS demanded the GSR cease and desist from the use of that
information and return it forthwith.

32.  Inresponse to the cease and desist letter from ATLANTIS to the GSR and Ms.
ISLAM relating to the ATLANTIS’ concerns about ISLAM’s employment, the counsel for the
GSR sent a letter rejecting the assertions of the ATLANTIS and essentially maintaining that
there was nothing confidential or proprietary that had been acquired by GSR and that all
information provided by Ms. ISLAM came from her own personal relationships and her book
of business.

33.  The ATLANTIS reasonably initiated litigation.

34, On April 27, 2012, ATLANTIS filed its Complaint for relief with seven causes
of action.

35. OnMay9, 2012, this Court, through its sister Department, entered a Temporary
Restraining Order barring Ms. ISLAM from any employment with GSR. That Order was
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extended by Order of this Court dated July 5, 2012 which also applied to GSR. Thereafter, the
parties stipulated to a Preliminary Injunction ending this case pending the case’s resolution.

36.  To the extent appropriate and to give intent to this order, any finding of fact
should be found to be a conclusion of law. Similarly, to the extent appropriate any conclusion

of law shall be deemed a finding of fact.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Breach of Contract — Online Systems User Agreement, Business Ethics Policy, Trade
Secrets Agreement as to ISLAM

L. The elements for establishing a breach of contract claim are: (1) A valid and
existing contract was entered into between Plaintiff and Defendant; (2) Plaintiff performed or
was excused from performance of the contract; (3) Defendant breached; and (4) Plaintiff
sustained damages as a result of the breach. Reichert vs. General Insurance Co. of Amer., 68
Cal. 2d 822, 69 Cal. Rptr. 321, 442 P.2d 377 (1968); Marwan Ahmed Harara vs. Conoco
Phillips Co., 375 F. Supp. 2d 905, 906 (9th Cir. 2005).

2. In order to succeed on a breach of contract claim in Nevada, a plaintiff must
show “(1) the existence of a valid contract, (2) a breach by the defendant, and (3) damage as a
result of the breach.” Saini v. Int’l Game Tech., 434 F. Supp. 2d 913, 919-920 (D. Nev. 2006),
citing Richardson v. Jones, 1 Nev. 405, 405 (1865).

3. In its first cause of action the Plaintiff alleges the violation of three confracts.
These are the Online User Agreement, the Business Ethics Policy, and the Trade Secrets
Agreement. These agreements were signed by Defendant ISLAM and a representative of
Plaintiff, ATLANTIS. This Court finds that these are valid contracts. The Court further finds
that the Defendant ISLAM breached these contracts.

4. Based upon the fact that ISLAM downloaded players’ names, contact
information, level of play, game preferences and other proprietary information from the
ATLANTIS Casino's, casino management system, Patron Management Program, the Court
finds that she has breached these contracts and that the ATLANTIS has suffered damages as a
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result of the breach. Consequently, the Court finds in favor of the Plaintiff and against
Defendant Sumona ISLAM on the first cause of action.

5. The Court finds that damages should be awarded in favor of ATLANTIS and
against ISLAM on this claim. These are made up of compensatory damages of $10,941 plus an
additional $2,119 to repair the database, totaling $13,060.

Breach of Contract—Non-Compete Agreement as to ISLAM

6. The Non-compete/Non-solicitation Agreement was signed by ISLAM and a
representative of ATLANTIS in 2010. The law presumes that all parties have the freedom to
contract and establish the terms of employment between themselves. However, restrictive
covenants are not favored in the law. The determination of the validity of such a contract as
written is governed by whether or not it imposes upon the employee any greater restraint than
is reasonably necessary to protect the business and the goodwill of the employer.

7. A restraint of trade is unreasonable if it is greater than that required to protect
the person for whose benefit the restraint is imposed or imposes an undue hardship on the
person restricted. Hansen v. Edwards, 83 Nev. 189, 426 P.2d 792 (1967). See also, Jones v.
Deeter, 112 Nev. 291, 294,913 P.2d 1272, 1274 (1996).

8. The public has an interest in seeing that competition is not unreasonably limited
or restricted.

9. In the instant matter, this Court finds that the term restricting employment for a
period of one year is reasonable and necessary to protect the interests of the ATLANTIS.

10.  This Court finds that the term restricting employment within 150 miles from
ATLANTIS is reasonable. It encompasses the markets of Sacramento and the evidence
supports the threat that Thunder Valley and indeed other Northern California casinos pose to
the casinos of Northern Nevada.

11. The Court finds, however, that the total exclusion from employment with a
competitor is unreasonable. This Court finds that excluding the employment of an individual
such as Ms. ISLAM, who has attempted to create a career in this industry from any role in any

casino in any capacity is an unreasonable restraint on her and it imposes an undue hardship on
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Ms. ISLAM and it is a restraint that is greater than that required for the protection of the person
for whose benefit the restraint is imposed, the ATLANTIS. Therefore, the Court finds the

Non-Competition contract unenforceable and dismisses the second cause of action related to

breach of that contract,
Conversion of Property as to ISLAM

12.  The elements of conversion are that a defendant exercises an act of dominion
wrongfully exerted over the personal property of anothér in denial of or inconsistent with title
rights therein, or in derogation, exclusion or defiance of such rights. M.C. Multi Family
Development, L.L.C. v. Crestdale Associates Ltd,, 124 Nev. 901, 910, 196 P.3d 536 (2008)
citing Evans v. Dean Witter Reynolds, Inc., 116 Nev. 598, 606, 5 P.3d 1043, 1048 (2000).

13. The caselaw here states that conversion generally is limited to those severe,
major and important interferences with the right to control personal property that justified
requiring the actor to pay the property’s full value. Courts have noted that this remedy in
general is harsh and is reserved for the most severe interferences with personal property.

14.  The Court finds that the evidence adduced shows that the interference with the
property of the ATLANTIS was not severe, that the information, although altered, was not lost
and was easily restored. One measure of that is the fact that the damages sought for the
restoration expense is de minimus in light of the value of not only Ms. ISLAM’s book of trade,
which she estimated at $3.5 to $4 million, but the operation of the ATLANTIS itself.
Therefore, this Court finds that the Plaintiff has failed to establish the elements of conversion

and the third cause of action is therefore dismissed.

Tortious Interference with Contractual Relations and Prospective Economic Advantage as
to ISLAM

15. To establish intentional interference with contractual relations, ATLANTIS
must show: (1) a valid and existing contract; (2) the defendant’s knowledge of the contract; (3)

intentional acts intended or designed to disrupt the contractual relationship; (4) actual
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disruption of the contract; and (5) resulting damage. Sutherland v. Gross, 105 Nev. 192, 772
P.2d 1287, 1290 (1989).

16.  The elements of the tort of wrongful interference with a prospective economic
advantage are: (1) a prospective contractual relationship between the plaintiff and a third
party; (2) the defendant’s knowledge of this prospective relationship; (3) the intent to harm the
plaintiff by preventing the relationship; (4) the absence of a privilege or justification by the
defendant; and, (5) actual harm to the plaintiff as a result of the defendant’s conduct. Leavitt v.
Leisure Sports, Inc., 103 Nev. 81, 88, 734 P.2d 1221, 1225 (1987); Las Vegas-Tonopah-Reno
Stage v. Gray Line, 106 Nev. 283, 792 P.2d 386, 388 (1990).

17.  Based upon the Nevada Supreme Court’s decision in Frantz v. Johnson, 116
Nev. 455, 999 P.2d 351(2000), this Court is directed to look to the specific evidence adduced at
trial to determine whether or not the acts of a defendant are more appropriately adjudicated
under the Uniform Trade Secrets Act than under a claim for tortious interference with contract
or prospective economic advantage. In an examination of the facts here, this Court has
determined that the facts adduced in this trial make it more appropriate that the claim against
Sumona ISLAM be adjudicated under the Uniform Trade Secrets Act.

Violation of Uniform Trade Secret Act, NRS 600A.010 et. seq. as to ISLAM and GSR

18.  To establish a misappropriation claim under NRS § 600A.010 et. seq., the

plaintiff must show: (1) a valuable trade secret; (2) misappropriation' of the trade secret

! “Misappropriation” per NRS 600A.030(2) means:
(a) Acquisition of the trade secret of another by a person by improper means;
(b) Acquisition of a trade secret of another by a person who knows or has reason to know that the trade secret was
acquired by improper means; or
(c) Disclosure or use of a trade secret of another without express or implied consent by a person who:
(1) Used improper means to acquire knowledge of the trade secret;
(2) At the time of disclosure or use, knew or had reason to know that his or her knowledge of the trade
secret was:
) Derived from or through a person who had used improper means to acquire it;
In Acquired under circumstances giving rise to a duty to maintain its secrecy or limits its
use; or
(Il)  Derived from or through a person who owed a duty to the person seeking relief to
maintain its secrecy or limit its use; or
(3) Before a material change of his or her position, knew or had reason to know that it was a trade secret
and that knowledge of it had been acquired by accident or mistake.
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through use, disclosure, or nondisclosure of the use of the trade secret; and (3) the requirement
that the misappropriation be wrongful because it was made in breach of an express or implied
contract or by a party with a duty not to disclose. Frantz v. Johnson, 116 Nev. 455, 466, 999
P.2d 351, 358 (2000).

19. A trade secret is information that derives independent economic value, actual or
potential, from not being generally known to and not being readily ascertainable by proper
means by the public, as well as information that is subject to efforts that are reasonable under
the circumstances to maintain its secrecy. NRS 600A.040.

20.  The determination of what is a trade secret is a question of fact for the trier of
fact. Frantz, 116 Nev. at 466, 999 P.2d at 358. The caselaw indicates that contractual
restrictions alone or designations alone do not control whether or not a particular design,
compilation, or mechanism is a trade secret. To determine whether or not an item is a trade
secret, the Court considers these factors. First, the extent to which the information is known
outside the business and the ease or difficulty with which the information could be properly
acquired by others. Second, whether the information was confidential or secret. Third, the
extent and manner in which the employer guarded the secrecy of the information. Fourth, the
former employee's knowledge of the customer's buying habits and other customer data and
whether this information is known by the employer's competitors.

21.  There was a consensus amongst all the witnesses that in the case of a customer
with whom a host has established a relationship, that customer's name, address, contact
information is not a trade secret. All of the witnesses here have identified certain items that
they consider trade secrets in the gaming industry and these are well-qualified witnesses who
have spent decades in this industry. Those items have been identified as, (1) player tracking
records; (2) other hosts' customers; (3) initial buy-ins; (4) level of play; (5) whether the player
plays table games or slots; (6) time of play; (7) customers' personal information that is personal
to them, such as a Social Security number; (8) customers' casino credit; (9) customer’s location,
whether they are an international, regional or local player; (10) marketing strategy; (11)

customers' birth date, which one witness testified was critical for credit accounts; (12) tier
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levels, which is different than player ratings, they are more specific in terms of measurement;
(13) comp information for the player; (14) players' history of play; (15) players' demographics;
(16) players' financial information; (17) the company's financial information; (18) the
company's marketing strategy; (19) other employees' information and customer information.
The Court does not by this list deem this list to be exclusive. There may be other instances and
other items that are properly designated as trade secrets, however, this was the evidence
adduced in this trial.

22.  This Court finds that this information is not known outside of the business of the
ATLANTIS. Indeed, the previous 19 items are not easy to learn, in fact, it is difficult to
acquire this information properly.

23.  This Court further finds that there is no question that this information was
confidential within the ATLANTIS and that has been demonstrated amply by the extent and
manner in which the ATLANTIS took steps to guard the secrecy of this information.
Specifically, Mr. Woods testified that there were no printers and that the USB ports on the
cbmputers were restricted, that the hosts had no ability to print or download guest lists. He
further explained that security access was determined by the job designation. There was
testimony that the passwords for this access were changed frequently and therefore it has been
established beyond any reasonable doubt that the ATLANTIS considered all of this
information a trade secret and this Court does so find.

24.  This Court finds that the information written down in the spiral notebooks
which Ms. ISLAM identified as hers was taken from the ATLANTIS’ computer and is not
information open to the public.

25.  This Court finds that Ms. ISLAM has violated not only the terms and conditions
of her contract, but also has committed a violation of the Uniform Trade Secrets Act.

26.  This Court finds that Damages are appropriately awarded against ISLAM for
violation of the Uniform Trade Secrets Act and awards damages totaling $10,814.

"
nn
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Declaratory Relief

27.  The sixth cause of action filed by the Plaintiff is a request for declaratory relief.
The Courts grants and denies this claim as follows.

28.  This Court finds that the Online System User Agreement is a valid contract.
This Court finds that the Business Ethics Policy and Code of Conduct Agreement is a valid
contract. This Court finds that the Trade Secrets Agreement is a valid contract. This Court
finds that the Non-compete Agreement is overbroad and unenforceable. This Court also finds
that those contracts have been breached.

29.  This Court finds that the Defendant has violated the Uniform Trade Secrets Act
and that the Plaintiff has suffered damages.

Proof of Damages

30.  There are two distinct damage models proffered in this case. One is based on
theoretical win based upon a customer lifetime value analysis proffered by the Plaintiff. The
other is a damage analysis based on actual win - loss proffered by the Defendants in this case.

31.  This Court has examined all of the exhibits in support of both models. This
Court has listened to the testimony of Brandon McNeely, who testified on behalf of the
Plaintiff in support of a valuation based upon theoretical wins. This Court finds that the
customer lifetime value analysis is a solid one and is supported by scholarly research and
empirical data.

32. This Court has also considered Mr. Aguero's testimony and reviewed his expert
report, which is Exhibit 32. The Court has also reviewed Brandon McNeely's reports and the
Exhibits included within Exhibit 59, A, B, C, D and E. "

33.  The Court has also considered the testimony of Mr. Frank DeCarlo when he
testified about the mitigation marketing costs, and Lilia Santos, who testified to the loss of
guests of the ATLANTIS to the GSR.

34.  Having considered both models, this Court feels the more appropriate model in

this particular case is the actual win-loss model. That model is based upon the data provided by
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both parties, the hard data and an analysis that is well reasoned and supported not only by the
evidence, but scholarly review.

35.  Therefore, the compensatory damages as to Defendant ISLAM, as previously
described will be on the first count for breach of contract, $10,941 plus an additional $2,119.
As to the violation of the Uniform Trade Secret Act, judgment will be in favor of Plaintiff,
against Defendant ISLAM in the amount of $10,814.

Punitive Damages

36.  The Plaintiff has requested punitive damages be awarded in this case and this
Court finds that punitive damages are warranted here.

37.  Ms. ISLAM testified that her actions were malicious, as they were intended to
hurt the ATLANTIS. Despite whatever reason she may have felt justified her actions, her
actions were unjustified, they were willful, they were malicious, and they were intentional.

38.  Punitive damages have a two-pronged effect. One is to punish the transgressor
and the other is to serve as an example to deter others similarly situated from engaging in the
same conduct. Therefore, there are several factors to be taken into consideration, including the
willfulness of the conduct, the public interest that is at stake, and not the least of which is the
Defendant's financial condition. Ms, ISLAM testified that she makes $80,000 per year. This
Court is assessing significant compensatory damages against her. However, the Court feels
that a significant punitive damage is necessary in order to deter others from violating those
contracts between the ATLANTIS and its employees. This Court therefore has determined that
a punitive damage award of $20,000, representing one quarter of her annual salary, is an
appropriate punishment to Ms. ISLAM.

Attorney Fee Award

39.  The Uniform Trade Secrets Act also provides for the award of Attorney’s fees in
the case of willful and malicious misappropriation.

40, Having found in favor of the Plaintiff as the prevailing party against the

Defendant ISLAM, under the circumstances of this case, this Court will award attorney's fees
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and litigation costs. Those fees will be awarded after appropriate affidavit of fees and the
memorandum of costs are timely submitted.
Injunctive Relief

41.  This Court further finds that this is an appropriate matter in which to impose a
Permanent Injunction, pursuant to NRS §00A.040, prohibiting ISLAM from any further use of
the trade secret information at issue until such time as the information becomes ascertainable
by proper means by the public or is otherwise no longer a Trade Secret as defined by NRS
600A.030(5). In this regard, ISLAM is Ordered to destroy any and all customer lists obtained
from or originating from ATLANTIS, including specifically the spiral notebooks, copies of
which have been marked at trial as Exhibits 6, 80 and 81. Further, ISLAM is Ordered to purge
from any electronic record or physical records, any and all information (including any
information not previously produced by her in the litigation which is subsequently located)
which has been identified in this decision as a trade secret, originating from the ATLANTIS.

CONCLUSION

42.  Judgment in favor of ATLANTIS against Defendant ISLAM.
DATED AND DONE this day of ,2013.

DISTRICT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted,
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD

By:

ROBERT A. DOTSON (NSB # 5285)
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ. (NSB #5574)
9600 Gateway Dr.

Reno, NV 89521

T: (775) 322-1170

F: (775) 322-1865
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9500 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 3952}

1750

ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel:  (775)322-1170

Fax: (775)322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
vs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ

PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive.

Defendants.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS
OF LAW PURSUANT TO SJDCR 9

Plaintiff GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
SPA (“Plaintiff” and/or “ATLANTIS"), by and through its attorneys, Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd.,
hereby serves Defendants SUMONA ISLAM and MEI-GSR HOLDINGS LLC d/b/a GRAND
SIERRA RESORT with its proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. Pursuant to
SIDCR 9 this proposed Order will be submitted to the Court in five days on Tuesday August
13%.

Page 1 of 4

App. 1192



O 00 3 A s W N e

O e vy
NR B RBRNBEESELGEES 2 S

28

LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

During its decision on the 18", the Court indicated that it would address injunctive relief
and that it would do so after damages.! The Court did not further address the issue of injunctive
relief and therefore counsel for ATLANTIS has included, as paragraph 41, a conclusion of law in
this regard which is believed to be consistent with the Court’s ruling.

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.
Respectfully submitted this .. S day of August, 2013..

L & , LTD.

ROBERT A. DOTSON
Nevada State Bar No. 5285
ANGELA M. BADER
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521
(775) 322-1170

Attorneys for Plaintiff

! See Transcript of Proceedings, 15:5-6.
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4 || foregoing by:
5 < (BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
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ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No, 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel:  (775) 322-1170

Fax: (775)322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
Vs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive.

Defendants.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
This matter came on for a non-jury trial on July 1, 2013 before the Court, Honorable

Patrick Flanagan, District Judge, presiding. The Court heard evidence for 9 days and the
arguments of counsel on the 10" day of trial. The Court, having carefully considered all of the
exhibits in evidence, the testimony of the witnesses, trial statements of the parties, and the

arguments of counsel, hereby issues the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law:
m

n
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Findings of Fact

1. On or about April 15, 2008, ISLAM became an employee of the Golden Road
Motor Inn, Inc., dba Atlantis Casino Resort Spa (“ATLANTIS”).

2. On April 15, 2008, ISLAM executed the ATLANTIS Online System User
Agreement (“Online System User Agreement”). Among other terms, the Online System User
Agreement prohibits unauthorized downloading or uploading of software and information.

3. On April 15, 2008, in conjunction with her employment with ATLANTIS,
ISLAM also executed an agreement with ATLANTIS concerning its Business Ethics Policy
and Code of Conduct Acknowledgement and Conflicts of Interest Statement. This agreement
(“Business Ethics Policy™), was again signed by ISLAM on January 23, 2009, Fcbruary 26,
2010 and January 19, 2011. This policy in section 3.1 identifies confidential information as all
nonpublic information regarding the company’s operation and business activities and those of
its customers and suppliers. Nonpublic means any information that is not officially disclosed
through means such a press releases or other forms of publication, where it is not common
knowledge. Section 4.4 prohibits the disclosure of inside information to persons outside the
company or other persons within the company who are not authorized to receive such
information. Pursuant to the terms of the Business Ethics Policy, ISLAM agreed not to disclose
confidential information including customer lists or customer information (such as player
tracking or club information) to any unauthorized persons, either during or after her
termination, and not to take any documents or records belonging to ATLANTIS after her
departure. She also agreed not to profit from confidential information of ATLANTIS.
ISLAM’s agreement to the terms of this contract was a condition of her employment with
ATLANTIS.

4, On April 15, 2008, in conjunction with commencing her employment with
ATLANTIS, ISLAM executed the ATLANTIS Company Policy regarding Company Property,
Proprietary Information, and Trade Secrets (hercinafter referred to as “Trade Secret
Agreement”). This agreement, including any updates, was again signed by ISLAM on January
23, 2009, February 26, 2010 and January 19, 2011. This agreement provides that any improper
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use or dissemination of ATLANTIS intellectual property is a breach of the policy and may be a
violation of state and federal trade secrets laws and also warns that such violation is punishable
both civilly and criminally.

5. ISLAM was hired to be an Executive Casino Host at ATLANTIS. When she
was hired, she was under a contractual obligation to her former employer, Harrah’s, which
prohibited her from working in a same or similar position within six months after separation
from employment at Harrah'’s. In order to honor this obligation, ATLANTIS placed her in the
position of concierge manager. She worked in the hotel side of the operation of the
ATLANTIS and not in the gaming side of the operation until the expiration of the six month
restriction imposed by her agreement with Harrah’s. Thereafter, she was transferred to the
gaming operation and began her employment as a host.

6. When ISLAM began to work as a host at ATLANTIS, she brought with her
what she claimed to be her personal book of trade. ISLAM has identified Exhibits 75 and 80
as her book of trade. _

7. Steve Ringkob, indeed almost every witness, testified that there were certain
items that hosts were entitled to take with them from property to property and that a host’s
book of trade is the host’s property and “nothing is wrong with her taking this information
wherever she goes.” However, he also testified that the player’s gaming history and tracking at
the ATLANTIS would become préptietary information.

8. Although the term “casino host book of trade’” has been defined variously, it has
generally been defined as those names and contact information of guests with whom the host
has developed relationships through their own efforts. Ringkob defined it as those guests with
whom the host has developed a relationship and it was not information coming from the casino.

9. The evidence is clear that ISLAM intentionally downloaded, by hand copying
from the ATLANTIS computer screen, players’ names, contact information, level of play,
game preferences and other proprietary information from the ATLANTIS Casino's, casino

management system, Patron Management Program.,

Page 3 of 16

App. 1199




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

‘19

20

21

23

24

26

27

28

10.  On February 26, 2010, ISLAM signed a Non-Compete/Non-Solicitation
Agreement with ATLANTIS (“Non-Compete Agreement”). Pursuant to the terms of the Non-
Compete Agreement, ISLAM agreed that she would not, without the prior written consent of
ATLANTIS, be exriployed by, in any way affiliated with, or provide services to any gaming
operation located within 150 miles of ATLANTIS for a cooling off period of one year after the
date that the employment relationship between she and the ATLANTIS ended.

11.  During ISLAM’S employment at ATLANTIS, she had access to and worked
with highly sensitive trade secrets and proprietary and confidential information of the
ATLANTIS. This information included customer and guest lists, customer information and
data including player contact information, tracking and club information, guest preferences and
gaming tendencies of the guests. This information included not just the information for guests
assigned to her, but also information for guests assigned to other hosts.

12. Before and during ISLAM’S employment, ATLANTIS undertook significant
precautions to maintain the sei:recy of its confidential information. These efforts included
disabling USB ports in the computers at ATLANTIS, not providing or allowing printers, and
monitoring all emails that are sent to recipients off property.

13, Despite the precautions taken to protect ATLANTIS’ confidential trade secret
information, during her employment at ATLANTIS ISLAM copied guest information by hand
from the screen of the ATLANTIS computer onto spiral note pads. Ms. ISLAM, in her
handwritten notes in spiral notebooks, which she identified as hers, copied players’ names,
contact information and also the designation of whether or not they played table games or slots.
The information copied had the notation of the guests’ marker information, for purposes of
knowing what their credit limit was. Some notations included information regarding previous
gaming results and losses incurred by that player. This is information Ms. ISLAM testified that
she wrote down from the ATLANTIS computer. A copy of some of those spirals is found in
Exhibit 80.

14.  Ms. ISLAM testified that in the fall of 2011, she was becoming dissatisfied with
her employment at the ATLANTIS. She testified that she had not been given a raise, that she
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had only been given one bonus and not the quarterly bonuses that she states were promised to
her, she felt isolated in her interpersonal relationships with other employees at the ATLANTIS
and she had come to a point in her career where she believed that if she was ever going to make
more money, she would have to seek employment elsewhere. _

15.  The evidence is that on or around October, Ms. ISLAM learned from Ms.
Antonetti that the Grand Sierra Resort (“GSR”) was hiring new employees. Through an online
application, ISLAM applied for and interviewed with the GSR to obtain a position as a host.

16. At about that time, Ms. ISLAM asked Mr. DeCarlo for a copy of her Non-
Compete Agreement with the ATLANTIS.

17. Sometime in December and January, two interviews took place. The first was
with Ms. Hadley, at the GSR. Ms. Hadley testified that she was impressed with Ms. ISLAM.
She testified she did not ask for ISLAM’s book of business at that time.

18. A second interview was arranged between ISLAM and Hadley and Flaherty of
the GSR. At that time, a more in-depth discussion took place relative to Ms. ISLAM's book of
business. Mr. Flaherty testified and it's confirmed by the transcript of a subsequent interview
that he told Ms. ISLAM not to bring anything from the ATLANTIS to the GSR, to bring
nothing, but herself and her relationships.

19. During the course of the interview process, ISLAM and representatives of GSR
discussed the fact that ISLAM was subject to an agreement restricting her employment with a
competitor of ATLANTIS and ISLAM provided GSR with a copy of the Non-Compete
Agreement. This conduct is consistent with ISLAM’s testimony of her behavior when applying
for the position with the ATLANTIS. She testified that she provided a copy of the Harrah’s
Non-Compete to the ATLANTIS prior to their offering of employment to her.

20. The testimony is that GSR then passed the ATLANTIS Non-Compete
Agreement to its legal counsel. Legal counsel apparently reviewed that and gave the green
light to hire Ms. ISLAM.
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21.  Ms. ISLAM was concemed that ATLANTIS would initiate litigation against her
and sought assurances that GSR would provide legal representation to her should there be
litigation over the Non-Compete. GSR agreed.

22.  ISLAM terminated her employment as an Executive Casino Host with the
ATLANTIS on January 19, 2012 and accepted an offer with GSR as an Executive Casino Host
on the same day.

23.  ISLAM began work at GSR at the end of January, 2012.

24.  The ATLANTIS alleges that soon after ISLAM terminated her employment,
ATLANTIS employees discovered that ISLAM had falsely modified, destroyed, falsely
changed and/or sabotaged confidential, proprietary, trade secret information of ATLANTIS,
including customer data belonging to the ATLANTIS on its online system to her benefit and
the benefit of GSR and to the detriment of ATLANTIS.

25.  The evidence adduced in this matter by Ms. ISLAM herself and other witnesses
of the Plaintiff is that Ms. ISLAM did change the addresses, teléphone number and/or the email
addresses of guests that had been coded to her in the ATLANTIS’ casino customer or guest
database.

26. The evidence shows that shortly after Ms. ISLAM left the employ of the
ATLANTIS, the guests who had been assigned to her at the ATLANTIS were distributed
amongst fhe remaining ATLANTIS hosts who attempted to contact those guests to maintain
and establish a continued relationship with the ATLANTIS. Shortly thereafter, those hosts
reported difficultly, indeed inability to contact the guests. It quickly became apparent that the
contact information had been sabotaged. ATLANTIS staff testified that they restored old
copies of the Patron Management data to a location in the computer system where the auditors
could access the information and the information was restored to the Patron Management
Program, the guest marketing database, in a relatively short period of time.

27.  Additionally, the evidence showed that none of the information was changed in
the LMS database, which is the database known as the Lodging Management System that
controls the hotel operations.
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28.  ISLAM testified that she did not show either Ms. Hadley or Mr. Flaherty the
spiral notebooks which contained the information she had wrongfully taken from the
ATLANTIS' database. Nevertheless, after her employment by the GSR began, Ms. ISLAM
began to input that information, the information taken from the ATLANTIS and contained on
the spiral notebooks, into the GSR database.

29.  The testimony from the GSR representatives is that the database fields accessed
and completed by ISLAM are limited. They restrict the information that a host could input to
name, address, telephone number and contact information. There are no fields for a host to
themselves input information regarding a player’s gaming history, level of play or preference of
game.

30.  Both Ms. Hadley and M. Flaherty testified they never saw the spiral notebooks
containing the information ISLAM had wrongfully taken from the ATLANTIS’ database.

31.  Afier the database sabotage was discovered by the ATLANTIS, ATLANTIS’
general counsel, Debra Robinson, wrote a letter to GSR advising them that Ms. ISLAM was
subject to a Non-Compete, Non-Disclosure Agreement and that she may have confidential
information and ATLANTIS demanded the GSR cease and desist from the use of that
information and return it forthwith,

32.  Inresponse to the cease and desist letter from ATLANTIS to the GSR and Ms.
ISLAM relating to the ATLANTIS’ concerns about ISLAM’s employment, the counsel for the
GSR sent a letter rejecting the assertions of the ATLANTIS and essentially maintaining that
there was nothing confidential or proprietary that had been acquired by GSR and that all
information provided by Ms. ISLAM came from her own personal relationships and her book
of business.

33.  The ATLANTIS reasonably initiated litigation.

34.  On April 27, 2012, ATLANTIS filed its Complaint for relief with seven causes
of action.

35. OnMay 9, 2012, this Court, through its sister Department, entered a Temporary
Restraining Order barring Ms. ISLAM from any employment with GSR. That Order was
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extended by Order of this Court dated July 5, 2012 which also applied to GSR. Thereafter, the
parties stipulated to a Preliminary Injunction ending this case pending the case’s resolution.
36.  To the extent appropriate and to give intent to this order, any finding of fact

should be found to be a conclusion of law. Similarly, to the extent appropriate any conclusion
of law shall be deemed a finding of fact.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Breach of Contract — Online Systems User Agreement, Business Ethics Policy, Trade
Secrets Agreement as to ISLAM

1. The elements for establishing a breach of contract claim are: (1) A valid and
existing contract was entered into between Plaintiff and Defendant; (2) Plaintiff performed or
was excused from performance of the contract; (3) Defendant breached; and (4) Plaintiff
sustained damages as a result of the breach. Reichert vs. General Insurance Co. of Amer., 68
Cal. 2d 822, 69 Cal. Rptr. 321, 442 P.2d 377 (1968); Marwan Ahmed Harara vs. Conoco
Phillips Co., 375 F. Supp. 2d 905, 906 (Sth Cir. 2005).

2. In order to succeed on a breach of contract claim in Nevada, a plaintiff must
show “(1) the existence of a valid contract, (2) a breach by the defendant, and (3) damage as a
result of the breach.” Saini v. Int'l Game Tech., 434 F. Supp. 2d 913, 919-920 (D. Nev. 2006),
citing Richardson v. Jones, 1 Nev. 405, 405 (1865).

3. In its first cause of action the Plaintiff alleges the violation of three contracts.
These are the Online User Agreement, the Business Ethics Policy, and the Trade Secrets
Agreement. These agreements were signed by Defendant ISLAM and a representative of
Plaintiff, ATLANTIS. This Court finds that these are valid contracts. The Court further finds
that the Defendant ISLAM breached these contracts.

4. Based upon the fact that ISLAM downloaded players’ names, contact
information, level of play, game preferences and other proprietary information from the
ATLANTIS Casino's, casino management system, Patron Mahagemcnt Program, the Court
finds that she has breached these contracts and that the ATLANTIS has suffered damages as a
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result of the breach. Consequently, the Court finds in favor of the Plaintiff and against
Defendant Sumona ISLAM on the first cause of action.

5. The Court finds that damages should be awarded in favor of ATLANTIS and
against ISLAM on this claim. These are made up of compensatory damages of $10,941 plus an
additional $2,119 to repair the database, totaling $13,060.

Breach of Contract—Non-Compete Agreement as to ISLAM

6. The Non-compete/Non-solicitation Agreement was signed by ISLAM and a
representative of ATLANTIS in 2010. The law presumes that all parties have the freedom to
contract and establish the terms of employment between themselves. However, restrictive
covenants are not favored in the law. The determination of the validity of such a contract as
written is governed by whether or not it imposes upon the employee any greater restraint than
is reasonably necessary to protect the business and the goodwill of the employer.

7. A restraint of trade is unreasonable if it is greater than that required to protect
the person for whose benefit the restraint is imposed or imposes an undue hardship on the
person restricted. Hansen v. Edwards, 83 Nev. 189, 426 P.2d 792 (1967). See also, Jones v.
Deeter, 112 Nev. 291, 294,913 P.2d 1272, 1274 (1996).

8. The public has an interest in seeing that competition is not unreasonably limited
or restricted.

9. In the instant matter, this Court finds that the term restricting employment for a
period of one year is reasonable and necessary to protect the interests of the ATLANTIS.

10.  This Court finds that the term restricting employment within 150 miles from
ATLANTIS is reasonable. It encompasses the markets of Sacramento and the evidence
supports the threat that Thunder.Valley and indeed other Northern California casinos pose to
the casinos of Northern Nevada.

11.  The Court finds, however, that the total exélusion from employment with a
competitor is unreasonable. This Court finds that excluding the employment of an individual
such as Ms. ISLAM, who has attempted to create a career in this industry from any role in imy

casino in any capacity is an unreasonable restraint on her and it imposes an undue hardship on
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Ms. ISLAM and it is a restraint that is greater than that required for the protection of the person
for whose benefit the restraint is imposed, the ATLANTIS. Therefore, the Court finds the

Non-Competition contract unenforceable and dismisses the second cause of action related to

breach of that contract.

[Conversion of Property as to ISLAM

12, The elements of conversion are that a defendant exercises an act of dominion
wrongfully exerted over the personal property of another in denial of or inconsistent with title
rights therein, or in derogation, exclusion or defiance of such rights. M.C. Multi Family
Development, L.L.C. v. Crestdale Associates Ltd,, 124 Nev. 901, 910, 196 P.3d 536 (2008)
citing Evans v. Dean Witter Reynolds, Inc., 116 Nev. 598, 606, 5 P.3d 1043, 1048 (2000).

13.  The caselaw here states that conversion generally is limited to those severe,
major and important interferences with the right to control personal property that justified
requiring the actor to pay the property’s full value. Courts have noted that this remedy in
general is harsh and is reserved for the most severe interferences with personal property.

14, The Court finds that the evidence adduced shows that the interference with the
property of the ATLANTIS was not severe, that the information, although altered, was not lost
and was easily restored. One measure of that is the fact that the damages sought for the
restoration expense is de minimus in light of the value of not only Ms. ISLAM’s book of trade,
which she estimated at $3.5 to $4 million, but the operation of the ATLANTIS itself.
Therefore, this Court finds that the Plaintiff has failed to establish the elements of conversion

and the third cause of action is therefore dismissed.

Tortious Interference with Contractual Relations and Prospective Economic Advantage as
to ISLAM

15. To establish intentional interference with contractual relations, ATLANTIS
must show: (1) a valid and existing contract; (2) the defendant’s knowledge of the contract; (3)
intentional acts intended or designed to disrupt the contractual relationship; (4) actual
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disruption of the contract; and (5) resulting damage. Sutherland v. Gross, 105 Nev. 192, 772
P.2d 1287, 1290 (1989).

16.  The elements of the tort of wrongful interference with a prospective economic
advantage are: (1) a prospective contractual relationship between the plaintiff and a third
party; (2) the defendant’s knowledge of this prospective relationship; (3) the intent to harm the
plaintiff by preventing the relationship; (4) the absence of a privilege or justification by the
defendant; and, (5) actual harm to the plaintiff as a result of the defendant’s conduct. Leavitt v.
Leisure Sports, Inc., 103 Nev. 81, 88, 734 P.2d 1221, 1225 (1987); Las Vegas-Tonopah-Reno
Stage v. Gray Line, 106 Nev. 283, 792 P.2d 386, 388 (1990).

17.  Based upon the Nevada Supreme Court’s decision in Frantz v. Johnson, 116
Nev. 455, 999 P.2d 351(2000), this Court is directed to look to the specific evidence adduced at
trial to determine whether or not the acts of a defendant are more appropriately adjudicated
under the Uniform Trade Secrets Act than under a claim for tortious interference with contract
or prospective economic advantage. In an examination of the facts here, this Court has
determined that the facts adduced in this trial make it more appropriate that the claim against
Sumona ISLAM be adjudicated under the Uniform Trade Secrets Act.

Violation of Uniform Trade Secret Act, NRS 600A.010 et. seq. as to ISLAM and GSR

18.  To establish a misappropriation claim under NRS § 600A.010 ef. seq., the
plaintiff must show: (1) a valuable trade secret; (2) misappropriation’ of the trade secret

! “Misappropriation” per NRS 600A.030(2) means:
(a) Acquisition of the trade secret of another by a person by improper means;
(b) Acquisition of a trade secret of another by a person who knows or has reason to know that the trade secret was
acquired by improper means; or
(c) Disclosure or use of a trade secret of another without express or implied consent by a person who:
(1) Used improper means to acquire knowledge of the trade secret;
(2) Atthe time of disclosure or use, knew or had reason to know that his or her knowledge of the trade
secret was:
o Derived from or through a person who had used improper means to acquire it;
{1 Acquired under circumstances giving rise to a duty to maintain its secrecy or limits its
use; or
(Il)  Derived from or through a person who owed a duty to the person seeking reliefto
maintain its secrecy or limit its use; or .
(3) Before a material change of his or her position, knew or had reason to know that it was a trade secret
and that knowledge of it had been acquired by accident or mistake.
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through use, disclosure, or nondisclosure of the use of the trade secret; and (3) the requirement
that the misappropriation be wrongful because it was made in breach of an express or implied
contract or by a party with a duty not to disclose. Franiz v. Johnson, 116 Nev. 455, 466, 999
P.2d 351, 358 (2000).

19. A trade secret is information that derives independent economic value, actual or
potential, from not being generally known to and not being readily ascertainable by proper
means by the public, as well as information that is subject to efforts that are reasonable under
the circumstances to maintain its secrecy. NRS 600A.040.

20.  The determination of what is a trade seéret is a question of fact for the trier of
fact.  Frantz, 116 Nev. at 466, 999 P.2d at 358. The caselaw indicates that contractual
restrictions alone or designations alone do not control whether or not a particular design,
compilation, or mechanism is a trade secret. To determine whether or not an item is a trade
secret, the Court considers these factors. First, the extent to which the information is known
outside the business and the ease or difficulty with which the information could be properly
acquired by others. Second, whether the information was confidential or secret. Third, the
extent and manner in which the employer guarded the secrecy of the information. Fourth, the
former employee's knowledge of the customer's buying habits and other customer data and
whether this information is known by the employer's competitors.

21.  There was a consensus amongst all the witnesses that in the case of a customer
with w_hom a host has established a relationship, that customer's name, address, contact
information is not a trade secret. All of the witnesses here have identified certain items that
they consider trade secrets in the gaming industry and these are well-qualified witnesses who
have spent decades in this industry. Those items have been identified as, (1) player tracking
records; (2) other hosts' customers; (3) initial buy-ins; (4) level of play; (5) whether the player
plays table games or slots; (6) time of play; (7) customers' personal information that is personal
to them, such as a Social Security number; (8) customers' casino credit; (9) customer's location,
whether they are an international, regional or local player; (10) marketing strategy; (11)

customers' birth date, which one witness testified was critical for credit accounts; (12) tier
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levels, which is different than player ratings, they are more specific in terms of measurement;
(13) comp information for the player; (14) players' history of play; (15) players' demographics;
(16) players' financial information; (17) the company's financial information; (18) the
company's marketing strategy; (19) other employees' information and customer information.
The Court does not by this list deem this list to be exclusive. There may be other instances and
other items that are properly designated as trade secrets, however, this was the evidence
adduced in this trial.

22.  This Court finds that this information is not known outside of the business of the
ATLANTIS. Indeed, the previous 19 items are not easy to learn, in fact, it is difficult to
acquire this information properly.

23.  This Court further finds that there is no question that this information was
confidential within the ATLANTIS and that has been demonstrated amply by the extent and
manner in which the ATLANTIS took steps to guard the secrecy of this information.
Specifically, Mr. Woods testified that there were no printers and that the USB ports on the
computers were restricted, that tfxe hosts had no ability to print or download guest lists. He
further explained that security access was determined by the job designation. There was
testimony that the passwords for this access were changed frequently and therefore it has been
established beyond any reasonable doubt that the ATLANTIS considered all of this
information a trade secret and this Court does so find.

24.  This Court finds that the information written down in the spiral notebooks
which Ms. ISLAM identified as hers was taken from the ATLANTIS’ computer and is not
information open to the public. :

25.  This Court finds that Ms. ISLAM has violated not only the terms and conditions
of her contract, but also has committed a violation of the Uniform Trade Secrets Act.

26.  This Court finds that Damages are appropriately awarded against ISLAM for
violation of the Uniform Trade Secrets Act and awards damages totaling $10,814.

i

i
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Declaratory Relief

27.  The sixth cause of action filed by the Plaintiff is a request for declaratory relief,
The Courts grants and denies this claim as follows.

28.  This Court finds that the Online System User Agreement is a valid contract.
This Court finds that the Business Ethics Policy and Code of Conduct Agreement is a valid
contract. This Court finds that the Trade Secrets Agreement is a valid contract. This Court
finds that the Non-compete Agreement is overbroad and unenforceable. This Court also finds
that those contracts have been breached.

29.  This Court finds that the Defendant has violated the Uniform Trade Secrets Act
and that the Plaintiff has suffered damages.

Proof of Damages

30.  There are two distinct damage models proffered in this case. One is based on
theoretical win based upon a customer lifetime value analysis proffered by the Plaintiff. The
other is a damage analysis based on actual win - loss proffered by the Defendants in this case.

31.  This Court has examined all of the exhibits in support of both models. This
Court has listened to the testimony of Brandon McNeely, who testified on behalf of the
Plaintiff in support of a valuation based upon theoretical wins. This Court finds that the
customer lifetime value analysis is a solid one and is supported by scholarly research and
empirical data.

32.  This Court has also considered Mr. Aguero's testimony and reviewed his expert
report, which is Exhibit 32. The Court has also reviewed Brandon McNeely's reports and the
Exhibits included within Exhibit 59, A, B, C, D and E.

33.  The Court has also considered the testimony of Mr. Frank DeCarlo when he
testified about the mitigation marketing costs, and Lilié Santos, who testified to the loss of
guests of the ATLANTIS to the GSR.

34. Having considered both models, this Court feels the more appropriate model in
this particular case is the actual win-loss model. That model is based upon the data provided by
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both parties, the hard data and an analysis that is well reasoned and supported not only by the
evidence, but scholarly review.

35.  Therefore, the compensatory damages as to Defendant ISLAM, as previously
described will be on the first count for breach of contract, $10,941 plus an additional $2,119.
As to the violation of the Uniform Trade Secret Act, judgment will be in favor of Plaintiff,
against Defendant ISLAM in the amount of $10,814. '

Punitive Damages

36.  The Plaintiff has requested punitive damages be awarded in this case and this
Court finds that punitive damages are warranted here.

37.  Ms. ISLAM testified that her actions were malicious, as they were intended to
hurt the ATLANTIS. Despite whatever reason she may have felt justified her actions, her
actions were unjustified, they were willful, they were malicious, and they were intentional.

38.  Punitive damages have a two-pronged effect. One is to punish the transgressor
and the other is to serve as an example to deter others similarly situated from engaging in the
same conduct. Therefore, there are several factors to be taken into consideration, including the
willfulness of the conduct, the public interest that is at stake, and not the least of which is the
Defendant's financial condition. Ms. ISLAM testified that she makes $80,000 per year. This
Court is assessing significant compensatory damages against her. However, the Court feels
that a significant punitive damage is necessary in order to deter others from violating those
contracts between the ATLANTIS and its employees. This Court therefore has determined that
a punitive damage award of $20,000, representing one quarter of her annual salary, is an
appropriate punishment to Ms. ISLAM.

Attorney Fee Award

39.  The Uniform Trade Secrets Act also provides for the award of Attorney’s fees in
the case of willful and malicious misappropriation.

40. Having found in favor of the Plaintiff as the prevailing party against the
Defendant ISLAM, under the circumstances of this case, this Court will award attorney’s fees
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and litigation costs. Those fees will be awarded after appropriate affidavit of fees and the
memorandum of costs are timely submitted. '
Injunctive Relief

41.  This Court further finds that this is an appropriate matter in which to impose a
Permanent Injunction, pursuant to NRS 600A.040, prohibiting ISLAM from any further use of
the trade secret information at issue. In this regard, ISLAM is Ordered to destroy any and all
customer lists obtained from or originating from ATLANTIS, including specifically the spiral
notebooks, copies of which have been marked at trial as Exhibits 6, 80 and 81. Further,
ISLAM is Ordered to purge from any electronic record or physical records, any information
which has been identified in this decision as a trade secret, originating from the ATLANTIS.

CONCLUSION

42.  Judgment in favor of ATLANTIS against Defendant ISLAM.

DATED AND DONE this day of ,2013.
DISTRICT JUDGE
Respectfully submitted,
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD

By:

ROBERT A. DOTSON (NSB # 5285)
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ. (NSB #5574)
9600 Gateway Dr.

Reno, NV 89521

T:(775) 322-1170

F: (775) 322-1865
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

FILED

Electronically
08-19-2013:03:48:54 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings

2645 Clerk of the Court
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. Transaction # 3933606

Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader(@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel:  (775) 322-1170

Fax: (775) 322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
Vs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive.

Defendants.

PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT
SUMONA ISLAM’S MOTION TO RETAX COSTS

Plaintiff, GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
SPA (bereinafter “Plaintiff” or “ATLANTIS”), by and through undersigned counsel, Laxalt &
Nomura, hereby opposes Defendant SUMONA ISLAM’s (he;einaﬂer “ISLAM”) motion to retax
and settle costs. This Opposition is made and based upon the pleadings and papers on file
herein, the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the supporting Affidavit of Counsel
and Exhibits thereto and any additional argument the Court should elect to consider.
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L
ISLAM IS A NON-PREVAILING DEFENDANT
AND IS LIABLE FOR COSTS INCURRED BY THE GRAND SIERRA
RESORT, A PREVAILING DEFENDANT AGAINST THE ATLANTIS

Despite ISLAM’S apparent disapproval, the well supported law of Nevada is that whén a
plaintiff prevails against some defendants, but not others, the costs of prevailing defendants may
pass through the plaintiff and be taxed against the non-prevailing defendants. See Semenza v.
Caughlin Crafied Homes, 111 Nev. 1089, 1096-97, 901 P.2d 684, 688-89 (1995); Flamingo
Realty, Inc. v. Midwest Dev., 110 Nev. 984, 993, 879 P.2d 69, 74 (1994).

While ISLAM makes much ado about the fact that the Semenza and Schouweiler case
were construction defect cases, shepardizing these cases reveals other Nevada cases where this
rule of law has been applied including the Flamingo Realty case which concerned the failure to
pay realtor commissions on 45 acre parcel of real estate and the realtor’s subsequent suit for
fraud, fraudulent conveyance and breach of contract. Flamingo Realty v. Midwest Dev., 110
Nev. at 986 (1994). On appeal, the realtor, Fields, contended that the District Court erred when
it failed to pass a prevailing defendant’s costs through her to the non prevailing defendants. The
Nevada Supreme Court agreed and cited to the case of Schouweiler where the plaintiff prevailed
against three of the six defendants and the Court allowed the plaintiff to recover the taxable
costs of the prevailing defendants from the non prevailing defendants. Jd at 993. The Nevada
Supreme Court held that the ruling in Schouweiler was applicable to the facts of the Flamingo
Realty case and that Fields could tax the costs of the prevailing defendant’s defense against the
three non-prevailing defendants.

Moreover, as set forth in Semenza v. Caughlin Crafted Homes, 111 Nev. at 1097, NRS

18.020 is the proper statute, in conjunction with case law, which allows for this pass through.
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

Finally, Plaintiff’s cost memorandum has nothing to do with an offer of judgment under
NRCP 68 or NRS 17.115. That issue is not before the Court and even if it was, it would involve
the analysis of a completely different set of elements including the validity of an offer as well as
whether an offer was reasonably rejected at the time that it was made. The subject cost
memorandum was filed to comply with statute and the Court’s verbal decision.

I1.
COSTS MUST BE ALLOWED, OF COURSE, TO PLAINTIFF
AS A PREVAILING PARTY AND IT IS WITHIN THE DISTRICT
COURT’S DISCRETION TO DETERMINE WHETHER APPORTIONMENT
OF COSTS IS RENDERED IMPRACTICAL BY THE INTERRELATIONSHIP
OF THE CLAIMS AGAINST MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS

Plaintiff is moving for an award of its total costs incurred in bringing this action against
both Defendant ISLAM whom it prevailed against as well as Defendant MEI-GSR HOLDINGS
LLC d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT (“GSR”) whom it did not prevail against. The issue
becomes whether the Court, in awarding costs to Plaintiff as a prevailing party, must apportion
those costs incurred in prevailing against ISLAM versus those costs incurred in not prevailing
against GSR. Nevada case law on this issues provides as follows:

in an action in which a plaihtiff pursues claims based on the same factual

circumstance against multiple defendants, it is within the district court’s

discretion to determine whether apportionment is rendered impractical by the

interrelationship of the claims against the multiple defendants. The district court

must, however, attempt to apportion the costs before determining that

apportionment is impractical. When attempting to apportion costs, the district

court must make specific findings, either on the record during oral proceedings or

in its order, with regard to the circumstances of the case before it that render

apportionment impractical.
Mayfield v. Koroghli, 124 Nev, 343, 353-354, 184 P.3d 362, 368-369 (2008).

In the instant case, Plaintiff incurred costs in presenting a case against ISLAM for breach
of contract, tortious interference with contractual relations and prospective economic advantage,

breach of trade secret, permanent injunction and conversion. Duplicative of these claims,

Plaintiff also incurred costs to present a case of tortious interference with contractual relations

Page3 of 7
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and prospective economic advantage and violation of trade secret against GSR. Thus, since
Plaintiff sued two defendants on similar claims based on the same set of facts, Plaintiff submits
that the claims are so intertwined as to render apportionment impractical. Indeed, but for the
actions of ISLAM, there would have been no claim against GSR and each claim against GSR
relied on first proving the claim against ISLAM. Therefore, the interrelationship makes the
claims inseparable.
IIL
PHOTOCOPY EXPENSES HAVE NOT ALREADY BEEN PAID BY ISLAM OR GSR
Since the Plaintiff was prepared to introduce nearly all the trial exhibits requested by
Defendants, Plaintiff offered to incur the labor and prepare the trial exhibits for all the parties
and the Court. It is true that Plaintiff asked ISLAM to pay for her set of exhibits at a cost of
$151 representing copying and materials, but not labor. Plaintiff asked GSR to pay the same for
its set. Defendants were billed the same cost that ATLANTIS was billed for copies. The cost of
the Defendants® binders were set up as an office expense but were not billed to the ATLANTIS
because Plaintiff’s counsel knew in advance it would be requesting and receiving reimbursement
from Defendants. Thus, the $302 for the two sets of the defense exhibit binders never appears in
Plaintiff’s Memorandum of Costs and therefore neither ISLAM nor GSR can be or have been
billed twice for it. See Exhibit 1 to Affidavit of Counsel indicating that such expenses will be
entered as an office expense and not billed to the ATLANTIS file 325.087.
Iv.

PARKING AND LUNCH CHARGES FOR PLAINTIFF’S COUNSEL AND
PLAINTIFF ARE REASONABLE AND NECESSARY EXPENSES OF LITIGATION

NRS 18.005(17) defines “costs” as any other reasonable and necessary expense incurred
in connection with the action. “The determination of allowable costs is within the sound

discretion of the trial court.” Bobby Berosini, Ltd. v. People For The Ethical Treatment Of
Page 4 of 7
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Animals, 114 Nev. 1348, 1352, 971 P.2d 383 (1998). Reasonable costs means “actual costs that
are also reasonable, rather than a reasonable estimate or calculation of such costs based upon
administrative convenience.” Vill Builders 96 v. U.S. Labs., 121 Nev. 261, 276-77, 112 P.3d
1082, 1092 (2005); Gibellini v. Klindt, 110 Nev. 1201, 1205-06, 885 P.2d 540, 543 (1994).
While the District Court has discretion in determining what expenses are necessary, those
expenses must be necessarily incurred as a matter of course in litigation, not merely helpful or
advantageous in the particular case. Bergmann v. Boyce, 109 Nev. 670, 681-82, 856 P.2d 560
(1993) (denying juror analysis and witness preparation expenses).

Here, Plaintiff seeks $1,669.70 representing mandatory parking during the trial and
lunches during depositions, trial preparation and trial. Although Mr. Dotson has to park his car
every day and eat lunch every day, during trial there is a cost to park his car when there is
normally not a cost to him. Additionally, during trial, trial preparation and depositions, there is a
cost associated with eating lunch which is not normally incurred by Mr. Dotson as he normally
goes home to eat lunch with his spouse every day.

V.
CONCLUSION

Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court deny ISLAM’s motion to retax and settle
costs and grant Plaintiff’s costs as requested.
m
"

"
"
"
"

n
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Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
social security number of any person.
Dated this ﬁ day of August, 2013.

LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.

BERT\A-DOTSON
Nevada S ar No. 5285
ANGELA M. BADER
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521
(775) 322-1170
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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foregoing by:
¥

X

O 0O O

X

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of LAXALT &
NOMURA, LTD., and that on this date; I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the

addressed as follows:

Steven B. Cohen, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.

Stan Johnson, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Terry Kinnally, Esq. 608 Lander Street
Cohen-Johnson, LLC Reno, NV 89509

255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100

Las Vegas, NV 89119 mwray@markwraylaw.com

scohen(@cohenjohnson.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

(BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
in a sealed envelope in a designated area for outgoing mail, addressed as set forth
below. At the Law Offices of Laxalt & Nomura, mail placed in that designated
area is given the correct amount of postage and is deposited that same date in the
ordinary course of business, in a United States mailbox in the City of Reno,
County of Washoe, Nevada.

By electronic service by filing the foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the E-
Flex system, which will electronically mail the filing to the following individuals.

(BY PERSONAL DELIVERY) by causing a true copy thereof to be hand
delivered this date to the address(es) at the address(es) set forth below.

(BY FACSIMILE) on the parties in said action by causing a true copy thereof to
be telecopied to the number indicated after the address(es) noted below.

Reno/Carson Messenger Service.

By email to the email addresses below.

sjohnson(@cohenjohnson.com

tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com
DATED this / g day of August, 2013.

g B

L. MORGANBOGUMIL ()
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FILED
Electronically
08-19-2013:03:48:54 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
1030 Clerk of the Court
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. Transaction # 3933606
Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521
Tel:  (775) 322-1170
Fax: (775) 322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
Vvs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive.

Defendants.

AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT
SUMONA ISLAM’S MOTION TO RETAX COSTS

STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF WASHOE )

ANGELA M. BADER hereby affirms, under penalty of perjury, that the assertions

contained herein are true;

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada and represent the

Page 1 of 4
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Plaintiff, Golden Road Motor Inn, Inc., a Nevada corporation d/b/a Atlantis Casino Resort Spa
(“Plaintiff”), in this action.

2. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is true and correct copy of an email chain between
Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd. employees which specifically explains and identifies how the costs for
preparation of the defense trial exhibit binders were entered as an office expense and not billed to
Plaintiff.

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

AN&IELA M.BADER—
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
this day of August, 2013.
NOTARY PUBLIC
L. MORGAN BOGUMIL
2} Notary Public - State of Nevada
2/ Appointment Recordsd in Washos County
No: 03-81973-2 - Explres May 16, 2015
Page 2 of 4
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of LAXALT &
NOMURA, LTD., and that on this date; I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the
foregoing by:

X (BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
in a sealed envelope in a designated area for outgoing mail, addressed as set forth
below. At the Law Offices of Laxalt & Nomura, mail placed in that designated
area is given the correct amount of postage and is deposited that same date in the
ordinary course of business, in a United States mailbox in the City of Reno,
County of Washoe, Nevada.

X

By electronic service by filing the foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the E-
Flex system, which will electronically mail the filing to the following individuals.

(BY PERSONAL DELIVERY) by causing a true copy thereof to be hand
delivered this date to the address(es) at the address(es) set forth below.

(BY FACSIMILE) on the parties in said action by causing a true copy thereof to
be telecopied to the number indicated after the address(es) noted below.

O 0O 0O

Reno/Carson Messenger Service.

[X] By email to the email addresses below.
addressed as follows:

Steven B. Cohen, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.

Stan Johnson, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Terry Kinnally, Esq. 608 Lander Street
Cohen-Johnson, LLC Reno, NV 89509

255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100

Las Vegas, NV 89119 mwray@markwraylaw.com

scohen@cohenjohnson.com

siohnson@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

DATED this [ 6{ day of August, 2013.

Cﬂ/@fﬁl@{M

L. MORGAN BOGUMIL (J

Page 3 of 4

App. 1222



W 0 3 & »n A LN e

NN N DN N N NN m e e ed e e e e e e
A L R WN e O W 0N Y Y RN - O

28

LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

INDEX OF EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION PAGES
1 Email 3
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Page 1 of 2
- Becky Groh

From: Becky Groh

Sent:  Wednesday, June 26, 2013 3:01 PM
To: Andrea Dominguez

Ce: Morgan Bogumil; Deb Brink

Subject: RE: Cost of Supplies re trial binders
Andrea —

As Morgan indicated, we're going to bill opposing counsel for their trial binders as follows:

$109.40 — copies: 1094 @ $.10/pg.

$ 7.80- 78 index divider tabs @ $.10/ea.

$ 21.97 — Heavy-duty one-touch D-ring 4” binder
$ 11.84 — Heavy-duty D-ring 3" binder

$151.01 — to be billed to each attorney (2)

Also, 2188 (2 x 1094) of the copies made yesterday should be entered as office expense and not as 325.087 ... when the
payment comes in, we will apply it as office expense reimbursement.

Becky Groh

Accounting Department
Laxalt & Nomura, Lid.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521

(775) 322-1170
(775) 322-1866 - Fax

Notice: The information In this transmittal is confidential and may be attomey privileged. if you are not the intended recipient, or the agent responsible to defiver it to the
intended recipient, you must not read, use or disseminate the information. Although this email and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect that
might affect any computer into which it is received and opened, it is the responsibility of the recipient {o ensure it is virus free, and no responsibility is accepted by Laxalt &
Nomura, Lid. for any loss or damage arising in any way from its use. 1f you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender at 775-322-1170
or by electronic email to (bgroh@laxalt-nomura.com) Thank you.

From: Deb Brink

Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2013 10:31 AM
To: Morgan Bogumil; Becky Groh

Cc: Angie Bader

Subject: RE: Cost of Supplies

Please make sure that billing (Andrea) and accounting (Becky) get a copy of the request for reimbursement so that they can apply
any payment properly and to make certain that the Atlantis is not billed for those charges.

Thank you,

Deb Brink

Office Manager

Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd.
Phone: 775-322-1170, x 121
Fax: 775-322-1865

dbrink@laxalt-nomura.com

Notice: The information in this transmittal is confidential and may be attorney privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, or the agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient,
you must not read, use or disseminate the information. Although this email and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect that might affect any computer into which it
is received and opened, it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure it is virus free, and no responsibility is accepted by Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd. for any loss or damage arising in any way
from its use. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender at 775-322-1170 or by electronic mail (dbrink@laxalt-nomura.com). Thank You.

From: Morgan Bogumil
8/8/2013
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Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2013 10:27 A
To: Becky Groh :
Cc: Deb Brink; Angie Bader

Subject: Cost of Supplies

Page 2 of 2

Becky,

We made Exhibit binders for Defendants’ counsel in this matter, and we want to charge them for it. Can you give me the price for
a4 inch and a 3 inch binder, as well as divider tabs from 1-85? Thank youl!

We made 1094 copies and Andrea told me we bill Atlantis .10 per page, so my copy charge to them will be $109.40

8/8/2013
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FILED
Electronically
08-21-2013:05:13:38 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
1112010 : Clerk of the Court
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. Transaction # 3941821
2 || Nevada State Bar No. 5285
3 rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
4 ||Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
5 ||LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
6 Reno, Nevada 89521
2 || Tel: ~ (775)322-1170
Fax: (775) 322-1865
8 || Attorneys for Plaintiff
9 IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
10 IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE
1 GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
12 || Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7
13
Plaintiff,
14 vs.
15 e
SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
16 || HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
17 || ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
8 PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive.
19
Defendants.
20
21 PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR COSTS AND ATTORNEY’S FEES
22 Plaintiff GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
23 |lspA (“Plaintiff” and/or “ATLANTIS”), by and through its attorneys, Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd.,
24 . .
moves this Court for an award of costs and attorney’s fees against Defendant SUMONA ISLAM
25
s (“ISLAM™). This Motion is made and based upon the pleadings and papers on file herein, NRS
2
7 18.020, NRS 600A.060, NRCP 54(d), the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, and
2g || the Memorandum of Costs and Affidavit of Counsel filed concurrently herewith.
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW )
Rene, NEvABA 89621 Page 1 of 8
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MEMORANDUM POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L
STATEMENT OF FACTS

ATLANTIS began this action by filing its Verified Complaint for Damages against
Defendants on April 27, 2012. It filed an Amended Verified Complaint for Damages against
Defendants on May 7,2012. On May 9, 2012, it obtained a Temporary Restraining Order
against Defendant ISLAM. On July 5, 2012 this Temporary Restraining Order was extended
against Defendant ISLAM and also entered against Defendant GRAND SIERRA RESORT
(“GSR”). The parties then stipulated to a Preliminary Injunction under the same terms of the
Temporary Restraining Order against Defendants which was in effect August 24, 2012 through
July 18, 2013, Plaintiff commenced a bench trial against both Defendants on July 1, 2013
which was completed on July 18, 2013, The Court found for Plaintiff on the breach of contract
and trade secret claims against Defendant ISLAM and awarded total compensatory damages in
the amount of $23,874 and punitive damages in the amount of $20,000. The Court also awarded
Plaintiff, as a prevailing party, its fees and costs. See Exhibit 1, Transcript of Proceedings
(“TOP”) atp. 17.

IL
MOTION FOR COSTS

As the Court found against Defendant ISLAM on two of Plaintiff’s claims for relief and
awarded compensatory damages in the amount of $23,874 and punitive damages in the amount
of $20,000, Plaintiff is entitled to recover its costs incurred since the filing of its Complaint. |
i

i

! On May 3, 2013, the Court dissolved that portion of the Preliminary Injunction against ISLAM that prohibited her|
from working as a Casino Host.

Page 2 of 8
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NRS 18.020 provides:

Costs must be allowed of course to the prevailing party against any
adverse party against whom judgment is rendered, in the following
gi.lSCSI In an action for the recovery of money or damages, where

~ the plaintiff seeks to recover more than $2,500.

Plaintiff's Complaint establishes that it sought to recover money damages in excess of
$2,500 as it prayed for relief in excess of $10,000 and it requested damages in excess of that
amount at trial. Furthermore, Plaintiff is the prevailing party as it succeeded on the main issue,
liability. See Pangborn v. National Adv. Co., 93 Nev. 168, 170, 561 P.2d 456 (1977). See, also,
Schouweiler v. Yancey Co., 101 Nev. 827, 832, 712 P.2d 786 (1985). (Plaintiff may pass costs OIT
prevailing defendants through to nonprevailing defendants pursuant to NRS 18.020) and
Flamingo Realty v. Midwest Development, 110 Nev. 984, 993, 879 P.2d 69, 74 (1994) (applying
rule in Schouweiler). Under the above provisions, costs awarded to prevailing parties are
mandatory. Id. See, also, Semenza v. Caughlin Crafted Homes, 111 Nev. 1089, 1096-97, 901
P.2d 684, 688-89 (1995). Plaintiff has incurred $17,130.61 in costs since Plaintiff’s Complaint
was filed®. See Exhibit 1 to Affidavit of Counsel, Verified Memorandum of Cost filed on August
5,2013.

11 8
MOTION FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES
NRS 600A.060 (3) provides that upon a determination of willful and malicious

misappropriation the Court may also award reasonable attorney’s fees to the prevailing party and

this Court has so found.> As a prevailing party on a Trade Secret claim, in which the Court

2 Plaintiff also requests that the costs of the prevailing Defendant, GSR, be passed through Plaintiff to the non-
prevailing Defendant, ISLAM. Plaintiff believes apportionment of costs is unnecessary as the Plaintiff’s claims
against GSR were intertwined with the Plaintiff’s claims against ISLAM. See Semenza v. Caughlin Crafted Homes,
supra. See also, Plaintiff’s Opposition to Sumona Islam’s Motion to Retax Costs filed on August 19, 2013.

3 NRS 600A.060 (3) and TOPat 16;18-20and 17:11-17." =~~~ )

Page 3 of 8
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awarded punitive damages pursuant to willful and malicious misappropriation, the award of
Attorney’s fees is supported by the facts, the statute and is appropriate. The Court ordered fees
to Plaintiff as part of its oral decision on the record. See Exhibit 1, TOP at p.17.

Plaintiff has incurred $330,490.50 in fees from the inception of this case through the
conclusion of trial. See supporting Affidavit of Counsel.

Per NRCP 54(d)(2)(B), a fee motion must be supported by counsel’s affidavit swearing
that the fees were actually and necessarily incurred and were reasonable and must contain
documentation concerning the amount of fees claimed and points and authorities addressing
appropriate factors be considered by the Court in deciding the motion. Proper factors to be
considered in making a determination as to the reasonable amount to be awarded for attorney’s
fees are: (1) the qualities of the advocate, i.e., his ability, training, education, experience,
professional standing and skill, (2) the character of the work to be done, i.e., its difficulty,
intricacy, importance, the time and skill required, the responsibility imposed and the prominence
and character of the parties when they affect the importance of the litigation, (3) the work
actually performed by the lawyer, i.e., the skill, time and attention given to the work; and (4) the
result, i.e., whether the attorney was successful and what benefits were derived. Brunzell v.
Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349-350, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969); see also
Schouweiler v. Yancey Co., supra., 101 Nev. 827, 832, 712 P.2d 786 (1985).

Pursuant to the Affidavit of Counsel, the fees set forth above were reasonable and
actually and necessarily incurred. The Affidavit of Counsel also establishes that the factors to be
considered in an award of attorney’s fees support the amount claimed. First, Laxalt & Nomura,
specifically Robert Dotson, has in excess of 19 years experience as a trained and competent
litigator. See, the Affidavit of Counsel and the biographical data statement of Robert Dotson
attached thereto as Exhibit 4. Second, this case was a complex and novel trade secret matter

between and involving casino competitors and a casino employee which is uniquely important to
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the State of Nevada, a gaming State. Third, the work actually performed by the lawyers in |
prosecuting and presenting a damages case in this trade secret matter required elevated detail,
attention and skill. Fourth, Laxalt & Nomura was successful in obtaining two Temporary
Restraining Orders and a stipulated Preliminary Injunction and prevailing against Defendant
ISLAM on the breach of contract and trade secret claims and in obtaining a punitive damage
award against her.

Finally, consistent with the Semenza case, supra., apportionment of the attorney’s fees
incurred by Plaintiff in pursuit of claims against ISLAM as opposed to those against GSR is
believed to be unnecessary because the efforts against both were so intertwined - the claims
against GSR were all duplicative of the claims also pled against ISLAM. Semenza v. Caughlin
Crafted Homes, 111 Nev. 1098 (1995). Per the supporting Affidavit of Counsel, which also
includes the bill summaries attached thereto, an award of $330,490.50 in attorney’s fees is
appropriate. Should the Court so desire, Plaintiff can produce, in camera, detailed invoices of
the work performed. Such a production will necessarily occur, in camera, as they contain
privileged information.

Iv.

CONCLUSION

Plaintiff has incurred significant attorney’s fees in prosecuting this case over the course
of over nearly a year and a half. Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court grant its costs
pursuant to NRS 18.020 in the amount of $17,130.61 and attorney’s fees pursuant to NRS
600A.400 in the amount of $330,490.50.

"
"
i

/i
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Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

Dated this A ! day of August, 2013.

LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.

ROBERT A. DOTSON
Nevada State Bar No. 5285
ANGELA M. BADER
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521
(775) 322-1170

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of LAXALT &
NOMURA, LTD., and that on this date, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the

foregoing by:

X (BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
in a sealed envelope in a designated area for outgoing mail, addressed as set forth
below. At the Law Offices of Laxalt & Nomura, mail placed in that designated
area is given the correct amount of postage and is deposited that same date in the
ordinary course of business, in a United States mailbox in the City of Reno,
County of Washoe, Nevada.

<] By electronic service by filing the foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the E-
Flex system, which will electronically mail the filing to the following individuals.
(BY PERSONAL DELIVERY) by causing a true copy thereof to be hand
delivered this date to the address(es) at the address(es) set forth below, where
indicated.

il (BY FACSIMILE) on the parties in said action by causing a true copy thereof to
be telecopied to the number indicated after the address(es) noted below.

[0  Reno/Carson Messenger Service.

X] By email to the email addresses below.

addressed as follows:
Steven B. Cohen, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.
Stan Johnson, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Terry Kinnally, Esq. 608 Lander Street
Cohen-Johnson, LLC Reno, NV 89509
255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119 mwray@markwraylaw.com

scohen@cohenjohnson.com
siohnson@cohenjohnson.com

tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

DATED this _3_‘_ day of August, 2013. /)/ s
L- 07&)@4@)}%0

' L. MORGAN BOGUMIL { /
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

FILED
Electronically

08-21-2013:05:13:38 PM
1030 _ Joey Orduna Hastings

Clerk of the Court
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. Transaction # 3941821
Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521
Tel:  (775) 322-1170
Fax: (775) 322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
vs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES Ithrough
X, inclusive.

Defendants.

AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR COSTS AND ATTORNEY’S FEES

STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF WASHOE )

ROBERT A. DOTSON hereby affirms, under penalty of perjury, that the assertions
contained herein are true; '
1. I am an adult, competent to testify to the contents of this Affidavit if called upon

to do so.

Page 1 of 5
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

2. I am the lead attorney for the Plaintiff, GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC.
d/b/a Atlantis Casino Resort Spa (“Plaintiff” and/or “ATLANTIS”) in the above captioned
matter.

3. Since the commencement of this action through July 18, 2013, Laxalt & Nomura
attorneys and paralegals have invested the following hours in the firm’s representation of the
Plaintiff (the fees charged, prior to professional discount, for each employees’ time is also
shown):

Total Hours and Fees:

Robert Dotson (Partner): 679.3 hours $203,790.00
Angela Bader (Senior Attorney): 551.4 hours $137,850.00
Justin Vance (Associate) 40.5 hours $7,290.00
Chris Behling (Paralegal) 125.2 hours $15,024.00
Cindi Rabe (Paralegal) 3.9 hours $468.00

Total Fees: $364,422.00

4, Since April of 2012, my client has incurred $17,130.61 in costs and has incurred
an additional amount for the preparation of this Motion. See Plaintiff’s Verified Memorandum
of Costs attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

5. Since April of 2012, my client has incurred $330,490.50 in attorneys’ fees and
has incurred additional attorneys® fees which have not yet been billed as additional fees have
been incurred for the preparation of this Motion.

6. All attorney’s fees and costs incurred by my client were reasonable and actually
and necessarily incurred in order to prosecute this lawsuit against Defendants. Itemized time
records to the tenth of an hour were maintained by each time keeper referred to in paragraph 3.
Because the records are detailed, certain entries reflect the subject of confidential attorney-
client communications, attorney work product and other confidential matters. The bill
summaries attached hereto as Exhibit 2 are true and correcl't copies of summaries submitted to
my client with detailed invoices. As stated, those detailed invoices contain descriptions of the

work done, including attorney-client communications and work product and have therefore not

Page2 of 5
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

been produced. Any or all of the detailed invoices can be submitted to the Court for an in
camera review should it so direct.

7. Attached as Exhibit 3 is a spreadsheet itemizing the attorney’s fees incurred by
my client as well as any discount given. My current standard rate is $350/hour, however due to
the longstanding, over 20 year relationship between this firm and the client and my own 19
year relationship with the client, all rates were discounted. For this same reason, without
request, beginning in February, 2013 an additional professional discount was extended to my
client on fees incurred.

8. Because the claims prosecuted against Defendant GRAND SIERRA RESORT
(“GSR”) were also prosecuted against Defendant SUMONA ISLAM (“ISLAM”) and the
damages sought against both Defendants were overlapping with the exception of the
conversion claim against ISLAM, I believe the efforts to prosecute GSR were necessarily
intertwined with the efforts to prosecute ISLAM.

9. Attached as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of my biographical data
statement.

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NZUGHT§
AY

ROBERTA. DOTSON

SUBS%I\{IBED and SWORN to before me
day of August, 2013.

SRR £. MORGAN BOGUMIL
O‘(O)CM o ) Notary Pubo-Sataof Nevade
¥/ Appolniment Recordad in Washoe Counly
NOTARY PUBLIC " No: 03-81679-2 - Explres May 16, 2015

Page 3 of 5

App. 1263




O 8 N AN U AW N e

DN it ek ek et et el et e et e

28

LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD,
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of LAXALT &
NOMURA, LTD., and that on this date, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the

foregoing by:
<] (BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
in a sealed envelope in a designated area for outgoing mail, addressed as set forth
below. At the Law Offices of Laxalt & Nomura, mail placed in that designated
area is given the correct amount of postage and is deposited that same date in the
ordinary course of business, in a United States mailbox in the City of Reno,
County of Washoe, Nevada.
X By electronic service by filing the foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the E-
Flex system, which will electronically mail the filing to the following individuals.
O (BY PERSONAL DELIVERY) by causing a true copy thereof to be hand
delivered this date to the address(es) at the address(es) set forth below, where
indicated.
O (BY FACSIMILE) on the parties in said action by causing a true copy thereof to
be telecopied to the number indicated after the address(es) noted below.
O Reno/Carson Messenger Service.
XI By email to the email addresses below.
addressed as follows:
Steven B. Cohen, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.
Stan Johnson, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Terry Kinnally, Esq. 608 Lander Street
Cohen-Johnson, LLC Reno, NV 89509
255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119 mwray@markwraylaw.com

scohen(@cohenjohnson.com

sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

DATED this 2_‘_ day ofAugx;;t, 2013. ,% g ‘
(- 0 ou 0‘%0

L. MORGAN BOGUMIL Y

Page 4 of 5
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LD,
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
REND, NEVADA 89521

INDEX OF EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION PAGES
1 Plaintiff’s Verified Memorandum of Costs 6
2 | Bill Summaries 17
3 Attorney’s Fees Spreadsheet 2
4 Biographical Data of Robert A. Dotson 8
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FILED
Electronically
08-21-2013:05:13:38 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings

EXHIBIT 1 Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 3941821

EXHIBIT 1
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FILED
Electronically
08-05-2013:10:52:30 AM
1950 Joey Orduna Hastings

Clerk of the Court
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. . Transaction # 3900298

Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel: (775) 322-1170

Fax: (775) 322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

[y

O NN N A WN

SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

!
Y
(]

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

Dot
—

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/fa ATLANTIS CASINO Dept No.: B6
RESORT SPA

[
W N

Plaintiff,

[
H

Vs,

bt
W

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive,

o
O e 1 O

Defendants.

[l
O

/

N
ot

PLAINTIFF’S VERIFIED MEMORANDUM OF COSTS
Plaintiff, GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
SPA, as the Prevailing Party in the above captioned action against SUMONA ISLAM, hereby

N
* 8N

submits the following Verified Memorandum of Costs pursuant to NRS § 18.020:

(1)  Clerk fees (see Exhibit 1)..... $1,720.00
(2)  Reporters’ fees for depositions (see Exhibit 1).... $8,336.95
(3)  JUTOTS £2ES .vvverererernrsonesssnsscrsssessssssssassssssmsrsssmmtessssasenassessssssssasssssssssssstrassssant seses $0.00
28 ||(4)  Witness fees (see Exhibit 1) $108.53

LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE

RENO, NEVADA 89521 Page 1 of 5

N
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N
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N
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1 1J(5)  Expert witness fees .$0.00
2 J](6)  INEEIPTELET TEES .evecurrrcrnrarssrenssmensenensssnersusssssasasnessssesssnansssasssnnsosesessansasarerssssssss sonas $0.00
3 [{(7)  Process server fees (see Exhibit 1)....... ' $1,062.77
4 11(8)  Court reporter (see Exhibit 1) .$958.25
5 {I(®  Reasonable costs for any bond or undertaking required as part of the action....... $0.00
6 {{(10) Fees of a court bailiff who was required to work overtime $0.00
7 {{(11) Reasonable costs for telecopies $0.00
8 1|(12) Photocopies (see Exhibit 1) $3,519.40
9 1}(13) Long distance telephone (see Exhibit 1) veeeres $94.62

10 ||(14) Postage (see Exhibit 1)......... $260.39

11 {{(15) Travel and lodging expense for depositions and discovery $0.00

12 {{(16) Fees charged pursuant to NRS 19.0335 $0.00

I3 |](17) Other reasonable and necessary expense (see Exhibit 1) $1,069.70

14 {1(18) Any costs of Defendant GRAND SIERRA RESORT, as a prevailing

15 party against Plaintiff, to be passed through to Defendant ISLAM

16 pursuant to NRS 18,020 and Semenza v. Caughlin Crafied Homes,

17 111 Nev. 1089, 1096-97, 901 P.2d 684, 688-689 (1995)......cccermrrversenesees Unknown

18 |{ Total Costs : $17,130.61

19 ||

20 |1

21 ||

22 Wi

23 |\

24 (W1

25 Wi

26 ||

27 W\

28 {|/

pramielvesiehts
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Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

STATEOFNEVADA )
COUNTY OF WASHOE )

ROBERT A. DOTSON being duly sworn, deposes and says that the items contained in

O 0 9 O A WwWwwN

the above memorandum are correct, to the best of my knowledge and belief, and that the costs

have been necessarily incurred in said action or proceeding by GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, |

[,
<

INC. d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT SPA.

ooy
oy

(NRS 18.020).

paten: £/5/ 13

Pk ek
W N

y—t
A

ROBERT A. DOTSON

[ B
N ta

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me
this S5 day of—Jﬁiy- 2013

L. Mﬂ/s;(j 5%&9

NOTARY PUBL J{c

o
o0~

N8 G

L. MORGAN BOGUMIL.

Notary Public ~ State of Nevada
Appolniment Rocordad in Washos County
No: 03-81673-2 - Expires May 16, 2015

N
N

RR R R R
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of LAXALT &
NOMURA, LTD., and that on this date, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the
foregoing by: |

X (BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
in a sealed envelope in a designated area for outgoing mail, addressed as set forth
below. At the Law Offices of Laxalt & Nomura, mail placed in that designated
area is given the correct amount of postage and is deposited that same date in the
ordinary course of business, in a United States mailbox in the City of Reno,
County of Washoe, Nevada. '

X By electronic service by filing the foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the E-
Flex system, which will electronically mail the filing to the following individuals.

[ (BYPERSONAL DELIVERY) by causing a true copy thereof to be hand
delivered this date to the address(es) at the address(es) set forth below, where
indicated.

[0 (BY FACSIMILE) on the parties in said action by causing a true copy thereof to
be telecopied to the number indicated after the address(es) noted below.

[0  Reno/Carson Messenger Service.

X] By email to the email addresses below.

addressed as follows:
Steven B. Cohen, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.
Stan Johnson, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Terry Kinnally, Esq. 608 Lander Street
Cohen-Johnson, LLC Reno, NV 89509
255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119 mwray@markwraylaw.com
scohen@cohenjohnson.com

sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

DATED this 5 day of August, 2013(/ M @%{D
)

L. MORGAN BOW

Page 4 of §
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ATTORNEYS AT 1AW
9500 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

INDEX OF EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION PAGES
1 Itemization of Costs and Receipts 62
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FILED

Electronically
08-21-2013:05:13:38 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings

EXHIBIT 2 Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 3941821

EXHIBIT 2
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{775} 322-1170

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENC, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
{See Attached List)

Total For The Above Services

Expenses
{See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expensés

Laxalt & Nomura,
9600 Gateway Drive

LTD.

Reno, NV 89521
Fax: {775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122
May 9, 2012
Matter Number: 325 00087
INVOICE NUMBER: 31571

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$0.00
Hours Fees
36.90 $9,763.00
Costs
$1,541.70
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $11,304.70
Total Payments $0.00
AMOUNT DUE $11,304.70

App. 1273



Laxalt & Nomura,
9600 Gateway Drive

(775) 322-1170 Fax:
Tax ID# 88-0218122

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Services

Expenses
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

LTD.

NV 89521
(775) 322-1865

Reno,

June 12, 2012
Matter Number:

INVOICE NUMBER:

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR,
INC. dba ATLANTIS

OUR CLIENT:
CASINO RESORT
EMPLOYEE ID NO:

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN,

2308

Hours

66.20

Total for CURRENT PERIOD

Total Payments
AMOUNT DUE

325 00087
31716

LLC

$11,304.70

Fees

$18,172.00

Costs
$524.35
$18,696.35

$11,034.70
$18,966.35
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Services

Expenses
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

July 10, 2012
Matter Number:

INVOICE NUMBER:

325 00087
31745

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v.
OUR CLIENT:

CASINO RESORT
EMPLOYEE ID NO:

SUMONA ISLAM and GSR,
GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN,

LILC
INC. dba ATLANTIS

2308

$18,966.35
Hours Fees
27.10 $6,892.00
Costs
$13.68
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $6,905.68
Total Payments $18,966.35
AMOUNT DUE $6,905.68
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Numbexr: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Services

Expensqs
{See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

August 7, 2012
Matter Number:

INVOICE NUMBER:

325 00087
31968

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$6,905.68
Hours Fees
38.20 $10,406.00
Costs
$184.49
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $10,590.49
Total Payments $0.00
AMOUNT DUE $17,496.17
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

September 11, 2012
Matter Number: 325 00087

INVOICE NUMBER: 32128

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Bill Summary

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title: ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT
EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

Previous Balance: $17,496.17

Professional Sexvices Rendered Hours Fees
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Services 77.90 $20,040.00

Expenses Costs
{See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses $3,417.90
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $23,457.90

Total Payments $17,496.17

AMOUNT DUE $23,457.90
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(775) 322-1170 Fax:
Tax ID# 88-0218122

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
{(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Services

Expenses
{See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

Laxalt & Nomura,
9600 Gateway Drive

LTID.

Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1865

October 5, 2012
Matter Number: 325 00087
INVOICE NUMBER: 32218

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$23,457.90
Hours Feeas
17.60 $4,680.00
Costs
$454.39
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $5,134.39
Total Payments $23,457.90
AMOUNT DUE $5,134.39
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

November 6, 2012
Matter Number:
INVOICE NUMBER:

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Bill Summary

Matter Number: 325 00087

325 00087

32324

Title: ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS

CASINO RESORT
EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered Hours
{See Attached List) ’

Total For The BAbove Services 73.30

Expenses
{See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

Total for CURRENT PERIOD

Total Payments
AMOUNT DUE

$5,134.39

Fees

$17,697.00

Costs
$441.57
$18,138.57

$0.00 ,
$23,072.96
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.

9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, NV 89521

(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087
Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
{See Attached List)
Total For The Above Services

Expenses
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

Tax ID# 88-0218122

December 7, 2012

Matter Number:
INVOICE NUMBER:

Bill Summary

325 00087
32523

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LIC

OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN,
CASINO RESORT
EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

Hours

42.40

Total for CURRENT PERIOD

Total Payments
AMOUNT DUE

INC. dba ATLANTIS

$23,072.96

Fees
$10,282.00
Costs
$701.85
$10,983.85

$4,934.39
$29,122.42
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.

9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.

_ ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
{See Attached List)

Total For The Above Services

Expensas
(See Attached List)

Total For The ‘Above Expenses

January 8, 2013
Matter Number:

INVOICE NUMBER:

325 00087
32690

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$29,122.42
Hours Fees
49.90 $11,921.00
Costs
$130.25
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $12,051.25
Total Payments $29,122.42
AMOUNT DUE $12,051.25
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, NV 89521

(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 88502

Matter Number: 325 00087
Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)
Total For The Above Services

Expenses
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

Tax ID# 88-0218122

February 13, 2013
Matter Number: 325 00087

INVOICE NUMBER: 32776

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$12,051.25
Hours Fees
114.90 $28,359.00
Costs
$874.99
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $29,233.99
Total Payments $12,051.25
AMOUNT DUE $29,233.99
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

March 5, 2013
Matter Number: 325 00087
INVOICE NUMBER: 32930

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT

LEGAL DEPARTMENT ‘

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET s
RENO, NV 89502

‘Bill Summary

Matter Number: 325 - 00087 .
Title: -ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT ’
EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

Previous Balance: . . - $29,233.99

Professional Services Rendared ' . : Hours o Fees
{See Attached List) ’ : " ) o :

.

'-Total E‘or The Above Serv;Lces e th S 5. S ;*.3,4'.'-4(‘} 523:96000 -

(See Attached Llst) e Lo O St T e S - T

Total For The Above Expenses . o : . $1,771.86 .

' Total for CURRENT PERIOD. . - $25,731.86

Total Payments $0.00
15% Professional Discount on Attorney. Feee -$3,594.00
AMOUNT DUE $51,371.85
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

DEBRA B. ROBINSON, ESQ.
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)
Total For The Above Services

Expenses
(See Attached List)

Total For The ARbove Expenses

April 9, 2013
Matter Number:
INVOICE NUMBER:

325 00087
33093

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$54,965.85
Hours Fees
136.50 $34,242.00
Costs
$402.76
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $34,644.76
Total Payments $0.00
Discount $5,136.30
AMOUNT DUE $80,880,31
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

.. DIANNE LAWSON
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)
Total For The Above Services

Expenses
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

May 7, 2013
Matter Number: 325 00087
INVOICE NUMBER: 33188

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$80,880.31
Hours Fees
92.70 $25,461.00
Costs
$669.04
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $26,130.04
Total Payments $51,371.85
Discount $3,819.15
AMOUNT DUE $51,819.35
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(775) 322-1170 Fax:
Tax ID# 88-0218122

DIANNE LAWSON
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Number: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)
Total For The Above Services

Expenses
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, NV 89521
(775) 322-1865

June 10, 2013
Matter Number: 325 00087
INVOICE NUMBER: 33320

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$51,819.35
Hours Fees
101.80 $28,245.00
Costs
$3,265.00
Total for CURRENT PERIOD $31,510.00
Total Payments $29,508.46
Discount $4,236.75
AMOUNT DUE $49,584.14
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, NV 89521

(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865

DIANNE LAWSON
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Matter Numbexr: 325 00087

Title:

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)
Total For The Above Services

Expenses
{See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

Tax ID# 88-0218122

July 9, 2013
Matter Number: 325 00087

INVOICE NUMBER: 33390

Bill Summary

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC
OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. dba ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT

EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

$49,584.14
Hours Fees

213,20 $55,374.00
Costs

$1,735.01

Total for CURRENT PERIOD $57,109.01

Total Payments $0.00

' Discount $8,306.10

AMOUNT DUE $98,387.05
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Laxalt & Nomura, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, NV 88521
(775) 322-1170 Fax: (775) 322-1865
Tax ID# 88-0218122

July 18, 2013
Matter Number:

INVOICE NUMBER:

DIANNE LAWSON
ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT

3800 SOUTH VIRGINIA STREET
RENO, NV 89502

Bill Summary
Matter Number: 325 00087

325 00087

Title: ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT v. SUMONA ISLAM and GSR, LLC

OUR CLIENT: GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN,
CASINO RESORT
EMPLOYEE ID NO: 2308

Previous Balance:

Professional Services Rendered
(See Attached List)

Hours

Total For The Above Services 211.30

Expenses
(See Attached List)

Total For The Above Expenses

Total for CURRENT PERIOD

Total Payments
Discount

AMOUNT DUE

INC. dba ATLANTIS

$98,387.05

Fees

$58,928.00

Costs

$520.24

$59,448.24

$0.00
$8,839.20

$148,996.09
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EXHIBIT 3

EXHIBIT 3

FILED
Electronically
08-21-2013:05:13:38 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 3941821
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ATLANTIS v. ISLAM

FEES BILLED
DATE OF SERVICE FEES CHARGED DISCOUNT FEES BILLED
April, 2012 $9,763.00 $0.00 $9,763.00
May, 2012 $18,172.00 $0.00 $18,172.00
June, 2012 $6,892.00 $0.00 $6,892.00
July, 2012 $10,406.00 $0.00 $10,406.00
August, 2012 $20,040.00 $0.00° $20,040.00
September, 2012 $4,680.00 $0.00 $4,680.00
October, 2012 $17,697.00 $0.00 $17,697.00 -
November, 2012 $10,282.00 $0.00 $10,282.00
December, 2012 $11,921.00 $0.00 $11,921.00
January, 2013 $28,359.00 $0.00 $28,359.00
February, 2013 $23,960.00 $3,594.00 $20,366.00
March, 2013 $34,242.00 $5,136.30 $29,105.70
April, 2013 $25,461.00 $3,819.15 $21,641.85
May, 2013 $28,245.00 $4,236.75 $24,008.25
June, 2013 $55,374.00 $8,306.10 $47,067.90
July, 2013 (through 7/18/13) $58,928.00 $8,839.20 $50,088.80
TOTAL $364,422.00 $33,931.50 $330,490.50
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EXHIBIT 4

'EXHIBIT 4

FILED
Electronically
08-21-2013:05:13:38 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 3941821
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Lawyer’s Biographical Data Form
Laxalt & Nomura
8/20/2013

ROBERT A. DOTSON

Born Ames, Iowa; admitted to bar, 1994, Iowa, Nevada and U.S. District Court, District of Nevada.
Education: Iowa State University (B.A., majors in political science and psychology, 1991); University of Iowa,
School of Law, (J.D., with Distinction, 1994). Prosecuting Internship Kossuth County (1993); Member, Trial
Advocacy Team (1993-1994). Member: State Bar of Nevada; State Bar ADR section; Washoe County Bar
Association; Officer Washoe County Bar Association 2001-2007. President Washoe County Bar Association 2006-
2007. Reno Chapter American Inns of Court (Master). Appointed chair of the short trial rules review committee
by the Nevada Supreme Court. Completion of ABA National Trial Academy (2002). Appointed Member of the
Nevada Supreme Court Bench Bar Committee (2009-2014). Currently serving as the appointed Civil Bar Chair of
the Second Judicial District Court Bench Bar Committee (2013 - ).

Mr. Dotson joined the firm of Laxalt & Nomura after completion of law school at the University of lowa
in 1994. He practices general civil litigation, including product liability, employment, premises liability, and
commercial disputes. He served as the firm's Managing Partner from 2001 to 2009. In addition to the trials listed
below he has litigated to conclusion numerous arbitrations and evidentiary hearings.

I. Legal Articles or Treatises

s Unbigsed, Independent and Safe Judiciary is Critical to Our [ustice Systent, July/ August 2006, The Writ, an
Official Publication of the Washoe County Bar Association;

¢ Do You Remember What Your Kids Look Like? September 2006, The Writ, an Official Publication of the
Washoe County Bar Association;

*  What Do You Think is the Most Important Attribute in a Lawyer?, October 2006, The Writ, an Official
Publication of the Washoe County Bar Association;

¢ How Do I Become a Better Lawyer?, November 2006, The Writ, an Offxaal Publication of the Washoe
County Bar Association;

o Judicial Independence: Then Now and in the Future, December 2006, The Writ, an Official Publication of the
Washoe County Bar Association;

e New Year's Resolutions and Thoughts, January 2007, The Writ, an Official Publication of the Washoe County
Bar Association;

o  The Future of the Practice of Law, February 2007, The Writ, an Official Publication of the Washoe County
Bar Association;

o  The Role of Advertisements in the Practice of Law, March 2007, The Writ, an Official Publication of the
Washoe County Bar Association;

o Renew, Reuse and Recycle, April 2007, The Writ, an Official Publication of the Washoe County Bar
Association;

o Law Day 2007 » Now That You Are 18: A Survival Guide, May 2007, The Writ, an Official Publication of the
Washoe County Bar Association;

o All Good Things Must Come to an End: the Dotson Manifesto, June 2007, The Writ, an Official Publication of
the Washoe County Bar Association;

IL |ugg Trials (tried to verdict unless otherwise described)
First chair two criminal jury trials, battery and burglary as prosecuting intern (1993);
Russel v. AR Gaming, premises liability case, Plaintiff verdict (1997);
o  Stokes v. Reno-Sparks Cab, malicious prosecution and wrongful arrest case, Plaintiff verdict for nominal
amount (1997);
e  Erdman v. Algona Manor, Nursing home malpractice/molestation case, confidential settlement seven days
into trial; favorable result (1998);
Nicolaus v. Westside Transportation, auto liability case involving two tractor-trailers, Plaintiff verdict (1999);
Witt v, Sands Hotel & Casino, premises liability case, Defense verdict (1999).
Hill v. Toys R Us, premises liability case, Plaintiff verdict (2000);
White v. SaniHut, auto liability case, Defense verdict (2001);

Revised: 8/20/2013
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1118

Vertner v. Aramark Sports and Entertainment, wrongful termination case, FRCP 50 Defense verdict (2002);
Larson v. City of Reno, auto liability case, Defense verdict (2004);

Rasner/Price v. Carson City Nugget, Samny Phelps, premises liability case, Plaintiff verdict (2005);

Helle v. Core Home Health Systems of Nevada, Inc. et al.; malpractice case, NRCP 50 Defense verdict (2006).
McCunn v. Hiss, medical malpractice case, Defense verdict (2006);

Simonds v. Golden Road Motor Inn, Inc., dba Atlantis Casino Resort, Defense verdict (2008);

Rajun Cajun v. United Finance, Defense verdict (2008);

Helle v. Core Home Health Systems of Nevada, Inc.; malpractice case, Defense verdict (2010).

Bench Trials (tried to Judgment unless otherwise described)

e © 6 © ¢ o o o o o

Represented the state of Iowa in over 60 bench trials as prosecuting intern (1993).

Mitchell v. Jacoboni (1997), Defended defective pool design claim;

City of Sparks v. Richardson, Defense verdict (1997);

Tetzloff v. Sparks Nugget, Defense verdict (1998);

State of Nevada v. Amador Stage Lines, Plaintiff verdict, vacated on appeal (2000);

Neuhaus v. Gunnerman, Contract dispute with allegations of misrepresentation (2008);

McClelland v. Power Realty, Commercial dispute, Plaintiff verdict (2009);

Metcalf Builders v. Belvedere, LLC, Bifurcated priority trial on mechanics lien, commercial dispute (2009).
Metcalf Builders v. Belvedere, LLC, Second phase of bifurcated trial, settled on the first day of trial (2011).
JSA, LLC v. Golden Gaming, Inc., Commercial/contract dispute, Defense verdict (2011)

. Administrative Hearings of note Tried to Conclusion

State of Nevada v. Amador Stage Lines, Defense of fuel violations before the Department of Motor Vehicles
(2000).

Southern Nevada Water Authority (SNWA) Water Appropriation Hearing before the State Engineer,
including applications filed by SNWA in Spring Valley, Cave Valley, Dry Lake Valley, and Delamar
Valley (September - November 2011).

V. Appeliate Cases

VL

@ & ¢ o o © & o O

Russel v. AR Gaming, Supreme Court of the State of Nevada;

Beclwith v. State Farm Fire & Cas. Co., Supreme Court of the State of Nevada;

Hill vs. Toys R Us, Supreme Court of the State of Nevada;

Janison v. Washington Mutual, Supreme Court of the State of Nevada;

Peters v._ Aramark Uniform and Career Apparel, Inc., U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit;

Coles v. Aramark Sports and Entertainment Group, Inc., U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit;

Helle v. Core Home Health Care of Nevada, Supreme Court of the State of Nevada;

San Juan v. PSC Industrial Outsourcing, Supreme Court of the State of Nevada,

Private Media Group, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial District Court, Supreme Court of the State of Nevada Case No.
57266;

JSA, LLC v. Golden Gaming, Inc., Supreme Court of the State of Nevada Case No. 58074.

Consipio Holding, BV v. Johan Calrber, et al., Supreme Court of the State of Nevada Case No. 58128;
Private Media Group, Inc. v. Consipio Holding, BV, et. al., Supreme Court of the State of Nevada Case No.
59091;

Treasury Solutions v. Upromise, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.

Professional Activities (Teaching or Lecturing)

State Bar of Nevada

State Bar ADR section

Washoe County Bar Association

Officer Washoe County Bar Association (2001-2007)

President Washoe County Bar Association (2006-2007)

Appointed chair of the short trial rules review committee by the Supreme Court of Nevada.

Revised: 8/20/2013
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o Completed American Bar Association National Trial Academy course (2002).
o Speaker and Instructor of State Bar of Nevada Trial Academy (2010, 2012, and 2013)
¢  Group Leader Inns of Court (2011, 2012 and 2013)

VIL Bar Activities / Memberships

Member of State Bar of Nevada

State Bar ADR section

Washoe County Bar Association

Officer Washoe County Bar Association (2001-2007)
President Washoe County Bar Association (2006-2007)

Completed American Bar Association National Trial Academy course (2002)
Nevada Supreme Court Bench Bar Committee (2009-2014)
American Inns of Court, Master (2011 - ongoing)

Appointed chair of the short trial rules review committee by the Supreme Court of Nevada.
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App. 1294



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

FILED

Electronically

08-26-2013:03:58:44 PM

Joey Orduna Hastings
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. Clerk of the Court
Nevada State Bar No, 5285 Transaction # 3952084
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521
Tel:  (775)322-1170
Fax: (775)322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
Vs,

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND -SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive.

Defendants.

RROPOSED| FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
This matter came on for a non-jury trial on July 1, 2013 before the Court, Honorable

Patrick Flanagan, District Judge, presiding. The Court heard evidence for 9 days and the
arguments of counsel on the 10" day of trial. The Court, having carefully considered all of the
exhibits in evidence, the testimony of the witnesses, trial statements of the parties, and the
arguments of counsel, hereby issues the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law:
i

n

mnm

Page 1 of 16

App. 1295



10
i1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

Findings of Fact

1. On or about April 15, 2008, ISLAM became an employee of the Golden Road
Motor Inn, Inc., dba Atlantis Casino Resort Spa (“ATLANTIS”). '

2. On April 15, 2008, ISLAM executed the ATLANTIS Online System User
Agreement (“Online Systeni User Agreement”). Among other terms, the Online System User
Agreement prohibits unauthorized downloading or uploading of software and information.

3. On April 15, 2008, in conjunction with her employment with ATLANTIS,
ISLAM also executed an agreement with ATLANTIS concerning its Business Ethics Policy
and Code of Conduct Acknowledgement and Conflicts of Interest Statement. This agreement
(“Business Ethics Policy”), was again signed by ISLAM on January 23, 2009, February 26,
2010 and January 19, 2011. This policy in section 3.1 identifies confidential information as all
nonpublic information regarding the company’s operation and business activities and those of
its customers and suppliers. Nonpublic means any information that is not officially disclosed
through means such a press releases or other forms of publication, where it is not common
knowledge. Section 4.4 prohibits the disclosure of inside information to persons outside the
company or other persons within the company who are not authorized to receive such
information. Pursuant to the terms of the Business Ethics Policy, ISLAM agreed not to disclose
conﬁdcﬂﬁal information including customer lists or customer information (such as 'player
tracking or club information) to any unauthorized persons, either during or after her
termination, and not to take any documents or records belonging to ATLANTIS after her
departure. She also agreed not-to profit from confidential information of ATLANTIS.
ISLAM’s agreement to the terms of this contract was a condition of her employment with
ATLANTIS.

4, On April 15, 2008, in conjuncti‘on with commencing her employment with
ATLANTIS, ISLAM executed the ATLANTIS Company Policy regarding Company Property,
Proprietary Information, and Trade Secrets (hereinafter referred to as “Trade Secret
Agreement”). This agreement, including any updates, was again signed by ISLAM on January
23, 2009, February 26, 2010 and January 19, 2011. This agreement provides that any improper

Page 2 of 16
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use or dissemination of ATLANTIS intellectual property is a breach of the policy and may be a
violation of state and federal trade secrets laws and also warns that such violation is punishable
both civilly and criminally.

5. ISLAM was hired to be an Executive Casino Hostat ATLANTIS. When she
was hired, she was under a contractual obligation to her former employer, Harrah’s, which
prohibited her from working in a same or similar position within six months after separation
from employment at Harrah’s. In order tovhonor this obligation, ATLANTIS placed her in the
position of concierge manager. She worked in the hotel side of the operation- of the
ATLANTIS and not in the gaming side of the operation until the expiration of the six month
restriction imposed by her agreement with Harrah’s. Thereafter, she was transferred to the
gaming operation and began her employment as a host.

6. When ISLAM began to work as a host at ATLANTIS, she brought with her
what she claimed to be her personal book of trade. ISLAM has identiﬁe_d Exhibits 75 and 80
as her book of trade.

7. Steve Ringkob, indeed almost every witness, testified that there were certain
items that hosts were entitled to take with them from property to property and that a host’s
book of trade is the host’s property and “nothing is wrdng with her taking this information
wherever she goes.” However, he also testified that the player’s gaming history and tracking at
the ATLANTIS would become proprietary information.

8. Although the term “casino host book of trade” has been defined variously, it has
generally been déﬁned as those names and contact information of guests with whom the host
has developed relationships through their own efforts. Ringkob defined it as those guests with
whom the host has developed a relationship and it was not information coming from the casino.

9. The evidence is clear that ISLAM intentionally downloaded, by hand copying
from the ATLANTIS computer screen, players’ names, contact information, level of play,
game preferences and other proprietary information from the ATLANTIS Casino's, casino

management system, Patron Management Program.
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10.  On February 26, 2010, ISLAM signed a Non-Compete/Non-Solicitation
Agreement with ATLANTIS (“Non-Compete Agreement”). Pursuant to the terms of the Non-
Compete Agreement, ISLAM agreed that she would not, without the prior written consent of
ATLANTIS, be employed by, in any way affiliated with, or provide services to any gaming
operation located within 150 miles of ATLANTIS for a cooling off period of one year after the
date that the empioymeht relationship between she and the ATLANTIS ended.

11.  During ISLAM’S employment at ATLANTIS, she had access to and worked
with highly sensitive trade secrets and proprietary and confidential information of the
ATLANTIS. This information included customer and guest lists, customer information and
data including player contact information, tracking and club information, guest preferences and
gaming tendencies of the guests. This information included not just the information for guests
assigned to her, but also information for guests assigned to other hosts.

12.  Before and during ISLAM’S employment, ATLANTIS undertook significant
precautions to maintain the secrecy of its confidential information. These efforts included
disabling USB pbrts in the computers at ATLANTIS, not providing or allowing printers, and
monitoring all emails that are sent to recipients off property.
13.  Despite the precautions taken to protect ATLANTIS’ confidential trade secret
information, during her employment at ATLANTIS ISLAM copied guest information by hand
from the screen of the ATLANTIS computer onto spiral note pads. Ms. ISLAM, in her
handwritten notes in spiral notebooks, which she identified as hers, copied players’ names,
contact information and also the designation of whether or not they- played table games or slots.
The information copied had the notation of the guests’ marker information, for purposes of
knowing what their credit limit was. Some notations included information regarding previous
gaming results and losses incurred by that player. This is information Ms. ISLAM testified that
she wrote down from the ATLANTIS computer. A copy of some of those spirals is found in
Exhibit 80.

14.  Ms. ISLAM testified that in the fall of 2011, she was becoming dissatisfied with

|her employment at the ATLANTIS. She testified that she had not been given a raise, that she
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had only been givén one bonus and not the quarterly bonuses that she states were promised to
her, she felt isolated in her interpersonal relationships with other employees at the ATLANTIS
and she had come to a point in her career where she believed that if she was ever going to make
more money, she would have to seek employment elsewhere.

15.  The evidence is that on or around October, Ms. ISLAM learned from Ms.
Antonetti that the Grand Sierra Resort (“GSR”) was'hiring new employees. Through an online
application, ISLAM applied for and interviewed with the GSR to obtain a position as a host.

16. At about that time, Ms. ISLAM asked Mr. DeCarlo for a copy of her Non-
Compete Agreement with the ATLANTIS. A

17.  Sometime in December and January, two int_erviews took place. The first was
with Ms. Hadley, at the GSR. Ms. Hadley testified that she was impressed with Ms. ISLAM.
She testified she did not ask for ISLAM’s book of business at that time.

18. A second interview was arranged between ISLAM and Hadley and Flaherty of
the GSR. At that time, a more in-depth discussion took place relative to Ms. ISLAM's book of
business. Mr. Flaherty testified and it's confirmed by the transcript of a subsequent interview
that he told Ms. ISLAM not to bring anything from the ATLANTIS to the GSR, to bring
nothing, but herself and her relationships.

19. During the course of the interview process, ISLAM and representatives of GSR
discussed the fact that ISLAM was subject to an agreement restricting her employment with a
competitor of ATLANTIS and ISLAM provided GSR with a copy of the Non-Compete
Agreement. This conduct is consistent with ISLAM’s testimony of her behavior when applying
for the position with the ATLANTIS. She testified that she provided a copy of the Harrah’s
Non-Compete to the ATLANTIS prior to their offering of employment to her.

20.  The testimony is that GSR then passed the ATLANTIS Non-Compete
Agreement to its legal counsel. Legal counsel apparently reviewed that and gave the green

light to hire Ms. ISLAM.
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21.  Ms. ISLAM was concerned that ATLANTIS would initiate litigation against her
and sought assurances that GSR would provide legal representation to her should there be
litigation over the Non-Compete. GSR agreed.

22.  ISLAM terminated her employment as an Executive Casino Host with the
ATLANTIS on January 19, 2012 and acceptéd an offer with GSR as an Executive Casino Host
on the same day.

23.  ISLAM began work at GSR at the end of January, 2012.

24.  The ATLANTIS alleges that soon after ISLAM terminated her employment,

ATLANTIS employees discovered that ISLAM had falsely modified, destroyed, falsely
changed and/or sabotaged confidential, proprietary, trade secret information of ATLANTIS,
including customer data belonging to the ATLANTIS on its online system to her benefit and
the benefit of GSR and to the detriment of ATLANTIS.
25.  The evidence adduced in this matter by Ms. ISLAM herself and other witnesses
of the Plaintiff is that Ms. ISLAM did change the addresses, telephone number and/or the emall
addresses of guests that had been coded to her in the ATLANTIS’ casino customer or guwt
database.

26.  The evidence shows that shortly after Ms. ISLAM left the employ of the
ATLANTIS, the guests who had been assigned to her at the ATLANTIS were distributed
amongst the remaining ATLANTIS hosts who attempted to contact those guests to maintain
and establish a continued relationship with the ATLANTIS. Shortly thereafier, those hosts
reported difficultly, indeed inability to contact the guests. It quickly became apparent that the
contact information had been sabotaged. ATLANTIS staff testified that they restored old
copies of the Patron Management data to a location in the computer system where the auditors
could access the information and the information was restored to the Patron Management
Program, the guest marketing database, in a relatively short period of time.

27.  Additionally, the evidence showed that none of the information was changed in
the LMS database, which is the database known as the Lodging Managément System that

controls the hotel operations.
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28. ISLAM testified that she did not show either Ms. Hadley or Mr. Flaherty the
spiral notebooks which contained the information she had wrongfully taken from the
ATLANTIS' database. Nevertheless, after her employment by the GSR began, Ms. ISLAM
began to input that information, the information taken from the ATLANTIS and contained on
the spiral notebooks, into the GSR database.

29.  The testimony from the GSR representatives is that the database fields accessed
and completed by ISLAM are limited. They restrict the information that a host could input to
name, address, telephone number and contact information. There are no fields for a host to
themselves input information regarding a player’s gaming history, level of play or preference of
game.

30. Both Ms. Hadley and Mr. Flaherty testified they never saw the spiral notebooks
containing the information ISLAM had wrongfully taken from the ATLANTIS’ database.

31.  After the database sabotage was discovered by the ATLANTIS, ATLANTIS’
general counsel, Debra Robinson, wrote a letter to GSR advising them that Ms. ISLAM was
subject to a Non-Compete, Non-Disclosure Agreement and that she may have confidential
information and ATLANTIS demanded the GSR cease and desist from the use of that
information and return it forthwith.

32.  Inresponse to the cease and desist letter from ATLANTIS to the GSR and Ms.
ISLAM relating to the ATLANTIS’ concerns about ISLAM’s employment, the counsel for the
GSR sent a letter rejecting the assertions of the ATLANTIS and essentially maintaining that
there was nothing confidential or proprietary that had been -acquired by GSR and that all
information provided by Ms. ISLAM came from her own personal relationships and her book
of business.

33.  The ATLANTIS reasonably initiated litigation.

34, On April 27, 2012, ATLANTIS filed its Complaint for relief with seven causes
of action. | ’

35.  OnMay 9, 2012, this Court, through its sister Department, entered a Temporary
Restraining Order barring Ms. ISLAM from any employment with GSR. That Order was
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extended by Order of this Court dated July 5, 2012 which also applied to GSR. Thereafter, the
parties stipulated to a Preliminary Injunction ending this case pending the case’s resolution.

36.  To the extent appropriate and to give intent to this order, any finding of fact
should be found to be a conclusion of law. Similarly, to the extent appmpﬁate any conclusion

of law shall be deemed a finding of fact.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Breach of Contract — Online Systems User Agreement, Business Ethics Policy, Trade
Secrets Agreement as to ISLAM

L. The elements for establishing a breach of contract claim are: (1) A valid and
existing contract was entered into between Plaintiff and Defendant; (2) Plaintiff performed or

was excused from performance of the contract; (3) Defendant breached; and (4) Plaintiff

| sustained damages as a result of the breach. Reichert vs. General Insurance Co. of Amer., 68

Cal. 2d 822, 69 Cal. Rptr. 321, 442 P.2d 377 (1968); Marwan Ahmed Harara vs. Conoco
Phillips Co., 375 F. Supp. 2d 905, 906 (9th Cir. 2005). A

2. In order to succeed on a breach of contract claim in Nevada, a plaintiff must
show “(1) the existence of a valid contract, (2) a breach by the defendant, and (3) damage as a
result of the breach.” Saini v. Int’l Game Tech., 434 F. Supp. 2d 913, 919-920 (D. Nev. 2006),
citing Richardson v. Jones, 1 Nev. 405, 405 (1865). 7

3. In its first cause of action the Plaintiff alleges the violation of three contracts.
These are the Online User Agreement, the Business Ethics Policy, and the Trade Secrets
Agreement. These agreements were signed by Defendant ISLAM and a representative of
Plaintiff, ATLANTIS. This Court finds that these are valid contracts. The Court further finds
that the Defendant ISLAM breached these contracts. -

4. Based upon the fact that ISLAM downloaded players’ names, contact
information, level of play, game preferences and other proprietary information from the
ATLANTIS Casino's, casino management system, Patron Management Program, the Court
finds that she has breached these contracts and that the ATLANTIS has suffered damages as a

| Page 8 of 16

App. 1302



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

result of the breach. Consequently, the Court finds in favor of the Plaintiff and against
Defendant Sumona ISLAM on the first cause of action. ‘

5. The Court finds that damages should be awarded in favor of ATLANTIS and
against ISLAM on this claim. These are made up of compensatory damages of $10,941 plus an
additional $2,119 to repair the database, totaling $13,060.

Breach of Contract—Non-Compete Agg' eement as to ISLAM

6. The Non-compete/Non-solicitation Agreement was signed by ISLAM and a
representative of ATLANTIS in 2010. The law presumes that all parties have the freedom to
contract and establish the terms of employment between themselvés. However, restrictive
covenants are not favored in the law. The determination of the validity of such a contract as
written is governed by whether or not it imposes upon the employee any greater restraint than
is reasonably necessary to protect the business and the goodwill of the employer.

7. A restraint of trade is unreasonable if it is greater than that required to protect
the person for whose benefit the restraint is imposed or imposes an undue hardship on the
person restricted. Hansen v. Edwards, 83 Nev. 189, 426 P.2d 792 (1967). See also, Jones v.
Deeter, 112 Nev. 291, 294,913 P.2d 1272, 1274 (1996).

8. The public has an interest in seeing that competition is not unreasonably limited
or restricted.

9. In the instant matter, this Court finds that the term restricting employment for a
period of one year is reasonable and necessary to protect the interests of the ATLANTIS.

10.  This Court finds that the term restricting employment within 150 miles from
ATLANTIS is reasonable. It encompasses the markets of Sacramento and the evidence
supports the threat that Thunderi Valley and indeed other Northern California casinos pose to
the casinos of Northern Nevada.

11.  The Court finds, however, that the total exclusion from employment with a
competitor is unreasonable. This Court finds that excluding the employment of an individual
such as Ms. ISLAM, Who has attempted to create a career in this iﬁdustry from any role in any

casino in any capacity is an unreasonable restraint on her and it imposes an undue hardship on
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Ms. ISLAM and it is a restraint that is greater than that required for the protection of the person
for whose benefit the restraint is imposed, the ATLANTIS. Therefore, the Court finds the
Non-Competition contract unenforceable and dismisses the second cause of action related to

breach of that contract.
Conversion of Property as to ISLAM

12.  The elements of conversion are that a defendant exercises an act of dominion
wrongfully exerted over the personal property of another in denial of or inconsistent with title
rights therein, or in derogation, exclusion or defiance of such rights. M.C. Multi Family
Development, L.LC. v.k Crestdale Associates Ltd., 124 Nev. 901, 910, 196 P.3d 536 (2008)
citing Evans v. Dean Witter Reynolds, Inc., 116 Nev. 598, 606, 5 P.3d 1043, 1048 (2000).

13.  The caselaw here states that conversion generally is limited to those severe,
major and important interferences with the right to control personal property that justified
requiring the actor to pay the property’s full value. Courts have noted that this remedy in
general is harsh and is reserved for the most severe interferences with personal property.

14.  The Court finds that the evidence addﬁced shows that the interference with the
property of the ATLANTIS was not severe, that the information, although altered, was not lost
and was easily restored. One measure of that is the fact that the damages sought for the
restoration expense is de minimus in light of the value of not only Ms. ISLAM’s book of trade,
which she estimated at $3.5 to $4 million, but the operation of the ATLANTIS itself.
Therefore, this Court finds that the Plaintiff has failed to establish the elements of conversion
and the third cause of action is therefore dismissed.

Tortious Interference with Contractual Relations and Prospective Economic Advantage as
to ISLAM

15. To establish intentional interference with contractual relations, ATLANTIS
must show: (1) a valid and existing contract; (2) the defendant’s knowledge of the contract; (3)
intentional acts intended or designed to disrupt the contractual relationship; (4) actual

Page 10 of 16

App. 1304



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
.20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

disruption of the contract; and (5) resulting damage. Sutherland v. Gross, 105 Nev. 192, 772
P.2d 1287, 1290 (1989).
16.  The elements of the tort of wrongful interference with a prospective economic

advantage are: (1) a prospective contractual relationship between the plaintiff and a third

party; (2) the defendant’s knowledge of this prospective relationship; (3) the intent to harm the |

plaintiff by preventing the relations]ﬁp; (4) the absence of a privilege or justification by the
defendant; and, (5). actual harm to the plaintiff as a result of the defendant’s conduct. Leavitt v.
Leisure Sports, Inc., 103 Nev. 81, 88, 734 P.2d 1221, 1225 (1987); Las Vegas-Tonopah-Reno
Stage v. Gray Line, 106 Nev. 283, 792 P.2d 386, 388 (1990). -

17.  Based upon the Nevada Supreme Court’s decision in Frantz v. Johnson, 116
Nev. 455, 999 P.2d 351(2000), this Court is directed to look to the specific evidence adduced at
trial to determine whether or not the acts of a defendant are more appropriately adjudicated
under the Uniform Trade Secrets Act than under a claim for tortious interference with contract
or prospective economic advantage. In an examination of the facts here, this Court has
determined that the facts adduced in this trial make it more appropriate that the claim against
Sumona ISLAM be adjudicated under the Uniform Trade Secrets Act.
Violation of Uniform Trade Secret Act, NRS 600A.010 et. seq. as to ISLAM and GSR

18.  To establish a misappropriation claim under NRS § 600A.010 er. seq., the

plaintiff must show: (1) a valuable trade secret; (2) misappropriation' of the trade secret

! “Misappropriation” per NRS 600A.030(2) means:
(a) Acquisition of the trade secret of another by a person by improper means;
(b) Acquisition of a trade secret of another by a person who knows or has reason to know that the trade secret was
acquired by improper means; or
(¢) Disclosure or use of a trade secret of another without express or implied consent by a person who:
(1) Used improper means to acquire knowledge of the trade secret;
(2) Atthe time of disclosure or use, knew or had reason to know that his or her knowledge of the trade
secret was:
()] Derived from or through a person who liad used improper means to acquire it;
(I Acquired under circumstances giving rise to a duty to maintain its secrecy or limits its
use; or
(Im) Derived from or through a person who owed a duty to the person seeking reliefto
maintain its secrecy or limit its use; or
(3) Before a material change of his or her position, knew or had reason to know that it was a trade secret
and that knowledge of it had been acquired by accident or mistake.
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through use, disclosure, or nondisclosure of the use of the trade secret; and (3) the reQuirement
that the misappropriation be wrongful because it was made in breach of an express or implied
contract or by a party with a duty not to disclose. Frantz v. Johnson, 116 Nev. 455, 466, 999
P.2d 351, 358 (2000).

19. A trade secret is information that derives independent economic value, actual or
potential, from not being generally known to and not being readily ascertainable by proper
means by the public, as well as information that is subject to efforts that are reasonable under
the circumstances to maintain its secrecy. NRS 600A.040.

20.  The determination of what is a trade secret is a question of fact for the trier of
fact. Frantz, 116 Nev. at 466, 999 P.2d at 358. The caselaw indicates that contractual
restﬁctions alone or designations alone do not control whether or not a particular design,
bompilation, or mechanism is a trade secret. To determine whether or not an item is a trade
secret, the Court considers these factors. First, the extent to which the information is known
outside the business and the ease or difficulty with which the information could be properly
acquired by others. Second, whether the information was confidential or secret. Third, the
extent and manner in which the employer guarded the secrecy of the information. Fourth, the
former employee's knowledge of the customer's buying habits and other customer data and
whether this information is known by the employer's competitors.

~ 21.  There was a consensus amongst all the witnesses that in the case of a customer
with whom a host has established a relationship, that customer's name, address, contact
information is not a trade secret. All of the witnesses here have identified certain items that
they consider trade secrets in the gaming industry and these are well-qualified witnesses who
have spent decades in this industry. Those items have been identified as, (1) player tracking
records; (2) other hosts' customers; (3) initial buy-ins; (4) level of play; (5) whether the player
plays table games or slots; (6) time of play; (7) customers' personal information that is personal
to them, such as a Social Security number; (8) customers' casino credit; (9) customer’s location,
whether they are an international, regional or local player; (10) marketing strategy; (11)

customers' birth date, which one witness testified was critical for credit accounts; (12) tier
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levels, which is different than player ratings, they are more specific in terms.of measurement;
(13) comp information for the player; (14) players' history of play; (15) players' demographics;
(16) players' financial infoﬁnaﬁon; (17) the company's financial information; (18) the
company's marketing strategy; (19) other employees' information and custorﬁer information.
The Court does not by this list deem this list to be exclusive. There may be other mstances and
other items that are‘ properly designated as trade secrets, however, this was the evidence
adduced in this trial.

22.  This Court finds that this information is not known outside of the business of the
ATLANTIS. Indeed, the previous 19 items are not easy to learn, in fact, it is difficult to
acquire this information pfoperly.

23.  This Court further finds that there is no question that this information was
confidential within the ATLANTIS and that has been demonstrated amply by the extent >and
manner in which the ATLANTIS took steps to guard the secrecy of this information.
Specifically, Mr. Woods testified that there were no printers and that the USB ports on the
computers were restricted, that the hosts had no ability to print or download guest lists. He
further explained that security access waé determined by the job designation. There was
testimbny that the passwords for this access were changed frequently and therefore it has been
established beyond any reasonable doubt that the. ATLANTIS considered all of this
information a trade secret and this Court does so find.

24.  This Court finds that the information written down in the spiral notebooks
which Ms. ISLAM identified as hers was taken from the ATLANTIS’ computer and is not
information open to the public. '

25.  This Court finds that Ms. ISLAM has violated not only the terms and conditions
of her contract, but also has committed a violation of the Uniform Trade Secrets Act.

26.  This Court finds that Damages are appropriately awarded against ISLAM for
violation of the Uniform Trade Secrets Act and awards damgges totaling $10,814.

"
"
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Declaratory Relief

27.  The sixth cause of action filed by the Plaintiff is a request for declaratory relief.
The Courts grants and denies this claim as follows.

28.  This Court finds that the Online System User Agreement is a valid contract.
This Court finds that the Business Ethics Policy and Code of Conduct Agreement is a valid
contract. This Court finds that the Trade Secrets Agreement is a valid contract. This Court
finds that the Non-compete Agreement is overbroad and unenforceable. This Court also finds
that those contracts have been breached.

29.  This Court finds that the Defendant has violated the Uniform Trade Secrets Act
and that the Plaintiff has suffered damages.

Proof of Damages A

30.  There are two distinct damage models proffered in this case. One is based on
theoretical win based upon a customer lifetime value analysis proffered by the Plaintiff. The
other is a damage analysis based on actual win - loss proffered by the Defendants in this case.

31.  This Court has examined all of the exhibits in support of both models. This
Court has listened to the testimony of Brandon McNeely, who testified on behalf of the
Plaintiff in support of a valuation based upon theoretical wins. This Court finds that the
customer lifetime value analysis is a solid one and is supported by scholarly research and
empirical data. _

32.  This Court has also considered Mr. Aguero's testimony and reviewed his expert
report, which is Exhibit 32. The Court has also reviewed Brandori McNeely's reports and the
Exhibits included within Exhibit 59, A, B, C, D and E.

33.  The Court has also considered the testimony of Mr. Frank DeCarlo when he
testified about the mitigation marketing costs, and Lilia Santos, who testified to the loss of
guésts of the ATLANTIS to the GSR.

34.  Having considered both models, this Court feels the more appropriate model in
this particular case is the actual win-loss model. That model is based upon the data provided by
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both parties, the hard data and an analysis that is well reasoned and supborted not only by the
evidence, but scholarly review. '

35.  Therefore, the compensatory damages as to Defendant ISLAM, as previously
described will be on the first count for breach of contract, $10,941 plus an additional $2,119.
As to the violation of the Uniform Trade Secret Act, judgment will be in favor of Plaintiff,
against Defendant ISLAM in the amount of $10,814.

Punitive Damages

36.  The Plaintiff has requested punitive damages be awarded in this case and this
Court finds that punitive damages are warranted here.

37.  Ms. ISLAM testified that her actioné were malicious, as they were intended to
hurt the ATLANTIS. Despite whatever reason she may have felt justified her actions, her
actions were unjustified, they were willful, they were malicious, and they were intentional.

38.  Punitive damages have a two-pronged eﬁ'ect._ One is to punish the transgressor
and the other is to serve as an example to deter others similarly situated from engagilig in the
same conduct. Therefore, there are several factors to be taken into consideration, including the
willfulness of the conduct, the public interest that is at stake, and not the least of which is the
Defendant's financial condition. Ms. ISLAM testified that she makes $80,000 per year. This
Court is assessing significant compensatory damages against her. However, the Court feels
that a significant punitive damage is necessary in order to deter others from violating those
contracts between the ATLANTIS and its employees. This Court therefore has determined that
a punitive damage award of $20,000, representing one quarter of her annual salary, is an
appropriate punishment to Ms. ISLAM.

Attorney Fee Award _

39. The Unifox;m Trade Secrets Act also provides for the award of Attorney’s fees in
the case of willful and malicious misappropriation. | ‘

40. Having found in favor of the Plaintiff as the prevailing party against the
Defendant ISLAM, under the circumstances of this case, this Court will awérd attorney's fees
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and litigation costs. Those fees will be awarded after appropriate affidavit of fees and the
memorandum of costs are timely submitted.
Injunctive Relief |

41.  This Court further finds that this is an appropriate matter in which to impose a
Permanent Injunction, pursuant to NRS 600A.040, prohibiting ISLAM from any further use of
the trade secret information at issue until such time as the information becomes ascertainable
by proper means by the public or is otherwise no longer a Trade Secret as defined by NRS
600A.030(5). In this regard, ISLAM is Ordered to destroy any and all customer lists obtained
from or originating from ATLANTIS, including specifically the spiral notebooks, copies of
which have been marked at trial as Exhibits 6, 80 and 81. Further, ISLAM is Ordered to purge
from any electronic record or physical records, any and all information (including any
information not previously produced by her in the litigation which is subsequently located)
which has been identified in this decision as a trade secret, originating from the ATLANTIS.

CONCLUSION

42.  Judgment in favor of ATLANTIS against Defendant ISLAM.

DATED AND DONE this _ 7/, day of ﬁlfﬁﬂt , 2013.

S\

DISTRICT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted,
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD

By:

ROBERT A. DOTSON (NSB # 5285)
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ. (NSB #5574)
9600 Gateway Dr.

Reno, NV 89521

T: (775) 322-1170

F: (775) 322-1865
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

FILED

Electronically
08-29-2013:04:19:44 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings

2605 Clerk of the Court
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. Transaction # 3961893

Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

Tel:  (775)322-1170

Fax: (775) 322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada | Case No.: CV12-01171
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,
vs.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive.

Defendants.

NOTICE TO SET STATUS HEARING
TO: Defendant SUMONA ISLAM, and to her counsel of record, Mark Wray, Esq.

TO: Defendant MEI-GSR HOLDINGS LLC d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT, and to its
counsel of record Cohen/Johnson.

YOU AND EACH OF YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will
appear telephonically before the above-entitled Court on Tuesday, September 3, 2013 at 4:00
p.m., to set a date for a status hearing. Counsel Wray and Cohen/Johnson will attend
telephonically as well.
The undersigned certifies that the above-entitled matter is at issue.
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2 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
3 || social security number of any person.
4 Dated this &~ !_day of August, 2013.
3 LAXALT-§ NO LTD.
6
7
ROBERT A. DOTSON
8 Nevada State Bar No. 5285
ANGELA M. BADER
9 Nevada State Bar No. 5574
10 9600 Gateway Drive
. Reno, Nevada 89521
11 (775) 322-1170
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

foregoing by:

X

O

W
X

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of LAXALT &
NOMURA, LTD., and that on this date, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the

(BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
in a sealed envelope in a designated area for outgoing mail, addressed as set forth
below. At the Law Offices of Laxalt & Nomura, mail placed in that designated
area is given the correct amount of postage and is deposited that same date in the
ordinary course of business, in a United States mailbox in the City of Reno,
County of Washoe, Nevada.

By electronic service by filing the foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the E-
Flex system, which will electronically mail the filing to the following individuals.

(BY PERSONAL DELIVERY) by causing a true copy thereof to be hand
delivered this date to the address(es) at the address(es) set forth below, where
indicated.

(BY FACSIMILE) on the parties in said action by causing a true copy thereof to
be telecopied to the number indicated after the address(es) noted below.

Reno/Carson Messenger Service.

By email to the email addresses below.

addressed as follows:

Steven B. Cohen, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.

Stan Johnson, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Terry Kinnally, Esq. 608 Lander Street
Cohen-Johnson, LLC Reno, NV 89509

255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100

Las Vegas, NV 89119 mwray@markwraylaw.com

scohen@cohenjohnson.com
sjohnson(@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

DATED this _Ql day of August, 2013.
LMoo

L.MORGAN BOGUMIL  (/
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FILED
Electronically
09-03-2013:10:05:37 AM
Joey Orduna Hastings
1830 Clerk of the Court
MARK WRAY, #4425 Transaction # 3966876
LAW OFFICES OF MARK WRAY
608 Lander Street

Reno, Nevada 89509

(775) 348-8877

(775) 348-8351 fax

Attorneys for Defendant SUMONA ISLAM

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC.,
a Nevada Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT SPA,

Plaintiff, Case No. CV12-01171
Vs. Dept. B7

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual;
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company, d/b/a

GRAND SIERRA RESORT; ABC
CORPORATIONS; XYZ PARTNERSHIPS;
AND JOHN DOES I through X,

inclusive,

Defendants.
J

DEFENDANT SUMONA ISLAM’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO
RETAX COSTS

As her reply to the opposition of the Atlantis to Islam’s motion to retax costs,
Islam offers the following points:

1. The Pass Through Concept Does Not Apply in this Case
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The position of the Atlantis in its opposition violates the plain language of NRCP
68(f)(1), which states that one penalty for failing to accept a reasonable offer of
settlement is “the offeree cannot recover any costs or attorney’s fees and shall not
recover interest for the period after the service of the offer and before the judgment . . .”.
The Atlantis is seeking to recover from Islam the costs that the Grand Sierra is allowed
to recover from the Atlantis. The position of the Atlantis is contrary to the plain
language of the rule, and also would defeat the purpose of offers of judgment, which is
to punish parties that reject offers of judgment they should have accepted. Dillard Dept.
Stores, Inc. v. Beckwith, 115 Nev. 372, 382, 989 P.2d 882, 888 (1999). There will be no
punishment of the Atlantis if the Atlantis can pass through costs to Islam.

The cases cited by the Atlantis that allow a pass through of costs from a
prevailing defendant to a non-prevailing defendant do not involve a Rule 68 offer of
judgment and therefore are inapposite. See, Semenza v. Caughlin Crafted Homes, 111
Nev. 1089, 901 P.2d 684 (1985); Schouweiler v. Yancey Co., 101 Nev. 827, 712 P.2d
786 (1985); Flamingo Realty, Inc. v. Midwest Dev., 110 Nev. 984, 993, 879 P.2d 69,74
(1994). |

In addition, as correctly stated in the opposition, Islam disagrees that the rationale
behind Schouweiler applies in the instant case. Schouweiler, the case relied on in both
Semenza and Flamingo, involved a plaintiff suing multiple defendants in a construction
defect scenario, and its holding should be limited to such cases.

2. Almost All the Costs Should Be Apportioned to the Case Versus the

Grand Sierra

As to apportionment of costs, the court is obliged to attempt to apportion costs in
a case involving multiple defendants, and if there is no apportionment, to make findings
why apportionment is impractical. NRS 18.050; Mayfield v. Koroghli, 124 Nev. 343,
353, 184 P.3d 362, 369 (2008). Islam has suggested that no more than 10% of the costs
incurred by the Atlantis should be apportioned to Islam, because in comparison to the

issues between the casinos, the case against Islam was relatively simple. As the three-
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week trial demonstrated, nearly all the contested issues in the case that involved
significant time and expense were related to the dispute between the casinos over the
hiring of Islam, the enforceability of the non-compete, the alleged use of proprietary
and trade secret information and the alleged value of the information. The Atlantis was
trying to make a case against the Grand Sierra, and spent gobs of money in that attempt.
The apportionment of costs on a ratio of 90% to the Grand Sierra case is appropriate.

3. Islam Still Contends She Already Paid for Photocopies of the Trial
Exhibits

The opposition asserts that Islam has not already paid for the photocopies of
exhibits included in the trial exhibit binders. This assertion does not make sense,
however, because if the 5,429 photocopies allegedly made between June 24 and 27 do
not include the photocopies for the exhibit binders that were completed on June 27,
then the Atlantis has given absolutely no explanation what those 5,429 photocopies in
that three-day period would be for. Islam asserts she paid for her 1,094 photocopies,
plus the 1,094 photocopies for the Grand Sierra, and is entitled to a credit of 10 cents
per photocopy, or $218.80.

4.  Parking and Lunches Are Overhead Items, Not Recoverable Costs

Finally, Islam disagrees that parking and lunches during depositions, court
hearings, and trial are recoverable costs, as opposed to firm overhead. Neither Islam
nor the Atlantis has cited any Nevada case authority, although the court in Ferrell v.
County of San Diego, 90 Cal.App.4™ 537, 544, 108 Cal Rptr.2d 681, 685-686 (2001)
held that under California statute parking fees and meals are not recoverable litigation
COsts.
DATED: September __1 2013 LAW OFFICES OF MARK WRAY

MARK WRAY _
Attorney for Defendant SUM ISLAM
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b) the undersigned employee of the Law Offices of Mark
Wray certifies that a true copy of the foregoing document was sealed in an envelope with

prepaid postage affixed and deposited in the U.S. Mail in Reno, Nevada on
&Mﬁg’n& addressed to the following:

Robert A. Dotson
Angela M. Bader
Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521

Stan Johnson

Cohen/Johnson

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
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AFFIRMATION
The under51gned certifies that this document does not contain the Social Security

number of any person.

DATED: Sept. %, 2013

%{AM

MARK WRAY

App. 1318




O W g4 o s W N

NDONON NN NN NN R R R R R R o R g
® N9 o s W N R O W N W N R O

FILED
Electronically
09-03-2013:10:10:57 AM
Joey Orduna Hastings
2645 ' Clerk of the Court
MARK WRAY, #442 Transaction # 3966884
LAW OFFICES OF MARK WRAY
608 Lander Street

Reno, Nevada 89509

(775) 348-8877

(775) 348-8351 fax

Attorneys for Defendant SUMONA ISLAM

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC.,
aNevada Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS

CASINO RESORT SPA,
Plaintiff, Case No. CV12-01171
Vs. Dept. B7
SUMONA ISLAM, an individual;

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company, d/b/a

GRAND SIERRA RESORT; ABC
CORPORATIONS; XYZ PARTNERSHIPS;
AND JOHN DOES I through X,

inclusive,

Defendants.
/

ISLAM’S OPPOSITION TO ATLANTIS’ MOTION FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES
AND COSTS

As her objection and opposition to the motion of the Atlantis for attorneys fees and

costs, Sumona Islam asserts the following:
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1. Because the Amount of Attorneys Fees Sought Is Disproportionatel
High Compared to the Amount of the Damages Awarded, in the

Interest of Fairness, the Amount of Fees that May Be Awarded Should
Be Reduced

The compensatory damages awarded against Islam were $23,874 and the punitive
damages $20,000, for a total of $43,874. ‘

The Atlantis is asking the Court to award attorneys fees of $330,490.50 plus
$17,130.61 of its own costs plus whatever costs were incurred by the Grand Sierra, all of
which will likely total in the neighborhood of $375,000.

The potential award of attorneys fees and costs thus is far more significant in real
terms than all the litigation that preceded it, because the award of damages against Islam
is relatively insignificant compared to the amount of attorneys. fceé that the Atlantis
claims it has incurred in litigating against Islam. In fact, the amount of fees requested is
incongruous and disproportionate to the damage award. To put the matter in perspective,
the Atlantis spent three weeks in trial with over a dozen witnesses to prove damages of
$43,874, and now seeks an additional sum of $330,490.50 — about eight times the damage
award -- without presenting any competent or admissible evidence whatsoever.

The award of an amount of attorneys fees is within the Court’s discretion, but this
discretion cannot be exercised contrary to guiding legal principles. Bergmann v. Boyce,
109 Nev. 670, 674, 856 P.2d 560 (1993). Factors to be considered in an award include
the qualities of the advocate, the character of the work done, the work actually
performed, and the result. Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat’l Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455
P.2d 31, 33 (1969). As to the character of the work, work actually done and the result,
the Atlantis did not spend hundreds of thousands of dollars to recover a judgment against
Islam. The principal target of this case always has been the Grand Sierra. For example,
the Atlantis seeks to justify the amount of fees it is requesting, and also seeks to
demonstrate how successful it allegedly has been in prosecuting this action, by pointing
out that the Atlantis applied for, and was granted, a temporary restraining order on May
9,2012. See Motion, p. 2. Yet as the Court is well aware, the Atlantis contacted only

2
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counsel for the Grand Sierra about that application. The Hon. Brent Adams, District
Judge, issued the restraining order against Islam although the Atlantis made no attempt to
show that Islam had notice. The order was issued without Islam even knowing about it,
because, in the eyes of the other parties and the court, Islam was, at most, a side show.
The main event was the dispute between the Atlantis and the Grand Sierra. From the
outset, Islam’s role was as an incidental character involved in a much larger dispute. It is
absurdly unfair and unreasonable for the Atlantis now to assert that all of its hundreds of
thousands of dollars of attorney fees incurred in a losing battle against the Grand Sierra
should be assessed against Islam.

The amount of attorneys fees awarded is with the Court’s discretion but the
exercise of that discretion is to be tempered by reason and fairness. Shuette v. Beazer
Homes Holdings Corp., 121 Nev. 837, 864-865, 124 P.3d 530, 548 (2005), citing
University of Nevada v. Tarkanian, 110 Nev. 581, 594, 591, 879 P.2d 1180, 1188 (1994).
To meet anyone’s standard of fairness and reasonableness, the vast majority of fees
requested by the Atlantis as against Islam must be disallowed.

Islam also prevailed on significant claims and defenses, including the Atlantis
claims for breach of the non-compete agreement, conversion, interference with contract
and interference with prospective economic advantage. Under the Brunzell factors, the
Atlantis did not succeed on the merits of several claims against Islam.

Furthermore, an unknown, but undoubtedly significant, portion of the fees that the
Atlantis seeks to be awarded had to be incurred in seeking to obtain, and enforce, an
unlawful restraining order and injunction, by which Islam was unjustly restrained from
working for an entire year under a void non-compete agreement. The Atlantis should not
be seeking to recover the amount of fees to pursue an unlawful injunction, and indeed,
Islam should be entitled to damages for being wrongly enjoined.

Even if there were a proper motion filed, the Atlantis should not be entitled to the
fees it is claiming based on the circumstances of this case and the principles that govern

attorneys fees motions.
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2. - The Court Should Deny the Motion Based on Lack of Documentation

NRCP 54(d)(2)(B) states that a motion for attorney’s fees must include
“‘documentation concerning the amount of fees claimed.” Cases confirm this
requirement. See, e.g., Sandy Valley Assocs. v. Sky Ranch Estates Owners Ass'n, , 117
Nev. 948, 956, 35 P.2d 964, 969 (confirming the procedure of providing documentation
as to the amount sought to be awarded); Beattie v. Thomas, 99 Nev. 579, 589, 668 P.2d
268, 274 (1983) (finding it is an abuse of discretion to award the full amount of requested
attorney fees without making findings based on evidence that the attorney's fees sought

are reasonable and justified).

In his affidavit attached to the Atlantis motion, counsel for the Atlantis provides
bill summaries for the time spent by his firm, consisting only of dollar amounts, posted
on a monthly basis, without any itemization of any fees incurred. The rationale for
providing only total dollar amounts is that the invoices contain information that is
“attorney-client communications and work product and have therefore not been
produced.” See, Dotson Aff., 6.

Islam objects to being required to file an opposition to a motion for attorneys fees

| where the only supporting “evidence” is a conclusory and summary affidavit of counsel

with dollar totals. Should the Atlantis have wished to shield alleged attorney-client and
work product information in its attorneys billings from disclosure to the other side, the
Atlantis could do so, by withdrawing the instant motion and not seeking an award of fees.
In seeking an award of fees, however, the Atlantis was obligated to produce documentary
evidence in support of that claim, and the Atlantis deliberately refused to do so. The
Atlantis has no right to be awarded attorneys fees without producing evidence. See,
NRCP 54(d)(2)(B). Islam therefore objects to the motion based on failure to produce the
requisite admissible and competent documentary evidence.

It is no solution for the Atlantis to provide the real itemization to the Court for in
camera review, as proposed by the Atlantis motion. Islam is entitled to contest fees that

are unreasonable, which she cannot do if she is prevented from seeing the itemization.

4
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The Court obviously is not in the same position as Islam to determine which fees
are reasonable in amount and which are not. The Court would not have knowledge of the
propriety of many of the time entries for which the Atlantis seeks to recover fees, such as
depositions, correspondence, and communications between counsel. The Court would
have 17 months of legal bills to review, and be required to go through each and every
item, without knowing whether any of the items might be improper in amount. In
contrast, Islam would know, or have reason to know, from having participated in this
case, whether certain itemizations are improper. The Court would have benefitted from -
having Islam point out any itemizations are considered to be unreasonable, instead of
trying to read through hundreds of time entries with no idea which ones might be
challengeable as improper. Providing the itemizations to Islam not would have been
proper, it would have saved vast amounts of time for the Court, and would have allowed
Islam her Due Process rights to examine the evidence against her.

Based solely on the monthly dollar amounts produced by the Atlantis, there is no
basis for the Court or Islam to analyze the reasonableness of the fees requested, and the
failure to produce an itemization made it impossible for Islam to prepare a proper
opposition to the amounts requested . The motion therefore should be denied.

3. The Fees Are Grossly Unreasonable in Amount

The Grand Sierra has not filed a motion for fees, and therefore, the only
information that Islam has available for purposes of judging the relative reasonableness
of the attorneys fees requested by the Atlantis are the billings of Islam’s own counsel.
The fees incurred in this action by Islam’s counsel were the relatively modest sum of
$98,475. See Wray Decl., attached. The Atlantis is claiming more than three times that
amount, which by comparison, makes the amount of fees claimed by the Atlantis fees
unreasonable on its face.

It is particularly unfair for the Atlantis to put Islam in the position of having to
oppose the motion for fees in this caée without benefit of documentation because the

Atlantis is asserting that the claims against Islam and the claims against the Grand Sierra

5
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are so “intertwined” that the fees devoted to work on matters against the Grand Sierra
versus matters against Islam cannot be separated. The allegation that the matters are so
“intertwined” that no separation is possible obviously cannot be tested where there is zero
documentation produced by the Atlantis to support that claim. Due Process requires
more than the naked assertion by the Atlantis that its “intertwining” argument is right.
The rules required the Atlantis to produce evidence to support its assertion, or else the
motion should not have been filed in the first place. See NRCP 54@d)2).

4. Conclusion

Especially in a case where the attorneys fees being requested dwarf the amount of
the judgment, the amount of fees should be very closely scrutinized, an inquiry which the
Atlantis refuses to allow Islam to perform. The motion for fees does not include the
requisite proof, the amount requested is grossly unreasonable on its face, and the attempt
to recover all the attorneys fees incurred in this action in litigating against the main
defendant -- the Grand Sierra — is patently unreasonable.

Islam further incorporates each of her arguments in support of her motion to retax
costs as to the grounds for disallowing the Atlantis request for costs, and asks that the

| motion for fees and costs be denied.

Respectfully submitted,
DATED: _Sep+. 3,201% LAW OFFICES OF MARK WRAY

By%

MARK WRAY
Attorney for Defendant SUMONA“ISLAM
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DECLARATION OF MARK WRAY IN SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION TO
ATLANTIS MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS FEES

I, Mark Wray, declare:

1. I am the attorney for defendant Sumona Islam in this action. I know the
following facts of my personal knowledge and could, if asked, competently testify to the
truth of the same under oath.

2. I am the sole attorney of the Law Offices of Mark Wray and bill at $250 per
hour. I supervise three legal assistants who bill at $75 per hour. As we perform
professional legal services for clients, we record the amount of time spent together with
an itemization of services, billed to the tenth of the hour. I review all time entries before
each bill is sent to each client on a monthly basis. This procedure was followed in the
Islam adv. Aﬂantis case.

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 are true and correct copies of the actual

|| invoices prepared by the Law Offices of Mark Wray and billed to Ms. Islam from May

26, 2013 through August 1, 2013. Through May, 2013, invoices were mailed on a

monthly basis, and after that, invoices were mailed every two weeks.

4. In addition to the civil case against the Atlantis, the attached invoices
contain all time of me and the paralegals for the misdemeanor case against Ms. Islam that
alleges unlawful access to a computer. I have highlighted in yellow on the attached
invoices the time spent on the criminal case. The total of that time is $4,230.

5. The total time on all Islam matters was $102,705. Deducting the time spent
on the criminal case, the total time spent on the civil action was $98,475.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Nevada that the
foregoing is true and correct and that this declaration was executed on September _._3_,

2013 at Reno, Nevada.
%ﬁ KZ&JM/

MARK WRAY
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

prepaid thereon and deposited in the U.S. Mail at Reno, Nevada on

&lw addressed as follows:

Robert A. Dotson
Angela M. Bader
Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521

Stan Johnson

Terry Kinally

Cohen/Johnson

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

The undersigned employee of the Law Offices of Mark Wray certifies that a true

copy of the foregoing document was sealed in an envelope with first class postage
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AFFIRMATION
The undersigned certifies that this document does not contain the Social Security

number of any person.

DATED: S¢pt. 3,2-013

MARK WRAY
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‘Exhibit 1

INDEX OF EXHIBITS

5/26/12 to 8/01/13 invoices

10
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09-03-2013:10:10:57 AM
Joey Orduna Hastings
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 3966884

EXHIBIT 1
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.narkwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

INVOICE

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
TERMS - Due on Reccipt
Date Description Hours | Rate | Aitorney/Paralegal | Amount

271372013 |Receive and review Opposition 1o Motion to Dissulve 0.3] 75.00] Angelinc M. Peterson 22.30
Preliminary Injunction and Mation to Extend Preliminary
Injunedfon; discuss same with Partner

271472013 {Receive and review letier from Terry Kirnally to Angie Bader re: 0.2 75.00| Angeline M. Pererson 15.00
discovery responses

2/15:2013  pReceive and review Order Continning Pretrial Conforence; 0.2{ 75.00| Anpcline M. Petersonf 15,00
calendar new date

2172012 | Work on supplemennial opposition to Atlantis motion for partial 0.6} 250.00 Mark Wray 150.00
summary judgment )

2182012 | Contioue drafiing supplement to opposition 1o Atlantis moation for 2.81 250.00 Mourk Wray 623.00
summary judgment

ZA9INMR | Review Supplemental Opposition to Motion for Summary 04| 75.00} Angclinc M. Peterson 30.00
Fudgment; clectronically file same; receive and revicw GSR's
Supplementy] Opposition to Motion for Summary Judgment

272072013 | Receive and review Order v Motion to Compel; discuss same 04| 75.00f Angeliue M. Peterson 30.00
with Partner; email conmmunication with Suthona lslam re:
Supplements] Opposition to Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment and Qpposition to Motion 1o Dissolve Preliminary
Injuncéon

2/2172013 | Prepare Notice of Entry ol Order 0.2| 75.00( Angeline M. Pererson 15.00

21222013 | Receive and anatyze Atlantis opposition to motion to dissolve 0.5} 250.00 Mack Wray 125.G64
injunetion, vufline points for reply

2/22:2013 | Efectronically file Notice of Batry of Order; cmail conmmunication 0.3} 735.00) Angeline M. Peterson 22.50
with counscl ve: same; email cormoemication with Sumona Islam
TE: RAMIE

2724:2013 | Study opposition filed by Allantis, review Fivkel case again, 1} 250.00 Mark Wray 25000
tesearch and drafl reply brief, direct service and filing of sume

27252013 {Drafl opposition o Aflantis motion to extend prelininary 0.6 250.00 Mark Weay 150.00
mjunkion

Thank you for your business. Angual ten percent finunce charge applies o accounts

over 13 duys. T(}tal

Page 4
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strect
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax,

mwray@inarkwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Dste INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 2462013 12269
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Description Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
2:25:2013 | Revicw Reply in Support of Motion to Dissolve Preliminary 03 75.00] Angeline M. Peferson 2250
Injunction and Opposition to Maotion for Motion to Contine;
electronically [fle same; email communication with Sumona Istam|
re; same
172972013 | Depusition of Clristian Ambrose 627.80 627.80
Thank you for your business. Annual ten percent finance charge applies 10 accounts e a
over 15 days, Tatal $4.885.30

Page §
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Streel
Reno; NV 89509
715348~ 88’?? Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax
‘mwray@markwraylaw.com
www.markwraylaw.com
Sumona Islarn
Re: Atlantis Casino.
“TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE
Date INVOICE #
3/26/2013 12339

Description.

Hours | Rate

Attorney/Paralegal | Ameount

{72013

3/6:2013

3712013

372013

ENPETYER

312013 |1

31172013

hphona conversation with Sumona Iilam re: Atlantis' Counter
ton to Extend ] Prehmmar} Injunction
'Tele;:hane conversation with Sumona Jslam re: update on GSR's
Qppﬁsmen 1o Cmmermonou o Extend Preliminary Tnjunction
Receive and review Reply in‘Support of Motion for Preliminary.
Mmetmn* discuss same with Partner; edit Request for
Submission; electmmally file same; emiail communication with
| Sumona Islany re: same
Reackaﬁd nnzhfza lettcr fmm attomy Badcr bver d:scovew

G2) 75.00

0.1] 75.00

05| 7500

14| 250.00

1.3] 250.00

1.5 250.00

04| 250.00

0.5] 250.00

1.1} 75.00

Angeline M, Peterson 15.00

Angeline M. Peicrson .50

Amgeline M. Peterson 37.50

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

325.00

375.00

100.00

P |

Angeline M. Pelerson }26’5-

Total

Page 1
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street *
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Tclephorie

775-348-8351 Fax

mwray{@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

INVOICE
Reuo NV 8 21 Date INVOICE #
Re: Aflantis Casino 31262013 12339
TERMS - Due on Receipt:
Desiription. Hours | Rate Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
Emmls with T‘erry‘Kms.ﬂy ‘counsel-for Grand Sierra; about meet 1.2} 250.00 Mark Wray 300.00
#nd. mn:fér conference this afoernoon, read portions of letter from
Angi& Bader on flie:meet and conlerd dszites, attend teleconference
OR Same
i{asem: and-review discovery requests from Plaintiff 1o Grand 0.3] 75.00| Theresa A. Moote 22.50
-an Islam; Calendar deadline to respond
Emails with Ms. Islamabout respotises 10 requests for admission 0.2] 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
Bmmls mnthar counsel i ‘the Islam case about Bob Woods 0.1} 25000 Mark Wray 23.00
1.3} 250.00 Mark Wray 325.60
0.7] 73.00] Angeline M. Peterson 52.50
14| 250.00 Mark Wray 350.00
04| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  30.00
1| 250.00 Mark Wray 250.00
0.6] 250.00 Mark Wray 150.00
32512013 03] 75.00] Angeline M. Petarson] 22,50
3262013 3.3[250.00]  Mark Wray $25.00
‘eryl Wi!scm amd obtam
sovery with: Ms; Tslam and
‘Thank y6u for your business. Arinual ten percent finance charge applics lo accounts Total

Page 2
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

508 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8377 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

Towray@markwraylaw.com

‘www.markwraylaw.com

Summa Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Atlantis Casino.

E’.e

521

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE #

3:2672013 12339

Date

Description

Hours | Rate

Attornev/Paralegal { Amonnt

3267013 !
|telephone conversation with Morgan Bogumil te: date for

3262013 |

31262013

|informa deposition of Frank DeCarlo; preparc Reno

§§§%§i§9&mﬁ§£iﬁaﬁﬁﬂgﬁiﬁmmamﬁ‘Suman'z. Islam;,

déposition of Bob Woods; prepare Notice of Taking Deposition
ﬁf Eﬁh‘ﬂ?ﬁaﬂs" electronically file same; search hard copy Gles for

o have deposition delivered to Cheiyl

08| 7500

24| 620
3.84

Angeline M. Peterson

S

4.80
3.84

onr bugingss. Annual tent percent finance charge applies-to accoimis

Total

$3.888.64

Pageé
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Sircet
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

773 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www . markwraylaw. com

Sumona [slam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 42672013 12403
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Description Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
37282013 | Schedule coudt reporier for deposition of Bob Woods on April 0.2]| 75.00| Angeline M. Petcrson 15.00
2nd
3/29/2013  { Emails with other counsel about deposition scheduling 0.2| 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
37292013 { Email conmmmication with Mark Wray 1e: Depositions of 0.1| 73.00| Angeline M. Pewerson] . 7.50
MoNeely and Pearson
3302012 }Review 15th supphkemental production, emails with opposing 0.4} 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
counsel about same
412013 | Emails with Mr, Johnson's office abour depositions 0.2] 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
412013 | Fmail communication with Rikki Poll re: Terry Kimnally 0.2] 72.00| Angcline M. Peterson 15.00
appearing lelephonically for deposition of Bob Woods and
scheduling depositions of Abrahum Pearson and Brandon
McNeealy
4272013 |Prepaye ourline and exhibits for deposition of Bob Wouds, take 3.5 250.00 Mark Wray 873.00
deposition of Mr. Woods, discuss case matters with opposing
counsel alterwards
422013 | Prepare exhibits and disclosures for deposition of Bob Waods; 12| 75.00| Angeline M. Polerson 90.00
discuss same with Partner; email sommunication with Rikki Poll
re: missing 13th Supplemental Disclosures; email commmnication
with Counsel re: Stipulation to Contivue Discovery; prepare Reao
Carson Messenger Slip ve; same
432013 | Email commanjcation with Sumona lslam re: discovery 0.3] 75.00| Angehine M. Pelerson 22.50
responses; telephone conversation with Sumaona Islam re; same
4:4:2013 | Receive and review letter fram Grand Sietra about providing 0.9} 250.00 Mark Wray 223.0¢
opinion letter for audit of financial statements, draft proposed
response, phone call to Grand Sierra abow atturney-clicnt
vonlidentiality, send letter to Grand Sierra
442012 | Receive and review latest supplemental production of dacuments 0.3} 250.00 Mark Wray 7500
relating to documents on comcierge manager matters

Thank you far your business. Annual ten percent finance charpe applies to accoums

over |5 days.

Total

Page 1
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
‘Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775.348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantig Casino

INVOICE
Date INVOICE #
4{26/2013 12403

TERMS - Due on Receipt

| Deseripﬁon Hours [ Rate | Aitorney/Paralegal | Amount
SBﬂtﬂh 13th Supplemml Disclosures far letters from Rob 0.3} 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson] 22,30
Detson- o Gammg Control Board; telephorie conversation with
Snmqna Islam re; May 10th hearing, responses 16 discovery, and
.. |upcommg depositions; disenss same with Pariner
452013 | Avalyze Ms. Islam's draft discovery responses and direct: legal 03] 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
assistanton. obmmmg addmonal mfonnanon from Ms. Islam for
e IeSpOnses ,
41572012 |Brnail ﬁommumcmon with Sumona Islar re: Discovery - 0.4{ 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson 30.00
Tesponses; fecen*u and: rEview Plaintiff's Sixteenth Supplemental
N D, nlosuzc&s _
4112018 |1 0.1| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  7.50
47122013 wwmlanm l?’th Supplemmtal Dlsclc«surcs 0.5] 75.00] Angeline M, Peterson]  37.50
' 'fqr’l‘ ony 5
41372013 1] 250.00 Mark Wray 250.00
4142013 y notices and pending respomses, 32{25000]  Mark Wray 800.00
”d}’ last five supplemental
4i15201% 5.5| 250.00 Mark Wray 1375.00

} Dﬁ.cc.
work on

ot ﬁh" acanf enn, v
mattexs w;th Ms Iﬁnaﬂy,

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray
608 Lander Street '
‘Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax
mwray{@markwraylaw.com
‘wwiw.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam _ INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr |
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE ¢
Re: Atlantis Casino 412612013 12403
TERMS - Due on Receipt
_ Dare Description Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
4162013 [P . Sitts-abiout herbeing added as witness and 3.2| 250.00 Mark Wray M
Gaming Conitrol records, phone call from Ms. D
for trial, follow up calls with Karl ’I 5

: ﬁmm:aﬁ&&&x Wilson of A:Gis office; office meeting with
clienit about trial witnesses, discov ery; work on motion to compel,
| phoneocall with mtomeyTerxmeally

4172013 | Email communtication with Mosgan Bogurnil and Rikki Poll re: 02
/ azhmagmgt:mes of dEposmmis of Tm V avra and Deburah Kite;

>}
R
8

Angeline M. Peterson 15.00

4182013 0425000  Mark Wray 100.00
cémpelb Gr&nd Sn&rm and ahout deposmons _ »
Telephome nvmauon with Sumona Islam fo cancel meeting 04| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson | 30.00
41912013 | Atten ‘ 6.7| 250.00 Mark Wray 1.675.00
o ND] : tter w:th other counsel afterwatds
222013 | et from Angie Bader about meét and 0.9} 250.00 Mark Wray 225.00

ihscm ey rcspomcs, confer with.

nd tumormw‘s status conference,.
43319015 0.3| 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson | 22.50
am re: ﬁﬁcatmg deposition of
b glatug hcanng

Islam, and emails with Frank Johnson; Terry. 0.4} 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
Jider abott case matters

42313013

il ten pércent linavice charge appliesto accounts

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Streel

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumana Islam

INVOICE
Date INVOICE #
4;26:2013 12403
TERMS - Due on Receipt
il Deseription: Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Ameount
?rzpam for.and attend status hearing inDept. 7 before Judge: 1.7{ 250.00 Mark Wray 425.00
Flanagan,- obtain trial continuance and address other pretrial
matters, meet-with adwinistrative agsistant and attorney Datson.in
Bapt 5 tbamnge settbem::nt cunfcrcnce vmh Judga Adamgs
423013 | 1.1] 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson y(
4242013 2.1{ 250.00 Mark Wray 525,00
42412013 0.8} 250.00]  Mark Wray 200.00
42412013 0:4| 75.00| Angeline M. Pelcrson|  30.00
W3 ¥o) 11]250.00)  Mark Wiay 2250
t ﬂisamu:ry aud sattlamem confereuce o
”‘Islam about order granting 2 v
42612013 07| 250.00]  Mark Wray 175.00
42602013 | v  with Dept G r'e' Apphcémon for Setting; 03| 75.00| Theresa A Moore | 22.50
ﬂ-maﬂ t:mmsp;mden 2 with Attorneys Dotson and Johnson re:
472.45 41245
309 0.20 61.80
Total

Page 4
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 893509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax

mwraypmarkwraylaw.com
www. markwraylaw.com

Samona Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 29521
Re: Atlantis Cagiho

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE.
Date INVOICE #
412612013 12403

Datc Description Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal { Amount
4/36:2013 | Postage 15.97 15.97
“Thuuk you lor your business. Annaal ten pevcent finance charge applies to acconnts %% 99
over 135 duys. Total $9.375.22

Page 5
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Renn, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

vwww.markwraylaw.com

Sumong Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE. #

52612013 12473

Date

Deseription

Hours

Rate

Attorncy/Paralegal [ Amount

4:2972013

4292013

430:2013

43072013

4:30:2013

4730/2013

Emails with opposing counsel zbaut discovery, participate in
couference vall with Judge Flanagan about the motion to dissolve
preliminary injunction, disect preparation of arder for same,
phaue call with Ms, Islate about hearing and about case matters
Review email communication between attorneys for afl sides re:
depositions of Pearson and McNeely; receive und review Qrder
disselving preliminary injunction, Motion to Cowpel, Affidavir of]
Anyela Bader in Suppott of Motion to Compel, Motion for Order
Shortening Titne, and A lfidavit in Suppart of Motion for Order
Shortening Time; cmail communication with Swmona Islam re:
Motions aud lelephonic hearing on Order disyolving preliminary
imjunction; prepare Notice of Eniry of Order; elecuonically file
same: receive and review GSR’s supplemental responses to
Atlantis’ discovery requests

Ddit order from yesterday's Tiearing on motion to dissolve
preliminary injunction, send to other counsel

Phone call with Terry Kinally about Ms. Islam being allowed to
wark, discuss the impact of the Stawe v. Islam case and other
maters

Office meeting wilh Ms. Islam about supplemental discovery
responsces aud case matters

Finish preparing Order; email communicarion with Partner re:
samg: rettieve and review Order Vacating Order Granting Motion
1o Dissolve; email communication with Sumnona Tslawa re: same;
prepare caplion lor supplemental responses to Requests for
Production and Interragatories

Emails with other counsel about senlement ¢onierence, work ou
supplemental discovery responses 10 Ailanlis bascd on meet and
confer with Angie Bader

L1

t.2

04

0.2

0.7

04

250.00

75.00

250.00

Mark Wray 275.00

Angeline M. Petersan 90.00

Mark Wray 100.0¢

Mark Wray 200.00

Mark Wray 50.00

Angeline M. Peterson 5250

Mark Wray 100.00

‘Thank you for your business. Annual ven perceat finance charge applics to accounts

over 15 days.

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strect
Reno, NV 833509

775 348-8877 Tclephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray({@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam
1850 Sietson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Arlantis Casino

TERMS - Dne on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE #

5/26:2013

12472

Date

Description

Hours | Rate

Atlorney/Paraleral

Amount

512013

3732012

La La o e
&R QLA
[ )

[=3

—

[

in

en
o
NN
=
—_
[

2013

Limail commupication with Morgan Bogumil re: Mark Wray's
signature on Stipulation to Continue Trial Reluted Discovery; edit
supplementyl responses to interrugatorics and second set of
reguests for admission; emadl commurication with Mark Wray re:
samce

Receive and download Notice of Entry of Qrder; review email
conynunication from Angic Bader ce: supplemental discovery
responses; receive and review Motion 10 Compe! and Ex Parte
Application to kave exhibits fled under scal

Waork on seulement stalement for Jadge Adams

Limails with vther counsel about case matiers

Further draftiug of settlemem confercnee brict

- | Recejve and review PlaindT's Partial Joinder to Fx Parte Motion

to place exhibils under scal

Tinish drafiing settlement conference brief

Lrmails with Ms. Kinally about depositions and discovery,
mecting with Ms. Bader at Laxalt and Nemara about serving
supplemental discovery responses, office meeting with client, edit
discovery responses, direct service and filing of same

Review Scitlement Conference Brief: telephone conversatiou with|
Sumona Islam re: same: cmail communication with Sumona Isla
e same, retrieve and review Order denying Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment; prepare Notice of Latey of Order,
clectronically file same; email commumicaion with all counsel ve:
sawee; hand deliver Confidential Settbernent Bricf to Departrcnt
6; email communycation with all counsel ro: Islant's Supplemental
Responsus to Plaintift's First Set of Intervogatories and Second
Regquest for Admissions; review email cosimunicaion betwest
Mark Wray and Terry Kinnally re: upcoming deposition schedule

0.6 75.00

05| 75.00

1| 250.00
0.2| 250.00
1.5} 250.00
62| 7500

1.8| 250.00
08| 250.00

Angeline M. Pelerson

Angelioe M. Peterson

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Mark Wray
Aggeline M. Peterson

Mark Wray
Mark Wray

Angeline M. Peterson

43.00

23000
50.00
275.00
13.00

420.00
2060.00

135.00

Thank you for ynur business. Annual ten percent finance charge applies to accouuts

over |5 days.

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strect
Reno, NV 86509
773 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

wwiw markwrayvlaw.com

Sumona Islam

INVOICE

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 512672013 12471
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Description Hoors | Rate | Atforney/Paralegal | Amount
582013 | Telephone conversation with Molezzo Reportors to schedule a 03] 73.00) Angeline M. Pererson | 22.50
court reporter for the depasitions of Abraham and Pearson oa
May [4th; email commmmication with Teary Kinnally re: same
592013 Trip 1o court for settlerent conference with other parties and 7| 250.00 Mark Wray 1.350.00
Judge Adams, attend sendement conference, discuss with client
afterwards
3923 {Preparc e for Sendement Confercnee: discuss outoome of 04| 75.00[ Angeline M. Pcrerson 30.00
settlement conference with Partner
51022013 | Enxil from client shout leaving town for S years, phone call with 14 220.00 Mark Wray 250.00
Stan Johnson abour setjement confercnce cvents from yesterday
3102013 § Hrwil communication with Morgan Bogumil and Jennifer Russcl] 02§ 73.00{ Angeline M. Peterson 15.00
e resetting Pretrial Conferomee
F132012 | Phone calls and emails with Rob Datson and client aboul 0.71 250.00 Mark Wray 175.00
settlernent, email with Mr. Johnson about depositions
371372013 }Enail communication with Molezzo Reporiers re: notices of 0.31 75.00] Angeline M. Pclcrson 22.50
depositions for Pearson and MeNetly; review cmatl :
comuumication between Mark Wray and Angie Bader re:
discovery responses; review email communication from Sumons
Islam 1e: accepting offor for settlement from Atlantis; discuss
sate with Partney
$14{2013 | Attend depositons of Mr. Pearson and Mr. McNeely at office with 7.5] 250.00 Mark Wray 1,875.00
ather counsel, discuss case matters with Mr, Johnson, phone call
from sewlemen judge, review and approve stipulaton to extend
discovery, phone conference with Ms, Istam about all current
maters aml the depositions
515/013 | Phone cull with Ms. Tslam about settlement 0.2} 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
¥152013 | Email communication with Morgun Bogumil re: obtaining Mark 02| 75.00{ Angcline M. Petersan 15.00
Wiray's signature for Stipulation to Contivue Discovery
5/16:2013 | Phone call from Rob Dolson about seitlemant 0.2| 250.00 Mark Wray 3000
Thanle ¥ou for your business. Ammal ten percent finaace charge applies 1o acvounts
over 13 days. Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax

‘mwray@markwraylaw.com

‘www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam. INVOICE
'18513 Stersan Dr
Reno > Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlanﬁs~.: ~~f,asm0 5/26:2013 12473
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Description. Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
i,ﬁ“’“’?} dawn’!uad ‘and reviewe deposition transeript of Brandon 0.6] 75,00 Angeline M. Peterson 45.00
oNeely; review Settlement Agreement prepared by Rob Dotson:
semtlement agresment with Partner
feet wi&atzilmt«mpm sourttomeetwith Cheryl Wilsan and 0.9 256.00 Mark Wray 23300
msm and-cortinuing yrewial
Phone-call with Rob Dotson and with Stan Johnson about 0.5} 250.00 Mark Wray 125.00
settlement-
3 Bma#smﬂz othercounsel and court reporter about depositions 0.2 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
: Sm&’ r.lraftof setﬂemmt agrcementﬁ'omm Dotson 0.2{ 250.00 Mark Wray 30.00
: it ¥ TESEL 1 0.5| 75.00] Angeline M. Petérson }(0/
L
5:2252613 3.5(250.00|  Mark Wray 875.00
512232013 | 0.2 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson | 15.00
0.2| 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
03] 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
02 7500 Angeline M. Peterson | 15.00
03| 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson| 2250
0.7 250.00 Mark Wray 175.00
468.75 468.75
| 57420 574,20
84 020 16.230
9.92 9.92
8| 025 200
Of Your business. Amual ten'percent finance charge applics 1o accounts Total $0.511.67
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Sireet
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax
mwray@markwraylaw.com
www.niarieraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Rcno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INYOICE #

69/2013

12504

Pate

Description Hours | Rate

Attorney/Pacalegal

Amount

2872013

31282013
582920

Led

5302013

543072013

5:31:2013

5312013

6:372013

Continue researching and drafting motion in mine, edit, file and 3.9} 250.00
SeTVe sadme, revicw mation in limine fled by Atlantis
Prepare part of Mation in Limine 03| 75.00

[ Revicw Motions in Limine from all parties; telephone 07| 7500

conversation with Sumnona [slam re; GSR lctting her go back 10
work and motions in limine; email cormmunication with Surnona
Iskam re: motions in lintine and subpoena of Terry Vavra to
appear at trial

Work on 16.1(a)(2) and emails with Mr. Johnson, phone call with 08| 25000
clienl, phonc call with Ms, Kinally, trip to court for pretial
cunicrence scheduled i Dept. 7

Begin preparing 16.1(a)(3); print out emails frotm Allantis (ATL 2
0639- 0972} and add 10 index of other emails for 16.1(a)(2)
disclosures; telephone conversation with Sumona lslam te:
meeting with GSR

Phome ealls and emails with client und opposing counsel about 2| 25000
sumnary judgment, prerial disclasnres, settlenaent and meeting
with management at Grand Sierra, phone call with cliont and
Grand Sierra ahout case, office meeling with Ms. Tslam

Prepare judex of Depositivn Exhibits: discuss 16.1(a)(3); finish 2.4 75.00
printing emails [rom Attantis and put in chronological order;
discuss 16.1(u}(3) with Parmer; telephone conversation with
CoheniJohnson re: clectronically filing their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, cmail commuaication re: stume;
electronically file Motion for Pattial Summary Judgment
Phone calls with other counsel abont motion for stvmmary 2.1 250.00
judgment, pretrial disclosures, seitloment, Ms. Tslam's ability to
work it Reno, and rslated wpics, wark on prefrial disclosures,
complete same, follow up emails with other counsel, phone call
with client about working at Grand Sierra

-}
i
g

park Wray

Angcline M. Peterson
Angeline M. Peterson

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Peterson

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Peterson

Mark Wray

973.00

W

AN
Ly in
o0

18000

52500

Thunk vou for your business. Annual ben percent finance charge applies to accowmts

over 15 days. Total

Page 1
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@ioarkwraylaw com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 6:9/2013 12504
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Duate Description Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralezal | Amount
632013 | Email communication with Cohen/Tolnson re: rejucted clectronic 1] 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  75.00
filing of Motion for Partial Summary Judgment; telephone
conversation with Coben;Jobason re: same; cmail comnmnication
with all counsel re: same; participate in telephone conversations
between Partner and Terty Kinnally and Rob Dotson re:
sottlement
6:4:2013 | Review 16.1{a}{3) of Atlantis and work on trial preparation with 0.7| 250.00 Mark Wray 175.00
legal assistant, review motion and reply filed by other counscl on
discovery issues
G47201Y | Begin arganizing file for trial preparation , 1| 73.00| Angcline M. Pcterson 5,00
6/6/2013 | Phane calls with sttorney Cohen and also with client about Grand 0.3] 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
Sierta matlers
672013 {Drall und cdit opposition to Atlantis motion in limine, emails with| 1} 250.00 Vark Wray 250.00
ather counsel, and email to client about same
6:72M3  {Review Opposition io Afantis' Motion in Linrine; clectronically 0.7 75.00| Angeline M. Pcicrson] 52,30
file same; umail commumication wirth Sumona Islam re: same;
telephonc conversation with Surmona [slam re: anger management
class; email communication with Terry Kinnally re: exhibits to
Christian Ambrose’s deposition
6:82013 | Read and analyzc Atlantis opposition w0 motions in limine, 0.4{ 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
forward o clicnt with analysis, direct legal assistant on heginming
preparation of reply
6:22013 | Read portions of deposition of Robinsan, wark on Robinsen 1{ 250.00 Mark Wray 250.00
Cross-exam (questions lor trial
for your businzss. 1 rent finanee charge applies 1o accounts o g
E‘ff:ﬂ;sy:zy&r YO Annual ten percen c e appli Total $3.657.50
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strect
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Tclephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona [slam
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE #

6/23/2013

12506

Date

Diescription

Hours | Rate

Attorney/Paralcegal

6 142013

6:10:2013

i LULD
6/12:2013
6:12/2013
67132013

6:13:2013

6142013

Emaits with Mr. Johnson sbout pretrial conference, attond pretrial
conference with Mr. Jolmson and opposing counsel, discuss
judge's rulings on mwtions with Mr. Folnson afterwards

Work on witness exam guestions for Debra Robinson

Trirzct legal assistant on witnesses nseded for trial and contacting
Atlanris about whether subpoenas are required for DaCarlo,
Farahi, Robinson, Woods and Santos

Osganize pleadings, deposition exhibits, disclosures, and clisat
documents far upcoming 1rial; crnail comrummication with Morgan|
Bogumil to determine whether we nead 1o send subpoenas 10
witnesses or if the Atlantis is planning on usiny them

Emailg with Terry Kinally in Las Vegas and phone call with
opposing counse] Laxalr & Nomura shaut findings and
conclusions and tral statcments

Telephone conversation with Morgan Bogumil re: subpoenas to
witnesses; telephone conversation with Maura Navarro apd Maria
Maldanado re: sexving as wilnesses at trial; email compunication
with Mark Wray re: subpoenas 2nd conversations with Manra and
Maria; begin prepuring Subpacenas

Emnils with Grand Sicrra counsel and client about
communications batween Grand Sierra and Gaming Cantrol
Bourd, vead email conununications, send email to Atlantis
counsel about trial subpoenay, follow up teleconference with
Terry Kinally about trial matters, receive and revies Grand
Sierra's objections 1o the prefrial disclosures of the Atlantis, diteet
legal assistant on preparing Joinder, numerous loflow up cmails
wilk counsel on various trial matters

1.5] 250.00

0.5] 250.00
2} 250.00

21| 75.00

0.3} 25009

0.8| 75.00

250.00

Mark Wray

Mark Wray
Mark Wray

Angeline M. Peterson

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Pelerson

Mark Wray

250.00

Thank you for your business, Armual ten percent finance charge applies to accounts

over 15 days,

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray
608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax
mwray@markwraylaw.com
www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE ¥

6:23:2013

12506

Date

Description Hours | Rate

Attorney/Parafegal

Amount

6/14:2013

6:2172012

62172013

62152013

67222012

o
[E%]
124
InF
Fon ]

2

Receive and review GSR's Objectivn to Plaintiff's Pre-Trial 0.7 7500
Disclosure of Witnesses and Bxhibits; prepare Joinder in Grand
Sierru's Objections to Atlantis’ Pre-Trial Disclosures:
clectranically file same: emai} communication with Sumona Islam
T SAME; review cummunications between GSR and Gaming
Corttrol Board re: eriminal complaint against Sumona 1stam
Phone call and emails with Mr. Dotsan abont exhibily, witness 0.6 250.00
urder and other wial mattors, receive and review supplemental
preteial disclosurcs from Atdantis, dircet legal assistant on
contacting defenss witnesses

Read amended pretrial disclosures fiom the other partics, phone 0.5 250.00
call with Maria Maldanado about meeting lo interview her before
mial

Draft portivns of proposed findings of fuct and conclusions of law 2] 250.00
Telephone conversation with Sumona Islam to set up meeting 03[ 75.00
with Mark Wray to prepare [or trial; lcave messages for Masia
Maldonado and Maura 1o st up meetings with Mark Wray for
trial

Work on triaf siacment and findings and conclusions, additional 6.1| 250.00
damages research, emails and phone call with client about rial
proparation matters, office meeting with client to discuss topica
for testimony

Meeting with cliemt 10 go over wial mattess 0.51 250.00

Angcline M, Peterson

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Martk Wray
Angeline M, Peterson

Murk Wray

Mark Wray

52.5G

130.00

125.00

Thank yau for your business. Annuel ten percent finance charge applies to uccounts

over 1[5 davs. : Total

$3.592.50
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
77% 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Recno NV §9521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERNMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE #
7182013 12360

Date Drescription Hours | Rate | Attorneg/Paralegal | Amount

662013 | Telephone convessatiom with Terry Kinually re; exhibils to 0.2| 75.00( Angeline M. Pererson 1500
Christian Ambrose's deposition

6/24:20t3 | Finish drulting proposed findings and conclusions, serve and file 2.5| 250.00 Mark Wray 625,00
sarme, phone call {o court, emailg (v other counsel about wial
maliers

672472013 | Ematls and phone calls with other counsel about trial exhibits and 0.7] 250.00 Mark Wray 17500
trial moaters

6:2472013 | Continue studying Robinson and DeCarle depuosition transcripts, 1.8] 250.00 Mark Wray 450,00
conlinue outlinjag vopics for examination

6/2572013 | Email with Ms. Islam sboul wimess order, ead plaintiff's 1] 256.00 Mark Wray 250,00
proposed findings und comclusions, analyze same, phonc call with
Ms. Islam about players Hsts, handwritien fists and Atlantis vs.
GSR lists, cmail to Morpan Bogumil about trial exhibits

6252012 | Work on exhibit list with legal assistant 0.51 250.00 Mark Wray 125.00

6:25:2013 | Work on Jegal arguments lor frial statement including public - 1.21 250.00 Mark Weay 300.00
policy. estoppel and deceptive trade practice, phone calls Terry
Kinally aboul triul exhibits

6:25/2013 | Inlerview Maria Maldonado for rial 1) 250.00 Mark Wray 250.00

6:25/2013 | Attend exhibit warking at Dept. 7 with Kiale, phone call 6.7} 250.00 Mark Wray 173.00
afterwards with Mr. Johoson and Ms. Kinally

6i25:2013 | Conrinue studying DeCarlo deposition transcripr, resesrching and 2.5 250.00 Mark Wiay 625.00
drafting and editing trial statemenr, and making nots for trial

6:25:2013 | Telephone conversation with Maria Maldonado ta set up mesting 04| 75.00) Angeline M. Peterson 30.00
with her and Mark Wray to discuss trial matters; telephone
conversation with Maura Navurro re: her schedule and scheduling
a weeting for her und Mark Wray: search files for disclosures to
be included as trial exhibits and prepare copies of exhibits for
exhibil marking

626213 | Bmails wilk Ms. Kinally about Maria Makdonado, phone calls 2.5 250.00 Mark Wray 625,00
with attorneys Dotson and Kinally abont settlement, office
nwreeting with Ms. Tslam to work on wial preparation

Thank you for your busincss. Annual ten percent finance charge applics o accounts

over 13 duys.

Total

Page 1

App. 1348



Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax
mwray@markwraylaw.com
wWivw.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89321 Date INVOICE &
Re: Atlantis Casino 71812013 12560
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Description Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amownt
6262013 | Finish rescarching and drafling trial statement 2§ 250.00 Mark Wray 500.00
6/26/2013 | Iinish stadying deposition of Frank DeCatlo, begin cxamining 2.1} 250.00 Mark Wray 32500
Islam deposition
6262013 | Email communication with Nelson Achaval to provide him 0.6 75.00| Angeline M. Petérson|  45.00
depasition franscripts of Singh, DeCarlo, Aguero, Flsherty, and
Woods; email communication with Sumona fstam to provide her
an eleciromic eopy of her deposition; prepare Trial Subpoenas lor
Marsia Maldonado and Maura Navaito
&272013 | Begin reviewing plaintiff's trial statements of 117 pages, phone 1.2] 250.00 Mark Wray 300.00
cnnference with (irand Sietra lawyers about the trial statement
and exhibits books
62772013 | Interview Maura Navarro at Peppermiil 1.1 250.00 Mark Wray 275.00
‘272013 | Finish review of Islam deposition, study cxhibits 65-81 34| 250.00 Mark Wray §50.00
62872013 [ 'Ixial preparation with Ms, slam, emails to otber counsel about 6.5| 250.00 Mack Wray 1,625.00
Maura Navarro, study deposilion of Ambrose
6282013 | Finish indexing remuining pleadings folder for rial 1.5] 75.00| Theresa A. Moore 11230
6/29/2013 | Finish reading and analyzing deposition of Christian Ambrose 5.5] 230,00 Mark Wray L375.00
and accompanying spreadsheet exhibits, nuttine exam questions
for DeCarlo, Santos, Ringkob, Robinsam, Tslam and Ambrose
6292012 | Regin reviewing depusition of Bob Woods, examine Atlantiy 33 25000 Mark Wray 825.00
documems in chronological sequence and identily crails for usc
15 Cross-examination, visit desk, VIP and concierge arcas of the
Allantis
63072013 | Phone cull with client about trial matters, finish anglyzing 21 280.00 Mark Wray 500.00
depusition of Bob Woods, review exhibits For cross-exarn of
DcCarlo, examine ottline access exhibits and gther documents
concerning user avcess
6:30:2013  |Read and snalyze deposition of Abrabam Pearson 1.4 250.00 Mark Wray 350.00

Thank you for your business. Annusl ten percent finance charge applics lo accounts
over 15 days.

Total

Page 2
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino S 12560
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Description Hours§ Rate | Atorney/Paralcgal [ Amount
6302013 | Follow up phone call with Ms, Islam, follow up research on 3.8] 250.00 Mark Wray 930.00
interference claims, finish outlining questions for Ringkob,
review aud select emails from Atantis production pertaining to
Ms, Islamn that were not produced by DeCarlo
6:30:2013 [ Discuss trial matters with Mr. Johnsan, orpanize files for start of 1.2 250.00 Murk Wray 300.00
trig] tomomow ' :
Participate in firs1 day of #jal, prepare for second day 9| 250.00 Mark Wray 2,250.00
Prepate cupios of exhibits for use at triat 0.4{ 7500} Aungeline M. Peterson|  20.00
Participate in secand day of irial befurc Fudpe Flanagan 8| 250.00 Mask Wray 2.600.00
Prepure for and attend third day of trial, discuss with Ms. Islam 4.5] 250.00 Maxk Wray L125.00)
afterwards
Enails with Mr. Dotson and client about Exhibit 19 and 0.2| 250.00 Mark Wray S0.00
handwritten list
Emails with ¢lient abont exaining Exhibit 19 and spiral notes, 03| 250.00 Marck Wray 75.00
emai to Mr. Dotson ubout same
7642012 | Organize folders for noxt week's resumption of trial, read 34| 250.00 Mark Wnuiy 550.00
deposition of McNeely, review notes B
#2013 | Bmails with Mz, Jolnson about trisl Exhibit 19 and the spiral 0.2| 250.00 Mark Wray 3000
| notes question e as
57292013 | Depasition of feremy Agucro 34125 34123
626:2013 | Witness bee - Maldonado, Marja 40.00 40.00
6262013 |'Witness Hee - Navaro, Maura 40,00 0.0
6:2772013 | Trial natebook for Islam 151.00 151.00
62772013 | Trial notebook for GSR 151.00 lﬁ_im
782013 | Trial wranscips 71 & 7/2/2013 257.40 25740
Thank you for your business. Annual ten parcent finance charge upplies to accounts Total $10.588 15
ovar 15 days.

Page 3
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:Sumgna IsEam_

Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strect
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Teléphone

775 348-8351 Fax

‘mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

INVOICE
Date INVOICE #
7/2272013 12561
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Deseripiion Hours | Rate | Atorney/Paralegal | Amount
Prepate fot today's trial 0.5 250.00 Mark Wray 125.00
; Qﬁeﬁfl fourth day of wial with client, discuss afterwards with 2| 250.00 Mark Wray 2,000.00
G’rganize files: and notes for: ﬁﬁh day ot tnal meet with client, 9.5] 250.00 Mark Wray 2,375.00
; fifth ﬂay of trial, prepare for sixth day of wial
_ Enﬂme topits for cross exam of Lilia Santos tomorrow 1| 250.00 Mark Wray 250.00
| Attend:sixth day-of trial and meeting at office alicrwards with 6.7] 250.00 Mark Wray 1.675.00
chient 1o disouss witness testimotty today and witnesses dus to
o |testifytomonow
71012013 |Review trial transcript from. day 2 fur discussions on proprietary 1.5] 73.00| Theresa A. Moore' 11250
. |informationand plager lists.
102013 | Reviewtrials franseripts from July 1stand 20d 10 find references. 3| “73.00| Angeline M. Peterson| 225.00
‘ by Steve E.ingkob and Frank DeCatlo that biook of trade is not
74 1201* for Grand Sierra about trial testimony issues, 6.5] 250.00 Mark Wray 1,625.00
’ ' of trial and eross-exaitiine Brandon McNeely, i
2013 0.3] 75.00| Angcline M, Peterson /zzé(
‘ ,' with Reno. Justice 0
; g:r_sano' ith- |
F122m3 72125000  Mark Wray 1,800.00
74122013 0.2| 75.00{ Angelinc M. Peterson|  15.00
Ti5201% : 1.3| 250.00 Mark Wray 325.00
S . ation. athh 5 before airiving at tho.
é.t{;mm work on gutling bf questions f6r Robinson and
summation
Total

Page 1
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Law Offices of Mark Wray
008 Lander Streel 4
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Tclephone
775 348-8351 Fax
mwray@markwraylaw.com
‘www.markwraylaw.com

Swmna Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

INVOICE

Date INVOICE ¥

742272013 12561
TERMS - Due on Receipt
L— Deseription Hours | Rate | Attorpey/Paralegal | Amount
Phone calls. with client abou! postponing fight to testify at trial 02[250.00]  Mark Wray 50.00
Today regarding Santos ‘ ‘
Attend ninth day of trial 3| 25000]  Mark Wray 750.00
Prepare outline of closing using transeripts of trial testimony; 2.2{ 250.00 Mark Wray 5$56.00
notes, and exhibits review case law
.Fihish;pmpa;ingpapprs and notes for closing argument, trip fo 6.5| 250.00 Mark Wray 1,625.00
court for tenth day of trial, present closing, discuss with Grand
... |Sierta counselafterward
7182013 | Attend Tast day of trial, for ural argument and ruling by court 4.8 250.00 Mark Wray 1,200.00
discuss with client afterward, phone'call 1o Chery] Wilson
Total $14,725.00

Page 2
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Law Offices of Mark Wray
608 Lander Street
‘Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax
mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com
;850 Stetson Dr 4
L Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 8/1/2013 12615
TERMS - Duc on Receipt
Date Description Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
T82012 ‘Recewe and review transcripts for the firer 2. days of trial and 03| 75.00]Angcline M. Peterson|  22.50
... |ssvetofile
7{22/2013 |Phonesall from Sumana aboutjob matters afler tmal, follow up 0.3] 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
. |emails with Ms. Islam about same _. :
772312013 | Phone conference with Mr: Cohen about trial and post-irial 0.4] 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
e matters: A )
7232013 | Telephone cativersation mlh Nelzon Achaval re: listof 0.6 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  45.00
depositions for: emg of Costs; dlscuss same wilh Lor Wray~
emil unmzmnm 'nvmh Nelson Achaval re: ‘saimie; review -
7342013 | 15/25000]  Mark Wray 375,00
Fi24i2013 1| 250.00 Mark Wray 250.00
7512013 |1 0.6]250.00]  Mark Wray 150.00
13.75 13.75
~ 271 025 6.75
8172013 30| 050 15.00
szx:zm:; 107| .20 21.40
'Ehmk\*mz faxymﬁusmess}kmual e percent finance chitge applics to accounts Total 7 $1.074.40
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Law Offices of Mark ‘Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

‘www.markwraylaw.com

Sumionia Islani
18:3{} Szxatson Dr

Re* Aﬂéllﬁ 3 Casmo

INVOICE

Date INVOICE #

‘2/26:2013 12269
TERMS - Due on Receipt

- Pate Descripiion Hours | Rate | Attoruey/Paralegal | Amount

2712013 |Final editsito motion o dissolve prelitiniary injuriction, direct 0.2| 250.00 Mark Wray 30.00

mmmafﬂmg of same

3542013 | Prepars lefter t Rob Dotsor ré: filing Supplexiental Opposition 1} 75.00) Angeline M. Peterson|  75.00

'to Mod Tudpient; discuss same with
% 1o Dissolve Prelimisary Injunction;
2gabiy  with Rikki Pell 7e: Résponse filed on- 04| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  20.00
11 cpmmun{cauon with Surdona Islam re:

P son and her thouights on sams

iﬁl»&fﬁﬂlﬁ‘z’i ¥ nth. Kinally about discovery 0.2{ 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
' o Awm:s
(#0203 | 0.2 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
|202013 | 03]250.00|  Mark Wray 75.00

2112013 : , 1] 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson| = 7540

1 ation aboit m’l esnate hcensmg, emm.l
. Sumnna Islsm rer same, ssamh Nev ada b’ O
2112{2013 | Re 02| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  15.00
; cmz smail commmcatmu mth Surnonz Islam
211372013 ' |Res tipulation to reset pren'lal ‘approve and sign same, 0.1] 250.00 Mark Wray 25,00
: fmard‘mzmppasmg tounsel-
*I}mnk}a 1 for your businiess, Atuinal ten peréent finarice charge applies to accounts otal
over 15 days. Total
Page 3
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reng, NV 893509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam
1850 Stetson Dr
Recno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Dace INVOICE #

57262012

1156}

Date

Description

Hours | Rate

Attorney/Faralegal

Amoont

N&2002

3112012

5/14:2012

§11542012

5:16/2072

Office meeting with Ms. Islam about suit filed by Atlantis against
GSR and M. Islam, discuss status of same, phone call 10 Rob
Darson, discuss application for Tstraining order, phonc calls to
atorneys Tohmson and Cohien 1 leave mesgauc about
representation

Phone call with attomeys Johngon and Caben abont procesdings
against Islam, abour natare of the restraiuing order, and defending
the action, phone call with Ms. Tstam about same, follow up call
and ewail with Mr. Johnson, phone ¢all with Ms. Tslam about
€aSe marlers

Office meeting with Ms, Islam about service of temporary
restraming order and subpuena for May 29 hearing, phone call w
Dept. & and to Melissa Purdy at court abont Yuestion concoming
reassigninent, discuss more background facts with Ms. Istam,
direct her to prepare chronology and provide copics of vecords
relating to Atlantis, email with Stan Johnson about proposed
pesemprory challenge, research Supreme Conrt Rule 48.1 on
peremptory challenges and casc law interpreting it

Review Turhipseed und Moore cases from Nevada Suprewe
Court on effect of Tudge Adams issuing restrainiug order as
affecting cxcreise of peremplory challenge, draft peremptory
challenge and notice ol same

Read Ms. Islam's chronology of events, email to Ms. Islam 2bout
adding additional subjects to the chronology

Review Notice ol Appearance and Perempiory Chalicnge; Trip to
Second Judicial to file same and pay filing fees

Finish readiny all exhibits to Arlantis plcadings, including all
agrecrnents sipned by Ms. Islam with the Adantis, read Mz,
Islam's updated chronology of events, email to Ms, Islam with
stalus report, email to Stan Johnson abnut case stms

151 250.00

0.7| 230.00

1.4 250.00

0.41 250.00

0.3} 250.00
0.5 0600

8| 250.00

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Mark Wray
‘Thercsa A. hMoore

Mark Wray

37500

173.00

330.00

73.0¢
0.00

200.00

| No paymenr due, For vour inlormation only.

|

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Sireet
Reno, NV 89509

7735 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw com

wwww.narkwraylaw com

Sumona Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE
Date INVOICE #
5/26/2012 11561

Date

Description

Hours | Rate

Attorney/Panslegal | Amount

31672012

372012

5/17:2012
571872012

5:18/2012

212012

3222012

37232012

Orpanize and crealc paper file; review emails befween Sumona
Islam and Parincr

Tollow up erails with client about chronology that client ix
proparing and follow-up emait ta attomey Johnson's office, phane
call with Mr. Johnson sbout proposal to modify the rostraining
order to allow Ms. Tslam to work, diseuss gaining license issue
and fudye Berry, office meeting with client, emails with counsel
{or Aflantis and review legal brict of supplemental amborities of
counsel] for Atlanlix

Review Amended Complaint 1o begin preparing Answer; review
Mouon lor Temporary Protective Order; begin preparing Answer
Lmails with ather connsel abour restraining order and scheduling
with Judge Berry

Download and review Plaintiff's Hearing Exhibits from Court
website; compare exhibits with previously received cxhibits to se
if they are the same; check Osder for hearing time and date;
download and review Hearing Bricf: revicw email commnication
between Partner and opposing counse] ve; hearing brief; forward
emails to Sumona lskan

Prepare letter 1o Judge Berry re: telephonic somlerence on
preliminary injunction: email same 10 all counscl; email same fo
client

Phaue call with Stan Johnson about gaming comunission
investigation, sbout (3SR not able to employ clent at this time,
and about claims made by Atlantis, email wilh Dept. | about
hearing date, emait with client about discussions with Johoson
and hearing date, follow up phone conference with client about
status and moving to dissolve restraining erder to allow her 10
work

Limails with counsel for Atlantis and court abour setting hearing

before dge Berry

I 0.00

0.8} 250,66

2| 75.00
0.1} 250,00

08 75.00

04| 7500

0.5} 230.00

0.1] 250,00

Angeline M. Peterson 0.00

Mark Wray

20000

Angeline M. Peterson| 150.00

Mark Wray

23.00

Angeline M. Pelerson 60.00

Angeline M. Petcrson 30.00

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

125.00

2500

Wo payment due. For your information only.

Total

Page 2
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Law Offices of Mark Wray
608 Lander Siveet
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com
www. narkwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 2672012 L1561
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Description Hours | Rate | Atforney/Paralepal | Amount
S23/2012 | Review email communication between Partner, opprosing counssl 02 0.00| Angeline M. Peterson 0.00
and Court
3/25/2012 }Bdit Answer 08| 75.00| Angelinc M. Peterson 60.00
No payment due. For your inforznution only. Total $1,950.00
Page 3
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Tclephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwriy@markwraylaw.com

‘www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Tslam. INVOICE
850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re:
Atlantis Casino 62672012 11651
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date 1 Descr’iption Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
5i292012 i about statid of Gaming Cormmissioh 03] 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
‘ ' Cify and Rzno oﬂ'lces of
52912012 03| 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson| 22.50
53012012 - 16| 250.00]  Mark Wray 40660
2?°
ol ing tg same mclude ANSWEr 10 complamt,
Iv RO *cirammg wnrk status, and dJScovcry , :
3512012 { 0.9] 250.00 Mark Wray 225.00
fenses l‘or answer the complaml, work
on denduls; emails with opposing counsel aboul
. : fo complaint, emails with client .
3312012 w, and download GSR's Answer to Amended 0.5| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  37.50
omplaint and grganize all files-on lash drive to computer
§mi3h editing ‘Answer to Alantis complaint, direct filing and 0.3] 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
&'l?:ﬁ{iliz" ' ) 0.5] 250.00 Mark Wray 125.00
» status I@Oﬂ@ feﬂow up emaﬂs with chent on same
Prepare-Answer for electronic filing; clcetronically file same 0.3] 75.00] Angclinc M. Peterson 22.50
Receive and andlyze order and random reaseighment of case from 0.21 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
!}cpt.. Lo Dept . directlegal-assistant.on follow-up matters
s A.mmal tett percent finance charge appliés to. accounts
PP Total

Page 1
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Landcr Street
Reno, KV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

‘www.markwraylaw.com

Suhona Islam. INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlanns Casino 6726:2012 11651
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date 4 Description Hours | Rate | Aftorney/Paralegal | Amonnt
&52012 :ﬁecemc anid review Ordet Directing Randony Assignment and 0.7] 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson|  52.50
Cuse Assignment Notifs ication; discuss same with Partier; email
sommunication vith Sumona Islam re: same; telephone
|conversation with Rob Doison's office 1o set 16.1 Conférence;,
N M*samumthl’amar _
662012 | Phone'tall with Angle Bader abcnxt case matters fncluding 1.5} 250.00 ‘Mark Wray 373.00
complidnce *mth, 0, order from Iudge Flanagan rejecting case
4 : ions call with investigétor Karl Bennison 7 _ ‘
6/612012 ‘ ami save Order Denying Presimptory Challenge; 02| 0.00 Angeline M. Peterson 0.00
672012 estigator Bennison 0.4| 250.00 Mark Wray 1/004{
ristin Erickson'at D.A.'s- 4 0
Jepr ’x‘ and opposing counsel about seiting
i order denyitig penempton' challenge . _
6:8/2012 it and file objection to order reassigning casc to 0.7 230.00 Mark Wray 175.00
6:8:2012 a‘ﬂ}*f;fﬂt;,rﬂhjéﬁﬁbﬁ’wﬁider Deiying Preemptory 0.2| 0.00| Angeline M. Pererson 0.00
611172012 0.1[25000]  Mark Wray 25.00
6:1122012 Handdehsetr ijnchon to Order Denying Preemptory Challenge 02| 0.00] Angeiine M. Peterson 0.00
to Départent 7
oy for your business. Annusl ten percent finance charge applies o accounts &
ays. Yo seer Total

Page 2

App. 1359




Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lanider Street
Reno, N 89509
775 348:8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax
mwray@markwraylaw.com
‘www.markwraylaw.com
To— , INVOICE
‘30 Stefson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 62672012 L1651
‘TERMS - Due on Receipt
e Description Hours | Rate | Attornev/Paralegal | Amount
671212012 | Phone conference with Mg, Istam about which department case 1.4| 250.00 Mark Wray 350407 |
be. mxrrendy mxed %0, terminations at GSR,
3 TS Wit gaming vontrol isard investigators, and 7 2 ©
[other case matters, email 1o anorney Jokinson in Las Vegas and 3

ep \ ’Knsmj_n ki

- phone.
ent, pl ‘call, fo Stan John,son,
: a;ld Teview respome to.ubjection to order striking
1) cha]lenge, phone call and Tetter to Bader abiont

61212012 0.6] 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson| ~ 45.00

yrder for Ram&om Reasngnment' d:scuss

§1302012

¢ Badei abaurherrespme tothe 1.1] 250.00 Mark Wray 275.00

sde from Iudga Piauagau agxeemg
nm;:ly, v:ew "errata" documnnt ﬁlcd

0:1| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  7.50

14012 0.7] 250,00 Mark Wray 175.00
6182013 | Phone call with Ms, Tslam about GSR's posiﬁon onker 01| 25000 Mark Wray 2500
smplnyment
for your bushress, Azl ten percent financs charge applics o accounts
i gur business. A enlyp hacge app Total

‘Page &
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 86500

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray{gmarkwraylaw_.com

www.unarkwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

INVOICE

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 612672012 L1631
TERMS - Dne on Receipt
Duie Dexcription Hours | Rate | Aitorney/Paralegal | Amoaunt
6/18:2012 | Phone conference with Ms. Istam about various casc matiers, 0.4] 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
including status check on Wednesday with Judge Flanagan,
coutacting criminal iuvestigators, und response w June 13 letter
frotn attorney Bader concerning customer information records
6:192012 | Atend 16.1 conference at offices of Laxalt & Nomura with 1.1| 25000 Mark Wray 27500
counsct for Atdants and Grand Siewa
6/19/2012 | Office meeting with Ms. Tslam about status check tomogrow with 0.6 250.00 Mark Wray £50.00
Tudge Flanagan, tumaover of tecords per temporary restraining
order, and hearing on injunctiun
6192012 | Prepare letter wo Coben & Johnsow te: follow up on replenishing 0.4] 0.00] Angciline M. Peterson 0.00
retainer; review Plaintiffs £6.1 Disclosurcs; cmail coranmaication)
with Sninona Islam re: same
620:2012 | Prepare noles for respanding to courl's questions at status check 1.2} 250.00 Mark Wray 300.00
bearing, attend hearing before Judge Flanapan in Depr. 7
(:21:2012 [ Office meetivg with Ms. Islam about case matters and produciog 0.7| 250.00 Mutk Wray 73.00
any records to Atlantis
6:22:2012 | Divect preparation of imitial 16.1 disclosnres by leyal assistant, 34| 25000 Mark Wray 100.00
receive and review letier from Atlantis counse] about not
desiroying clectronic files, send 1o Ms. Islam with analysis
(:22:2012 | Preparc Bates labels for notebouks; prepare CDs with disclosures Il 73.00| Angeline M. Peterson 75.00
lor Atlautis aud GSR; prepare Initial Disclosures
67232012 {Dircet legal assistant on drafting response to attorney Bader's 0.1 250,00 Mark Weay 25.00
Ietter conceraing preserving clectronic records
6/25:2012 | Prepare leter to Angic Bader to respond to fune 22nd letrer; 0.3 73.00| Angeline M. Petcrson 223
discuss same with Partner
Thank. you for your busincss. Anwual 1en pescent finance rharge applies to acoounts
over ISS days, Y 1 e EoaPP Total 52,860.00
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

‘wray@markwraylaw.com

“Www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

: INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno N’v" 89531 Date INVOICE #
Atlantis Casma 74262012 11733
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Description Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
T Recen'e and review mfuﬂmtmn o6n Rjchard Wells 4= 2 poteniial 0.2 75.00]| Angeline M. Peterson|  15.00.
expert withess:
Review varig emails from the past week from connse! for the 11 250.00 Mark Wray. 250.00
‘Atlantis,. i‘&\‘f . n joint case conference report, phore call
10 ut e xp::rt" question, phonc call to
i : 4sc matters, conference call with M.
on and Ms. Bader ab ut joiit case conference report; emails
7 et ccims Inn same, foﬂo\x up call to office of Jenny Sitis
. i |
62952012 from Morgan Bogusil re: signing Joint 03| "75.00 Angeline M. Pelerson]  22.50
maﬂ.commumcaﬁon with Morgan
) amirevm, ‘Notice of Tak.mg
mal‘Orde:r calendat dates 02| 75.00{ Angelinc M. Peterson} 15,00
0.7] 250.00 Mark Wray 175.00
32012 0.7| 75.00| Angcline M, Peterson|  52.5¢
SN2 03} 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
7i512012 ve and 0 0.4| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  30.00
Parther; r.msul s:cammum t:bn thh Suxngna Islam re: same;
telephone conversation with Sumona Islam re: same . .
H6/2012 Reeeive and teview Notice of | Pcssm:tg Bond; discuss.same with 0.1 75.00} Angcline M. Peterson 7.50
o Paxmer
pZif1le)e e calk slamy ahoul criminal investigation and: other 0.2 250.00 Mark Wray 5040 ),
case matters, phane call to Stan Johoson 4 N
for yoilr business. Antual ten percent finance charge applies o accounts —

Page1

App. 1362




Law Offices of Mark Wray
608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax
‘mwray@markwraylaw.com
‘www.markwraylaw.com
Sumona Tslam INVOICE
185ﬁ Swtscm' Dr
Date INVOICE #
Rﬁ’“ A‘tlannse Casmo 2/26/2012 11733
“TERMS - Due on Réceipt
Desnt‘iption Hours | Rate | Aftorney/Paralegal | Amount
' muiemeumtkMs Islamre: interview at Gaming 0.1| 75.00| Theresa A. Moore 7.50
Participate in telephone conversation berween Mark Wray and 03| "75.00| Angelinc M. Peterson|  22.50
‘opposing counsel rev deposition dates; email conununication with
e | Bumona Islamre: same.
H112012 Faﬂaw—up@hum ealls toioffice of Cahcn Tohnsonr abouwt payment, 0.4] 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
phonecall to attormey: ‘Dotson about July 25 ‘anid 24 depositions,
direct laga} asmstamw antact Jet etmy Sms at gammc “Tonuol
7112012 0.5| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  37.5
71122012 03| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson | 22.50
‘ _ f Stc:hug megren and Shelly Hadley
132012 Cmf%p:n "call seith oounscl for' Grand Sisira, emails from Ms. 0.4(250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
B Islam
f 0.1| "75.00| Angelinc M. Peterson 1.30
: ,t;l&n . "th Jennv 'Sms re' aﬁendm g Sumona 03[ 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  22.30
on o ul} 2
71972012 02| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson|  15.00
Fi20:2012 ut dapmmun phone call and email | 0.5] 250.00 Mark Wray 125.00
) iup e«mai]s with Ms. Islam,
F2012 GSR's Initial Dlsclomm:s* email 03] 75.00| Angcline M. Pcterson| 3750
ith Mm‘gm Bog\xmﬂ Ic: - Atlantis’ Dlsclosures,
Mark Wray 700.00

i '21(2012‘ Mcctmg :ﬂx iM!i Islam to prepare for deposition on Monday 2.8] 250.00

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strect
Reno, NV 89509
715 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Cagsino 77262012 11533
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Description Hours | Rate | Attorncy/Paraiegal | Amount
7232012 | Meet with Ms. Tslam, trip to deposition at Laxah and Nonmua, 8.6| 250.00 Mark Wray 2,156.00
attend deposition, discuss with Ms, Islam aftorwards -
7724:2012 | Trip w attomney Laxall and Normyra for depasitions of Tom 3.8| 25000 Mark Wray 930.00
Flaherty and Sterling Tungren, provide copies of custowmer Tist
frow Harrahs for photocopying by opposing connsed, discuss next
depesition date. return to office
#242012 | Limail communication with Robert Dotson's asvistant re: wal 0.2 73.00| Angclinc M. Peterson| 1500
sctting ‘
77262012 fReceive and revicw draft supulaled protective order fur discovery 0.4 250.00 Mark Wray 100.060
from counsel for Atlamis, analyze same, semd Teply enail
Thank you Tor yonr business. Annual ten percent finance charge applics to accounts Total $5,105.00
over 15 days,
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509
75 348-887’! Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax

m\&'ra,}@markwraylaw';corrl

www.markwraylaw.com

,Sumcma Islam INVOICE
Reno N‘f 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Aﬂanus Casma 826:2012 11801
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Deseription Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
2 | Phone:call to Morgan Bogumil at Laxalt & Nomura about 03| 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
;eigxemug”ﬁ.oﬁinsm and Dotson ro'discuss resclution of the case
| by.astpnlaed njunction,’ ‘patticipate in teléphonic trial setting
ST . L othercomise]l
7292013 Smdy case lawon the issue ‘of injunctions in trade secret cases 1.1 250.00 Mark Wray 275.00
s mva‘ﬁmg» cusmmcrhsts ,
8142012 with: 0.3 [ 250.00 Mark Wray 75.00
8202012 0725000  Mark Wray ym/
10°
862012 0.2{250.00{  Mark Wray 5’0;{ ,{
8742012 03| 250.00 Mark Wray 73.00
8132012 : 3 ﬂlRob Dotson's office and Stan 0.3] 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson|  22.50
) \Iark Wray notattending Ms. Hadley's
8/16/2012 i 0.4] 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
f)repa(atmn of a settlement ;)mposal to be, rcvtcwed by all partes,
. |wotkonsame . .
§/17/2012 | Work on preliminary injunction hearing issues; office meeting 1.5}250.00 Mark Wray 375.00
3 hcnt, phone call o Harrah's comnsel's office, edit
gnation of witnesses and exhibits for preliminary injunction
hemng, emailswithother counsel about stipulated protective
order, receiverand Teview: demgnanou of exhibits from Atantis,
phone call to attorney Bader about samv, draft proposed
stipulation for i injunctive relief’
p or ‘your business: Ammual ten percent finance charge applies 1o accounts e
dver 13 days. Total

-Page 1

App. 1365



Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strect
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona [slam
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Recelpt

INVOICE

Date

INYOICEF. #

8:26:2012

11801

Date

Deseription

Hours

Rate

Attorney/Parsalegal

Amount

8172012

8/1&:2012

8/19:2012

820:2012

3/20:2012

8212012

8:22:2082
8:22:2012

8:22:2012

Check Order Granting TRO for deadline to file hearing bricf;
propare list of hearing witnesses and exhibits; type Ordor
Granting TRO for Partuer 10 use as Stipulation: cmail
communication with Sumona Tslaw re: Plaintiff's List of
Witnesses and Documents; discuss same with Partner; relephone
conversation with Morgan Bognmil re: signature on Stipuiated
Protective Order

Phone call Irom Ms, Isfam, review somie of the emails on disk
provided by Grand Sivrra in discovery, follow up phone call with
Ms. Tslam about hearing exhibits, cdit draft proposed slipulation
for mjuntetion, send o Stan Johnson for review

Work on statement of facis portion of prelisminary injunction
hearing bricf

Finish draRing faciual swmmary for memorsndum for preliminary
mjunction hearing, direct preparation of supplemental tist of
proposed exhibits for preliminary injunction hearing, crmails with
client, work on legal authorilics for hearing brief and includc
sume in hrief

Prepare Suppletnental Designation of xhibits; cmail
conmmuntiicstion with opposing connsed re: same; telephone
conversation with Sumona Islam re: disc of GSR disclosures
Edit memorangum for preliminary injunction hearing, add
additional case law, mecl with client, phone call with Rob Datson
about settlement, further research and drafting, phone call to
atteruey Jobmson, final edits to memorandum for hearing

Phone calls with other counsel and with client abou setilement
Phone conversution with partuer re: edited hearing brief
Proofiead same and discuss with Ms. Pelerson

Telephone conversation with Mark Wray re: edits to Stipulatinn
and Ovder for lssuance of Preliminary Tnjunction; edit same:;
enjl commutnication with Stan Jobnson re; same

04

—

75.00

250.00

250.00

2 250.00

75.00

250.00

230.00
75.00

Angelinc M. Peterson

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Muark Wray

Angeline M, Peterson

Martk Wray

Mark Wray
Theresa A. Moore

Angcline M. Peterson

150.00

100.00

(9
3
Ui

Thank you for vour business. Annual ten percent finance charge applics to accownts

over 15 days.
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Tslam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Renc NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 262012 1801
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Deseription Hours { Rate | Aftorncy/Paralegal | Amount
3232012 | Phone call with atworney Bader about stipulation to preliminary 0.1} 250.00 Mark Wray 23.00
ijunciion .
%232012 | Receive and review Stipulation for Preliminary Injunction; 04| 75.00) Angelinc M. Peterson|  20.00
telephone conversations with Morgan Bogumil re: same
8242002 | Emails with other counsel about stipulation for preliminary 0.6] 250.00 Mark Wray 120.00
mjunction, receive motion for partial summary judgment, phone
call o atvorney Bader about inclusion of exhibits sonceming
personal information an Ms. Islam, phone call with Ms. Tslam
aboul same
5242012 | Retrizve, download and review Motion for Partial Semmary 041 0.00| Angeline M. Peterson 000
Tudgment; discuss same with Pariner; hand deliver original
signature for Stipulation for Pretiminary Injunceon to Laxalt &
Nomura
§/25:2012 | Read the 2mended list of witncsses and evidence from Atlantis, 5.8] 250.00 Mark Wray 950.00
direct legal assistant on follow-up on same, PICPATC MEMO 10
Iegal assistant for follow-up discovery assignments relating to
Atlantis, analyze maotion for partial summary judgment and
oudine points for response, work on vesearch and drafting of
opposition to Atlantis motion for parial snmenary judgment
#:26:2012 | Add legal authorilies to apposition to Atlantis motion for 0.9] 250.00 Mark Wray 225.00
sumrnary judgment
7i31i2012 | Certified Copies of Transcripls of Tom Flaherty and Sterling 347.50 347.50
Lumdgren : '
8/1/2012 [ Centified Copies of Transeript of Sumona Islam §54.30 854.30
Thank you for your business. Anmial ten percent finance charge applies w0 accounts Total §6,260.30
over 15 days.
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Sireat
Renop, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray/@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE #

9:26/2012

11871

Drare

Description

Hours

Raie

Attorney/Paralegal

Amount

8/27:22

8272012
R28:2012

3252012

8292012

8i2972012

&30:2012

8/30:2012

Phone ¢all to office of Vernon Nelson, connsel for Harrab's,
oflice meeting with client about summary fudgtent motion,
obtain copy of Flarmh's cmployment agreement from Ms. Tslam
and analyze same

Research name and contact information for Harrah's attomey
Edil supplemental disclesure by Tsla of the Harrah's
cmployinent agrecment

Prepare 14re1 Supplemental Disclosures; email commnnication
with Sumoua Tslam re: same; receive and veview Plaintilf's
Supplemental Disclosures; begin drafting Interrogatorics and
Requests for Production; retrjeve and download Notice of Entry
of Order

Review supplemental dacument production from Aflantis
containing items from personnel file, phonc call to Angela
Bader's office about producing entirc persanmel file, edit frst
request for production of dosiments vo Atlantis

Cantjime preparation of Requests for Production and
Tatesrogatoriex to Atantjs

Lmails with client about Adamis supplementat disclosures
concerning her position ag "concierge manager” and abont
discovery, first set of requests for production to Atants and
divect service of same, work with Jegal assistant on protective
order aud summary judgment issuss

Ervail communication with Sumona Islam to: Request for
Production to Aflantis; email communication with opposing
counsel re: same; calendar responst date; email comamnuication
with Mark Wray re: the exhibits to the Motion for Summary
Judgment conraining Sumony Islam’s personal information and

following up with Angic Bader; prepare letter to Angic Bader rc:

same

0.7

04
0.1

04

0.6

250.00

75.00
25000

73.00

250.00

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Peterson
Mark Wray

Angeline M. Peterson

Mark Wray

Angcline M. Pcterson

Matk Wray

Angclinc M. Peterson

175,00

100.00

Thank you for yous business. Annual ten percent finance charge applics to accounts

over 13 days.

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Landeyr Strect
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray/@markwraylaw.com

www.narkwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Dug¢ on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE 3

9:26/2012

11871

Dace

Description

Hours | Raie

Attornes/Paralegal

Ri31:2012

83212012

974:2012

2:42012

W52012

%/572012

9:6:2012

2/9:2012

H10:2012

Emails with cient and instructions to legal agsistant on
supplemental requests for discovery to Atlantis

Email communication with Sumona Tslam re: requesting Likia
Santos' personnet file from the Atlantis; prepare Second Request
lor Production

Receive and review letter from attorney Bader abont exhibits
attached to motion for summary judgment

Review letter from Angela Bader in response v our fetter 7e:
confidentiality of Islam docinments; discuss same wilh Partner;
receive and review Atlautis' Third Supplemental Disclosures
Read and approve amendad joint case eonferencc report, sign
satne, ermails with Ms. [slam about the Atlantis aitorneys and their
respunse regarding the coalidendality of the exhibits alached 1o
Lheir motion

Receive and review Amended Joint Case Con ference Report;
calendar dates; email communication with Morgar Bogumil re:
signaturc page for Joint Case Confxenee Report; prepare Reno
Carson Messenger slip te have oryinal signature delivered 1o
opposing conusel; telephone conversation with Semona 18lam 1c:
Opposition to Motion lor Summary Judgmenr; prepare Third
Supplemental Diselosures for Sumona Islam to pick up

Meert with Sumona Islam to discuss Plaintfls Third Supplemental
Disclosurcs; roview documents from Sumona; email
commumication, with Mark Wrey re: possible supplemental
disclosures

Research, drafl and edit opposition to Atlants motion for partial
sutnmury judsment

Fivish deafting opposition 10 mation for summary judgment,
meeting with client to review and approve statement of facts lot
her affidavit, make corrections, direcl service and filing of
opposition, discuss discovery mallers with cliemt

0.1 250.00

03| #5.00

0.

—

250.60

0.8] 75.00

021 250.00

0.8] 0.00

0.8] 75.00

250.00

(]
—

4.3 250.00

Mask Wray

Angeline M. Petersan

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Peicrson

Mark Wy

Angclinc M. Petersen

Angeline M. Petersan

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

.00

60.00

,
e
3

107500

Thank you for your business. Annual ten percent finance charge applies 1o acconnts

over 15 days.

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-3877 Telephone

715 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam INVOICF
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Dale INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 02672012 1187t
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Deseription Hours | Rate | Avorncy/Paralegal | Amount
9102012 | Telephone conversation with Sumaona Tslam re: signing her 0.5] 75.00] Angeline M, Peterson|  37.50
affidavit to Opposition 1o Motion for Partial Surmmary Fadgment;
Tevigw same; clectronically file same :
9132012 | Receive and analyze opposition 1o motion for summaty judgment 0.5 250.00 Mark Wray 123.00
filed by Suan Tohnson, email copy to client with comments
97132012 | Rewmieve, download and review GSR's Opposition to Motion for 0.5] 75.00} Angeline M. Peterson 2750
Partial Summgary Judgment: telephone comversation with Sumona
Eslam re; same
B/17:2012 | Prepare Second Supplemnental Disclosurcs: discuss depositions of 04) 7500] Angeline M. Perrson|  30.00
Trapk DeCarlo, Debra Robinsen and 1.4s Santos with Partner
9182012 | limail cammunication with Angic Bader and Rob Dotson e 04| 7500| Augcline M. Peterson] 3000
available dates for depositions for Frank DiCarlo, Debra
Robinson and Lilia Santos; email cornmuanication with Sumona
Islam re: Supplemental Disclosurey
92152012 | Phone call from Rob Dotgon und Angie Bader about stipulating to 0.4} 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
resct suromary judgment bricfing uatil after depositions, emails to
Stan Jojmson and to Dotson and Bader about sume
9212012 | Participale in wlephone conversation bebween Mark Wray and 0.2 0.00§ Apgeline M. Peterson .00
Angie Buder and Rob Dotson ze: clicnt's availability for
deposions in Ociober
942342012 | Review emajl communication between counsel for all purtics re: 0.7 75.00[ Angeline M. Peterson| 5250
depositions; prepaze Notices of Depositions for Frank DeCarlo,
Dcbra Robinson, and Lilia Santos
9:26/2012 | Read and approve stipulation for extension 1o take discovery, 0.2 250.00 Mark Weay 50.00
read and approve notices of depusition
97262012 { Discuss Stipulation 10 Suspend Briefing Schedule with Partner; 0.6] 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson 4500
email commnnicalion with opposing counsel re: same:
electronically file Notices of Depositions; email communication
with Sumona Eslam re: Notives und Stipulatian
Thank you for your business. Annual ten percent finanse charyc applies to accounts 2%
over 15 days, ? Total 54,550.00
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lamder Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Dale

INVOICE #

10:26:2012

1o

Darte Deseription Hours | Rate | Attornev/Paralegal | Amount

9272012 | Phone call with client and with Stam Johnson abou the injunction 0.5} 256.00 Mak Wray 125.00
and going back to worlk

10372012 | Phone calls with other counsel abow stipulation {0 extend 04} 250.00 Murk Wray 100.090
discovery snd discovery cut-offs, Teview revised stipulation and
sigh same

10372082 | Recvive and review Stipulstion: emwail communication with 0.3 (.00} Angeline M. Petersun 0.00
Morgan Bogumll re: Wray signatre page; prepare Reng Carson
Mazssenger slip lo have original signature taken to Laxalt &
Nomura

1052012 [Receive und study Atlantis responscs to requests for production 22| 230.00 Mark Wray 550.60
ol documents, analyze the Atlantis supplemental disclosures of
Jjoh descriptions, emails from DeCarlo, and non-compete
agreements

10:5:2012 | Receive and roview Responses 10 Ruquests for Production and 0.53] 75.00| Angeline M. Pclerson 3750
Tourth Supplemental Disclosures; discuss same with Partner

10+6:2012 | Begin outlining topics (br depositions of DeCarlo, Robinson and 1.2} 250.00 Mark Wray 300.00
Santos; begin drafting mect and conder letter 160 Dotson and Badey
ahout respenses t discovery xequests

10472012 | Prepare mect and confer demand letter to counsel for the Atlantis, 27| 250.00 Mark Wray 675.00
including geneval observations and request-by-request response to
cach of the Atlantis objections and inadequate responses

107772012 | Review all DeCurlo emails, add additional questions to deposition 1.6] 250.00 Mark Wray 400.00
ontline

10782012 | Review slat sheets produced by Adantis, email vo Ms. Iskam sbout 0.4| 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
same

10/%2012 | Edit, rovise and finish mecl and confer demand letter 1o Atlantis 2.21 250.00 AMark Wray 350.00
counsel, email o opposing counsel

Thank you for your business. Annual ren percent linance charge applies to acconnts|

over 13 davs. Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

773 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwrav@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam
1830 Stetson Dr

INVOICE

Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Deseription Hours | Rate | Astormey/Paralegal | Amount

[0/8:2012 | Telephone conversation with Sumana Tslam re: Fourth 1} 75.00§ Angcline M. Peterson 75.00
Supplemental Disclosures; prepare disk of disclosures for
Sumana Tstam; discuss same with Partner; print out disclosures to
add to binders for complete set of Ataniis” production; review
letter from Mark Wray to Bader and Dotson

10/9:20F2 | Create spreadsheet for all documents produced by the Atlantis in 351 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson | 262,50
chronological order for potential trial binder; meet with Sumona
Tslam 1e: disclosures and stat sheets; review cmail comnmaication
between Partner and apposing counsel

10:10:2¢12 {Olfice meeting with client abowt Aflantis discovery responscs, 0.7 250.00 Mark Wray 17500
ghoat THEQ and playurs statistics, abont losing her players due w
the litigation, and about depositions of Atlantis witnesses

10:10:2012 | Email communicativn with Sumona Yslam re: curent guests at 2.5] 7:.00| Angcline M. Petersoni  187.50
(35R; organizs ail disclosures from Atlantis into chironological
arder and create exhibit binders

10/11/2012 |Finish sproad sheet of chronelogicul disclasures; discuss same 0.6] 75.00| Angeline M, Peterson| 4300
with Partner

10/132012 | Analyze selection by Atlamtis of DeCarlo emails pertaining to 1.3} 250.00 Mark Wray 325.60
which emails Ardantis chose to disclose

14132012 | Stady lslam's players Hst at Atlantis, personucd fite, and Atlantis 21| 25000 Mark Wray 523.00
ILpoTts on casing host for depusition preparation

107162012 | Reccive and teview Adants amended response to request for 0.4{ 25000 Mark Wray 160.00
production and letter from Atlantis counsel abow mest and confer|

101672012 | Receive and review response to letter of October 8th, Amended 0.7 75.00] Angcline M. Potersan| 32,50
Response to Request for Production, and PlaintifPs Fifth
Supplemental Disclosures; search court website for information
on Fitzgerald v, Chan and Atlantis case; email comnsaication
with Sumona Isfam re: same

10:17:2012 | Emails with Stan Jubmson about depasitions apnd motion to 0.4| 250.00 Mack Wray 100.60
compel, worl with fegal assistant on documents for deposition

Thank you for your business. Annual ten pevcent finance charge applics 10 accounts

over 15 days. Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Tander Strect
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www. markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE £

102672012

11948

Date

Description

Hours | Rate

Attorney/Paralegal

101772012

[0418:2012

104182012

10:19:2012
101192012

10/19/2012

{0:222012

10/23:2612

10:2572012

Review email commumication between Paxtner, co-counsel and
Sumona Islam 7c: discovery responscs

Re-review meet and confer letter from Atlantis counsel, cmail to
5tan Jotmson about taking depositions Friday, follow ap emails
and phore call with Mr. Jolmson, review papers and prepare for
tomorrow's depoxitions

Review papers [or deposition preparation, including emails, latest
disclosurcs, comrespondence with opposing counsel, and meet and
confer issues

Prepare for and rake moming session of deposition of Frank
DeCarlo

Atend afternoon session of deposition of Frank DeCarlo, discuss
schedule with opposing counse] aftcrwards

Prepare exhibits for depositions of Frauk DeCarlo, Lilia Santos
and Debra Robinson; set up speaker phone for Stan Tohwson to
participate in deposition telephonically

Telephome conversation with Sumoua Tslam re; deposition of
Frank DeCarlo and other mutiers relating to the case; update and
vrganize paper file; receive and review GSR's discovery tequests
to the Atlantis

Driscuss timetable for resetting depositions of Lilia Santos and
Debra Robinsen with Parmer ’

Phone calt with Ms. Tslam about deposition of My, DeCatlo and
about discussions herween counsc) an case matters

0.3} 75.00

1.5} 250.00

25000

3.1| 250.00

3.2{ 250.00

1 Q.00

12] 7500

02| 7500

04| 250.00

Angeline M. Peterson
Mark Wray
Marl Wray

Mark Wray
Mark Wray

Angcline M. Petetson

Angeline M. Peterson

Aungceline M. Pererson

Mark Wray

22,50

37300

7500
800.00

0.00

15.00

100.00

Thank you for your business. Annnal ten percent finance charge applies to accounts

over 15 days.

Total

§7,112.50
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Islam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino [1:26:2012 12021
TERMS - Due on Receipt
Date Description Hoars | Rate | Attorncy/Paralegal | Amounnt
11/6/2012 | Review email between Angis Bader and Stan Joknson ahout 02| 250.00 Mask Wray 5000
requesis for information Irom Grand Siecta conceming customers,
phone call and emeil 10 Stan Johnson
117772012 | Receive and review Eighth Supplemental Disclosures; discuss 0.4 73.00| Aogeline M. Potersan | 30.00
same with Partoer; crmail comununication with Sumona fslum re:
same
11:82H2  §Review DeCarlo deposition, phone call to Stan Jubmson's office 0.5 250.00 Mark Wiray 125.00
11:3:2012  { Tclephone conversation with Sumona lslam to: supplementaf 1| 75.00| Angeline M. Peterson F5.00
disclosures; receive and review Frank DeCarlo deposition
transeript, discuss resetting depositions with Partoer
11492012 [Emai} 1o Stan Johnsun ahout case matters 0.1] 230.00 Mark Wray 2500
1111342012 | Phone call 10 Stan Johnson about case matters including 0.41 250.00 Mark Wray 100.00
discovery, sumemary judgment and depusitions, phone cail to Mr.
Vavm al Grand Siema
111372012 | Receive and review Plaimifl's Expert Wimess Disclosures; 0.3] 735.00)| Angeline M. Pcierson 2250
discuss same with Partaer
11/16/2012 | Email comaunication with Sumona Eslam re; Rxpert Witncss 0.2] 75.00] Angcline M. Peterson|  22.50
Bisclosures R
1119:2012 | Prepace Opposition to Exper Digclosures 06| 75.00} Angeline M. Peterson 4:.[1[3
11782012 | Deposition Transcript - Francis X. DeCarlo, Iz, 1100.75 £160.75
Thank you for your busingss. Annual ten percent fmance charge applies to accounis Total $1.595.75
over 13 days,
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strcet
Rcno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telcphone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwrayfmarkwraylaw.com

www. markwraylaw.com

Surnona Islam
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date

INVOICE #

12:26;2012

12199

Date

Trescription

Hours

Rate

Attorncy/Paralegal | Amount

1172772012
11292082

115292012

113072012

12/6/2012

127772012

12112012

1271352012

Office mesting with client to review status of case

Study expert wilness disclosure from Atbmiis, analyze same,
chack experl disclosure deadline in joint casc conference report,
email 10 Stan Johnson about possibly designativg rebuttal exports
Email communication with Partner re: expert disclosure
deadlines: search electronic files for Amended Joint Casc
Conference Report 1o confirm deadlines

Email ftom opposing connsel Angic Badey abowt no action
huppening on summary judgnicat, phone calls to Mr. Vavra and
Mr. Johnson, email to clieut explaining status and reason for no
work ougoing on summary judgment

Receive and revicw Plaimiff's Respunse to First Set of
Intetrogatories and Ninth Suppletmentn] Disclasures; discuss same
with Partoer; cmail same to Sumona 1skam

Phone conlerence with attotney Stan Johmson about expert
witness and other case matters, divcct legal assistant on preparing
all outstanding items [or revicw and action

Telephone conversation with Sumona Islam re: supplemental
disclosurcs and status of payment from the GSR; participate in
telephone conversation with Mark Wray and Stan Johnson re:
puyment from GSR and moving forward with the case

Receive and review Plaintiff's Tenth Supplemental Disclosures:
telephone conversation with Morgas Bogumil ro: same; email
communication with Sumona Islam re: same; telephone
conversation with Sumona Islam re: updates for Grand Sierra and
Stan Jolmson

Prepare and send Tetior to Grand Sietra aboul paying for ongong
representation or bring martter w court for Tosolution, follow np
eenuils from opposing connsel and with Stan Johnson and Mr.
Vavra

03

13

03

0.6

0.6

0.5

0.9

250.00
250.0G

75.00

250.00

- 75.00

25000

5400

250.00

Matk Wray
Mark Wray

12500
3700

Angeline M. Pcterson 60.00

Mark Wray

Apgelime M. Pelerson [.00

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Peterson 3730

Angelinc M. Peterson| 6750

Mark Wray

175.00

Thank you for your business. Annual ten percent finance charge applies to accounts

over 15 days.

Total
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Sumona Islam
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521

Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reng, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax
mwray@markwraylaw.com
www.markwraylaw.com

Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date

INVOICE #

12:26/2012

12169

Date

Description

Hours

Rate

Attorney/Paralegal

Amount

124132012

121652012

12i117:2012

12:47:2012

12:18:2012

1271972012
12/192012

12:20:201 2

12:2062012
122152012

Review letter from Mark Wrey to Tony Vavrz; review cinail
communication from Mark Wray and Terry Yavra

Reud last four supplemental 16.1 disclosures by the Atlantis,
fuctuding Harvard Business School article and the damage
summary [rom the 4tantis, analyzc responses to dociement
production from Atlantis in response to Islam requests for
productinn

Emails with Ms. lslam sbout pursuing claim vs. Grand Siesra for
failure to provide legal representation, read 8th and 10th
supplemental 16.1 disclosures and analyzc resunse of Brandun
McNeely

Review email communications between Mark Wray, Stan
Johnson and Simona Islam

Telephons conversation with Sumona 1skam ve: status of the case
and how we plan to move forward; receive and review Plaintiff's
disclosures

Emails with Stan Jobnson abaut case matters

Receive and review Plaintiff's Amended Responses to
ntervogateries und GSR's Rebuttal Expert Witness Disclosure;
email commumication with Sumona Iskam re: sare; discuss same
with Partner

Office meeting with Ms. 1slam sbout case matvers, receive and
analyzc | tth supplementul production of documents Fram Atlantis|
conceming definitions vl terms used for fis demages calculation
Receive and revicw Elcventh Supplersental Disclosures

Ennail cormmmumnication with Sumona Istam ve; Eleventh
Supplemental Disclosures

03

22

0.9

LY

0.3

0.2

0.00

230.00

25000

250.00
7500

250.00

LA
3

-] =)
(=3
(=)

Angeline M. Pelerson

Mark Wray

Mazk Wruy

Angeline M. Pcierson

Angeline M. Pererson

Mark Wray
Auvgeline M, Peterson

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Pererson
Angeline M. Peterson

000

550.00

2230
15.00

Thank vou for yuur business. Annual wn percent finance charge applics to accounts

over 135 days.

Total

$2,395.00
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephane

775 348-8351 Fax

mvray@markwraylaw.com

www.markwraylaw.com

Sumona Tglam

1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Dute

INVOICE #

1726:2013

12189

Date

Description

Hours

‘Rate

Aftorney/Paralegal

Amount

1:2:201 3

17342013

1472013

1:472013
1:5:2013

1572013

1772013

1:7:2013

1872013

Lrzail communicarion with Mark Wray re: resetting depositions
of Lilia Santos and Dichra Robinson

Telephone conversation with Mark Wray te: resening
depositions; prepare Amended Notices of Taking Depasitions;
receive und review letter from Rob Dotson 10 Swn Johnsan and
Nolices of Taking Depositions of Ambrose and Singh: email
commuinication with Sumana Islam re: same

Analyze Grand Sicrra eXpert witmess report by M., Aguera and
luis resume concerning datnage questions and opinions, cmails
with Angcla Bader aboul molion for summary judgment and with
Stan Tolmson about casc matters

Recejve and review Privilege Log

Direct legul assistant on the math porlion of the damages analysis
by Atlantis trom the Harvard Business School article, and instract
leyal assistant on prepuration of supplement 1o opposition io
Atlantis motion Lor summary fudgment, cmail to counsel about
Tan, 18 depositions

Phose call with Mr, Dotsun about deposition of Ms. Robinson,
direct leyal assistant on further analysis of the Arlantis dsmage
mrodel

Review Opposition to Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and
Frank DeCarlo's depasition % prepare Supplemental Opposition;
discuss same with Parmer; prepare cxplion for Supplemental
Opposition

Review pleadings in file for case background; Review Atlantis’
cileulation of damages included with supplemental production
and exhibits containing data for damage calculation; Read
Harvard Busincss School article on Customer Lifetime Vahae
(CLY) Analysis; Tiscuss samne with Mark Weay

Receive and analyze motion to compet led by Atlantis reparding
the recorded futerview of Ms. [slam at Grand Sierta

1.2

0.1

0.3

04

04

73.00

75.00

250,00

75.00

250.00

250.00

500

250.00

Angeline M. Pcterson

Angcline M, Peterson

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Pcterson
Mark Wray

Murk Wray

angeline M. Peterson

Samucl D. Wray

Mark Wray

.50

tn
[
wn
=Y

300,00

100.00

75.00

75.00

100.00

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Street
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephane

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray@markwraylaw.com

www markwraylaw.com

Sumona lslam
1850 Stetsom Dr
Reno NV 8952}
Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE &

1:26:2013

12159

Date

Description

Hours

Rate

Aftorney/Paralegal

E8/2013

159:2013

1102012

14102013

111372013

Schedule court reporter for deposition of Dcbra Robinson;
electronjcally file Amended Notice of Taking Deposition; email
comnwuication with counsel re; same; email communication with
Sumona Yslam we: same

Complete revicw of CLV article and analyze Atlaniis' CLY
calculations to derermine if they followed correct method;
Discuss findjngs with Murk Wray and receive instruction on
drafting memo 16 client; Bepin drafting memo

Receive and review Motion to Compel and Motion for Order
Shortening Time; prepar caption for Opposition; revicw GSR's
First Set of Requests lor Admissions, First Sct of Requests for
Troduction, and Sceond Set of Intectogutorics; email
communication with Sumonga [slam re: same

Receive and review motion for order shortening time and order
granting shortened tine, direet leyal assistant on preparing
ICSpOnse o same

Scarch NRCP rales [or rules regarding disclosures and Motions to
Compe] for responding to Adlantis' Motion 1o Compel;
conversaton with Discovery Commissioncr's office to find
comprehensive lists of discovery articles written for The Writ;
search Washoe County Bar Assaciation’s website re: same;
continue prepacation of Opposition to Motion 1o Compel; finish
scarching Frank DeCarlo's deposition for Supplemental
Opposition 10 Motion for Summary Judgment: discuss same twith
Pariner

Draft appasition to Adantis motion v compe), read opposition
filed by Grand Sicrra, follaw up emails with Rob Dotson, Stan
Johnson's olficc and Ms. Islam

0.5

0.8

1.7

75.00

230.00

75.00

250.00

Angeline M. Pclcrson

Samuct . Weay

Angelinc M. Petzson

Mark Wray

Angcline M. Petetson

Mark Wray

42500

Total
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Law Offices of Mark Wray

608 Lander Strect
Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax

mwray({@markwraylaw.com

www.markwravlaw.com

Sumona Tslam INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE &
Re: Attantis Casino 1262013 12189
TERMS - Duc on Receipt
Dute Description Hours | Rate | Aftorney/Paralegal | Amonnt
14152012 | Edit Responsc to Motion 1o Compel; electronically Gle sarme; 1{ 75.00| Angeline M. Percrson 75.00
email communication with opposing counsel re: sams; telephunce
conversation with Sunzona Islam 1e: same; review GSR
Opposition o Mation to Compcl and Notice of Taking
Deposition of Jeremy Aguera
1716:2013 | Revicw more discovery disclosures from (irand Sievra, direct 0.3] 250.00 Mark Wray 7300
legal assistant un urganizing same
1/16/2013 | Receive and reviow GSK's Second Supplemental Disclosures; 0.7] 7500| Angeline M. Petesson| = 52.50
email communication with Sumona Tslar re: same
1720313 JReceive and review Reply to Opposition to Motion to Cornpel 0.5| 73.00| Angeline M. Peterson 37.30
and Request for Submission; email comenunication with Snmona
, Islam re: same
118/2013 | Email communication with Sumona Islam re: deposition of 0.2{ 75.00| Angcline M. Peterson 13.00
Jersmy Agucro
/192013 | Tmails with Ms. Tglam aboul the Robinson deposition and going 0.3] 250.00 Mark Wray 500
back to wark at Grand Sierra, phone cotference with Ms, Islam
about same '
1202013 | Review pleadings, exhibits and files o prepare topics for 2.8 250.00 Mark Wray 500.00
deposition uf Dehra Robinson, vutline wpics for exam
1:21:2013 | Direct legal assistant on exhibits to prepare for deposition of 03] 25000 Mark Wray 73.00
Debra Robinson tomorrow, email to Mr, Johnson's office about
deposilion
11212013 | Read deposition of Frank DeCarlo to prepare for Robinson depo 1.5| 250.00 Mark Wiay 375.00
tomorrow, make notes on DeCarlo respenses Lo discuss with
Raobinson
17212013 | Prepare exhibits for Debra Robinson's deposition; email 0.8§ 75.00] Angeline M. Petersonf  60.00
communication with Sumona Islam re: deposition of Debwa :
Robimson
1i22/2013 | Review exhibits to be used at Robinson depositian today 13| 250.00 Mark Wray 325.00
112272013 | Take deposition of Debra Robinson, discuss document production 4.31 250.00 Mark Wray 112500
afterwards with attomey Dotson
Total

Page 3
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Law Offices of Mark Wray
608 Lander Street:
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telcphone
775 348-8351 Fax.
mwray@markwraylaw.com
‘www.markwraylaw.com

"Sumnna [8131!1 INVOICE
Date | TNVOICE #
1:26:2013 12189
‘TERMS - Due on Receipt
Description: Hours | Rate | Attorney/Paralegal | Amount
5 with Stan Johnson and Rob Dotson about discovery 0.3 250.00 Mark Wray 7500
ion fphona calls:to Mr: Johnsan s pffice
i tew Plaintiff's 12th Supplemental Disclosures; 0.2] 7500 Angeline M. Peterson|  15.00
artaer:
ng'Controband DA atxmt “wrarrant, phicne 0.5] 250.00 Mark Wray 125607 ) {
tmotion toextend discovery ‘ 1
itk M. slan, phone gdll with D,A s office 0.8| 250:00 Mark Wray 20007 ;0
tatails with other counsel
s Criminal Complaint; look for.phone: 0.5| 75.00] Angeline M, Peterson| 37.50
,«rﬁscuss same with: Parmcr ‘
ition ofDebta kobmmn: 961,55 961.53
Total $6.129.03

Page 4
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Law Offices of Mark Wray
608 Lander Street
 Reno, NV 89509

775 348-8877 Telephone

775 348-8351 Fax -

‘mwray@markwraylaw.com
www.markwraylaw.com
§S_u:mona, Islam. INVOICE
1850 Stetson Dr
Reno NV 89521 Date INVOICE #
Re: Atlantis Casino 22612013 12269
TERMS - Die on Receipt
Description Hours | Ratc | Atlorney/Paralegal | Amount
3 :Fﬁtrzmew, email 10 other counsel about changrmr start time for 0.1} 250.00. Mark Wray 25.00
sition
g with Ms, Islar, phione calls with detention deputy 14| 250,00 Mark Wray- 350.00
u:s,emmlsmth deput} D & W1I_sqn -about
04| 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson|  30.00
0.5| 250,00 Mark Wray 125.00
& 02} 250.00 Mark Wray 50.00
Teransignment and 02| 75.00] Angeline M. Petcrson|  15.00
11302013 hna Gonzaler Valenzucla ve: 02| 75.00| Angelinc M. Peterson|  15.00
i ’lephone conversauon wxrh
331#52‘%1;3 03| 75.00] Angeline M. Peterson|  22.50
21472013 h 0.2| 250.00 ‘Mark Wray 50.00
Doiso: onferc ccal!cmdlscoverv chsputc o .
27412013 Rfea \Supp enml xﬁs ) 1] 250.00 Mark Wray 250.00
2422013 0.6| 75.00| Angeline M. Petcrson )}Y{
14
Thank fm‘ your businiess. Annital fen péreent fnavice charge applies to accounts
: - Your businiess. Annual ten g P Total

P_’age 1
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Lay Offices of Mark Wray
608 Lander Street '
Reno, NV 89509
775 348-8877 Telephone
775 348-8351 Fax.
mwray@markwraylaw.com
www.markwraylaw.com

1850 Stetson Dr

Re: Atlantis Casino

TERMS - Due on Receipt

INVOICE

Date INVOICE ¥

2i26:2013

12269

‘Date Description Hours | Rate

Attorney/Paralegal

Amount

~1

rtions of attorney Rabinson's deposition agaih, emails to 3
client about matters for client to stidy i Robinson's deposition,

phone conference with attomey. Dotson, participate in conference
| call with attorneys Dotson, Bader and Johnson, draft snd send
{Follow.up Jetter confirming meet and confer issues to opposing
|eounsel, emails with other counsel about Juae 10 trial date, phone
{eall from Ms: Tslany about her readitig 0f Robinson deposition and
her frustration, and anxiety over being sued and continuing to bs
o, |umabletowerk ' o '
L5013 | Participate in conference call with counsel e: discovery disputes L3 75.00
| and rescheduling trial; telephone-conversation with Sumona Islam
Te:same; email comimunication with all consel re: Mark Wiay's.
meetand confer letier; email communication with Samona Islam
|redeposition’of Debra Rabinson; receive and review'

250.00

|Recommiendation for Order; begin proparation of Motion to
Dissolve Preliminary Injunction, receive and review Notices of
Vacatin; epasitions for Brandon McNeeley and Abraham:

2612013 0.8] 250.00
ry injuniction, review prior restrdining order and
‘modify facts and points and authéritics
262013 alg ffom TUAL'S office in eritrinal 0.2] 250.00

21612013 1.2| “75.00

] f:ﬂi;Sﬁpj:I}aleﬁal Disclosures; cmail
mona Istam re: deposition of Debra
: copversation with Sumoria Tslam re: $atme,

Mark Wray:

Angeline M. Peterson

Mark Wray

Mark Wray

Angeline M. Pcterson

925.00

200.00

-50.00
90.00

“Thank you for your business. Annual ten percent finance chiarge applies o accounts

over 15 days, Total

Page 2
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LAXALT & NOMURA.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
2600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA BES21%

10
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

FILED
Electronically
09-10-2013:05:10:32 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
2270 Clerk of the Court
ROBERT A. DOTSON, ESQ. Transaction # 3365902
Nevada State Bar No. 5285
rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com
ANGELA M. BADER, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
abader@laxalt-nomura.com
LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521
Tel:  (775) 322-1170
Fax: (775)322-1865
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Case No.: CV12-01171
Nevada Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS
CASINO RESORT SPA Dept No.: B7

Plaintiff,

VS.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; AND JOHN DOES I
through X, inclusive.

Defendants.

PLAINTIFF’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION FOR COSTS AND ATTORNEY’S FEES

Plaintiff Golden Road Motor Inn, Inc. dba Atlantis Casino Resort Spa (“Plaintiff” or
“ATLANTIS”), by and through undersigned counsel, Laxalt & Nomura, hereby files this Reply
in support of its motion for an award of costs and attorney’s fees against Defendant Sumdna
Islam (“ISLAM”). This Reply is made and based on the papers and pleadings on file herein,
NRS 18.020, NRS 600A.060, NRCP 54(d), the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities,
and the Memorandum of Costs and Affidavit of Counsel previously filed.

Page 1 of 9
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LAXALT & NOMURA,
ATTORNEYS AY LaW
9600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 8832t

10

11

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

23
24
25
26
27

28

DATED this 10™ day of September, 2013.

%’T & NOMURA, LTD.

9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521
(775) 322-1170
Attorneys for Plaintiff

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L INTRODUCTION

ISLAM objects to the requested attorney’s fees on three grounds:

L. The amount of fees sought are disproportionately high compared to the amount of|
damages awarded and that fairness ‘dictates that the fee award be reduced;

2. ATLANTIS has ﬁnproperly documented its attorney fee motion; and

3. The fees are grossly unreasonable in amount.

ISLAM would simply like to compare the amounts expended to the monetary damages
awarded. For various reasons, that is not the correct, nor complete analysis.

In addition to prevailing on certain claims against ISLAM, ATLANTIS also obtained an
Ex-Parte Temporary Restraining Order (“TRO”) against her, and this TRO was extended against
her with notice on July 5, 2012. ISLAM herself then stipulated to a Preliminary Injunction under
the same terms as the pmﬁous TRO. ATLANTIS also obtained a Permanent Injunction against

ISLAM as set forth in the Court’s Findings of Facts and Conclusions of Law dated August 26,

Page 2 of 9
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LARALT & NOMURA.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
8800 GATEWAY DRIvE
RENO, NEVADA 88321

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

2013." The Court awarded reasonable attorney’s fees to ATLANTIS pursuant to NRS
600A.060(3) because ISLAM was found to have willfully and maliciously misappropriated trade
secrets. The question now becomes the reasonableness of the attorney’s fees requested in
conjunction with an analysis of the Brunzell factors.

As to the lack of documentation, ATLANTIS already submitted that it would provide its
invoices unredacted to the Court in camera if requested. That remains the position of
ATLANTIS.

Finally, the fees are not grossly unreasonable in amount. Each party chose a litigation
strategy in prosecuting and defending their claims and ultimately as to ISLAM, ATLANTIS
prevailed. As to any incorporated arguments (such as the Motion to Retax), ATLANTIS also
incorporates its Opposition to same as if set forth fully herein.

II.  ARGUMENT

A. ATLANTIS Has Satisfied The Requirements of NRS 600A.060(3), NRCP

54(d)(2)(B) and the Brunzell Factors Such That An Award Of Attorney’s
Fees in the Amount Requested is Appropriate

NRS 600A.060(3) gives the Judge discretion to award reasonable attorney’s fees to a
plaintiff who has prevailed on a trade secret case and proven that a defendant willfully and
maliciously misappropriated trade secrets. This is what ISLAM did, this is what ATLANTIS
proved and this is what the Court found.

ATLANTIS has satisfied the requirements of NRCP 54(d)(2)(B) by supporting the fee
motion with counsel’s Affidavit swearing that the fees were actually and necessgrily incurred
and were reasonable. The Affidavit also contained documentation concerning the amount of fees
claimed and poiﬁts and authorities addressing appropriate factors to be considered by the Court

in deciding the motion.

! Thus, ISLAM was not wrongfully enjoined as she so claims.
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ATLANTIS has satisfied the Brunzell factors as well as set forth below.

1. Qualities of the Advocate (Ability, Training, Education, Experience,
Professional Standing and Skill)

- The Court was able to judge the qualities of ATLANTIS’ counsel, Laxalt & Nomura and
specifically, Robert Dotson, by observing his abilities and skill throughout the litigation.
Furthermore, the Affidavit of Mr. Dotson attached his biographical data statement which
described his training, education, experience and professional standing. ISLAM does not dispute
the qualities of Mr. Dotson, nor the work of this law firm. Thus, this factor is met.

2. The Character of Work to be Done (Difficulty, Intricacy, Importance,
Time and Skill Required, Responsibility Imposed and Prominence
and Character of the Parties When They Affect the Importance of the
Litigation)

As set forth in the motion, this case was a complex and novel trade secret matter between
and involving casino competitors and a casino employee.> UTSA cases are complex, factually
and legally. They involve intricate and particular proof and this matter particularly involved the
factual overlay of industry custom and multiple guests. Indeed, ISLAM’s insistence that her
initial employment by the ATLANTIS be fully litigated created a case within a case and
substantially increased not just the complexity of the matter, but time and therefore fees incurred
at every level of litigation including discovery and through trial.

Moreover, this matter is uniquely important to the State of Nevada as it is a gaming State
and a large percentage of the citizens of the State rely upon gaming to make their living. The
Affidavit of Mr. Dotson sets forth the time and skill required and this Court is familiar with the

prominence and character of the paxtiés. Thus, this factor is also met.

3. The Work Actually Performed by the Lawyer Including the Skill,
Time and Attention Given to the Work

? The claims against the casino, GSR, were duplicative of those against the employee, ISLAM.
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The work performed by Laxalt & Nomura is detailed in the Affidavit of Robert Dotson.
Prosecuting and presenting a damages case in this trade secret matter required elevated detail,
attention and skill because ATLANTIS was alleging intentional acts against ISLAM. This factor|
does not seem in dispute but is also met.

4. The Result (Whether the Attorney Was Successful and What Benefits
Were Derived)

As set forth above, ATLANTIS prevailed against ISLAM on the breach of contract and
trade secret claims and also on punitive damages. Additionally, it sought and obtained an Ex-
Parte TRO, a TRO with notice, a stipulated Preliminary Injunction and a Permanent Injunction
against Ms. ISLAM.

As such, ATLANTIS submits that all Brunzell factors have been met and the award of
fees in the amount requested is appropriate.

Interestingly enough, ISLAM in her Opposition states that ATLANT IS has not filed a
proper motion for fees and even if it had, it is not entitled to fees based on the circumstances of
this case. See Opposition at 3:26-28. IfISLAM is suggesting that this motion for fees is an
improper motion, such a claim is clearly incorrect as it was filed at the direction of the Court.
See Exhibit 1 to Motion at 17:14-16. IfISLAM is suggesting that the Court inappropriately
awarded attorney’s fees, this is not now the time, nor the avenue to do so. If ISLAM is
suggesting that ATLANTIS should not be entitled to attorney’s fees because it spent more than it
recovered, that is an issue to be addressed with the Nevada Legislature. In 1987, the legislature
determined that attorney’s fees are awardable to a prevailing party in a trade secret case where
willful and malicious misappropriation exists. Thus, even if ATLANTIS were awarded only $1,
since the misappropriation was found to be willful and malicious, reasonable attorney’s fees are
available under the plain language of the statute. Often times damages in trade secret cases are

very difficult to prove, however, it does not mean that a compensable injury has not occurred.
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The purpose of making attorney’s fees recoverable is to deter willful and malicious
misappropriation no matter what the damages award.

B. ATLANTIS’ Attorney Fee Motion Does Not Lack Documentation

As set forth in the motion, should the Court desire Laxalt & Nomura’s invoices to be
produced in camera, ATLANTIS will so comply.> ATLANTIS is unwilling to waive the
attorney-client privileged communications and work product contained in the detailed invoices
that Laxalt & Nomura provided to ATLANTIS. Additionally, the requirements of Sandy Valley
Assocs. v. Sky Ranch Estates Owners Ass’n, 117 Nev. 948, 956, 35 P.2d, 964, 969, were already
met at trial through ATLANTIS’ case in chief. ATLANTIS presented its general counsel, Debra
Robinson, as a witness at trial and she gave testimony regarding the attorney’s fees incurred in
order to prosecute this case. If ISLAM disputed the attorney’s fees at that time, or the choices
made in prosecuting the action she had her due process opportunity to cross examine Ms.
Robinson. To the extent ISLAM failed to question Ms. Robinson concerning these attorney’s
fees that is not the fault of the ATLANTIS. ATLANTIS would therefore refer the Court to the
testimony of Ms. Robinson which satisfies Sandy Valley and due process requirements.

C. The Attorney’s Fees Requested are Reasonable in Amount

ISLAM suggests that because her counsel only spent $98,475 in defending the case
against her, that the fees requested by ATLANTIS in the amount of $330,490.50 are therefore
unreasonable as they are over three times the amount spent by her counsel. As set forth
previously, NRS 600A.060 does not compare the amount of the damages awarded with the
attorney’s fees spent to achieve that award. In fact, the undersigned is not aware of any case law

setting forth such a comparison, nor has ISLAM provided any such authority to this Court. The

3 1f after completing its in camera review, the Court determines that some reduction should occur, the ATLANTIS’
counsel could then address the issue, as the Court requests.
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standard is simply that of reasonableness. What is reasonable depends on the Brunzell factors
and the strategy of each party in litigating this matter. Here, ATLANTIS had to present a prima
facie case of breach of contract, conversion, tortious interference, trade secret and permanent
injunction against ISLAM and overlapping claims of tortious interference, trade secret and
permanent injunction against the Grand Sierra Resort (“GSR”). Plaintiff prevailed in proving
breach of contract, trade secret violation against ISLAM and also obtained punitive damages and
a permanent injunction award against her.*

Unlike the joint defense utilized by ISLAM and GSR, ATLANTIS did not have
additional co-counsel and therefore attended every aspect of the case, including all evidence on
every element of each claim it presented at trial. ATLANTIS could not rely upon co-counsel
with an aligned interest to address certain issues or attend certain hearings or events. Thus,
ATLANTIS’ counsel attended every deposition, every hearing and responded to every motion
that was filed.

In contrast, ISLAM’s counsel did not attend four out of fifteen depositions in this case.’
That defense strategy can only be accepted if ISLAM’s defense counsel was acting as co-counsel
with GSR’s defense counsel.® Thus, the appropriate analysis in comparing plaintiff counsel fees
to defense counsel fees, if ever appropriate which ATLANTIS disputes, is to combine the fees of
both GSR and ISLAM.

III. CONCLUSION

ATLANTIS has complied with e&ery statutory and case law requirement for an award of

attorney’s fees in this matter. The attorney’s fees submitted are reasonable in amount and

necessarily incurred and should be awarded in the amount of $330,490.50.

4 When the Court found a trade secret violation against ISLAM, it became the exclusive remedy over and therefore
displaced the tortious interference claims per statute and case law.

5 Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 to the Affidavit of Counsel are the title and appearance pages for the depositions not
attended by ISLAM’s counsel and/or where GSR’s counsel appeared telephonically.

¢ GSR’s counsel attended three of fifteen depositions by phone.
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Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
social security number of any person.

DATED this 10™ day of September, 2013.

LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.

.

ANGELA’M. BADER
Nevada State Bar No. 5574
9600 Gateway Drive

Reno, Nevada 89521

(775) 322-1170

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Page 8 of 9

App. 1390




LAXALT & NOMURA.
ATYORNEYS AT Law
$600 GATEWAY DRIVE
RENO, NEVADA 89521

10

11

12

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

foregoing by:

N/

County of Washoe, Nevada.

=

O 0O O

Reno/Carson Messenger Service.

XI By email to the email addresses below.

addressed as follows:
Steven B. Cohen, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.
Stan Johnson, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Terry Kinnally, Esq. 608 Lander Street
Cohen-Johnson, LLC Reno, NV 89509

255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

scohen@cohenjohnson.com

sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

mwra’ arkwraylaw.com

DATED this [0 day of September, 2013. ~

Moy

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of LAXALT &
NOMURA, LTD., and that on this date; I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the

X (BY MAIL) on all parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed
in a sealed envelope in a designated area for outgoing mail, addressed as set forth
below. At the Law Offices of Laxalt & Nomura, mail placed in that designated
area is given the correct amount of postage and is deposited that same date in the
ordinary course of business, in a United States mailbox in the City of Reno,

By electronic service by filing the foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the E
Flex system, which will electronically mail the filing to the following individuals.

(BY PERSONAL DELIVERY) by causing a true copy thereof to be hand
delivered this date to the address(es) at the address(es) set forth below.

(BY FACSIMILE) on the parties in said action by causing a true copy thereof to
be telecopied to the number indicated after the address(es) noted below.

L. MORGAN BOGUMIL O
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FILED
Electronically
09-23-2013:02:22:59 PM
COHEN-JOHNSON, LL.C Joey Orduna Hastings
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ. Clerk of the Court
Nevada Bar No. 00265 Transaction # 4014854

sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
BRIAN A. MORRIS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11217
bam@cohenjohnson.com

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

Telephone: (702) 823-3500
Facsimile: (702) 823-3400

Attorneys for Grand Sierra Resort

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA,

Case No.: CV12-01171

Plaintiff, Dept. No.:  B7
VS.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; GSR
ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT;
ABC CORPORATIONS; XYZ
PARTNERSHIPS; and JOHN DOES I through
X, inclusive,

Defendants.

GRAND SIERRA RESORT’S SUBMISSION OF PROPOSED

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

COMES NOW, Defendant Grand Sierra Resort, by and through its attorneys of record,
Cohen-Johnson, LLC, and hereby submits it’s proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
law as to Golden Road Motor Inn which is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

Pursuant to WDCR9 GSR served all parties with it’s proposed Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law on Septémber 2,2013 indicating that pursuant to WDCR 9 the proposed
Findings of Facts and Conclusions of Law and any accepted edits would be submitted to this
Court.

Counsel for Golden Road Motor Inn has requested several edits, which are set forth
in correspondence dated September 9 20913 which is attached hereto as Exhibit 2 and
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GSR'’s response to said objections dated September 18, 2013, is attached as Exhibit 3. On
September 20, 2013, Counsel for Golden Road has requested Counsel submit its order and
stated his intention to file an objection and alternate order to the Court. No alternative order
has been submitted to GSR for review.

GSR does not at this time submit any separate proposed judgment as it is anticipated
that the Court will be ruling on costs and attorneys’ fees consistent with its decision and
those rulings would affect the final judgment. GSR also has an alternative basis for an
award of fees and costs based on NRCP 68 and NRS 17.715 Offers of Judgment dated May
20, 2013. GSR specifically requests that the Count not enter a final judgment until those
post-trial motions have been heard and these rulings as to fees and costs may be
incorporated into the judgment.

Affirmation Pursuant To NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain

the social security number of any person.

Dated this 23rd day of September 2013.
N

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC

By:__/s/ H. Stan Johnson
H. Stan Johnson, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 00265
Brian A. Morris, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 11217
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Attorneys for Grand Sierra Resort
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION PAGES
1 Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of law 7
2 Golden Road Motion Inn, Inc. objections, dated September 9 20913 2
3 GSR'’s response to said objections, dated September 18, 2013 3
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certify that on the 23™ day of September , 2013, I served a copy of the foregoing
GRAND SIERRA RESORT’S OF PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW upon each of the parties by depositing a copy of the same in a
sealed envelope in the United States Mail, Las Vegas, Nevada, First-Class Postage fully prepaid,

and addressed to:
Robert A. Dotson, Esq. Mark Wray, Esq.
Angela M. Bader, Esq. Law Office of Mark Wray
Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd. 608 Lander Street
9600 Gateway Drive : Reno, Nevada 89509
Reno, Nevada 89521 Attorney for Sumona Islam
Attorney for Plaintiff

and that there is a regular communication by mail between the place of mailing and the places so

addressed.

/s/ Nelson Achaval
An employee of Cohen-Johnson, LLC
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COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC

H. STAN JOHNSON

Nevada Bar No. 00265
sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
BRIAN A. MORRIS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 11217
bam@cohenjohnson.com

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Telephone: (702) 823-3500
Facsimile: (702) 823-3400
Attorneys for Grand Sierra Resort

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC., a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a ATLANTIS CASINO
RESORT SPA, Case No.: CV12-01171
Dept. No.: B7
Plaintiff,

V8.

SUMONA ISLAM, an individual; MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS LLC d/b/a GRAND SIERRA
RESORT; et.al. FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND
Defendants. JUDGMENT AS SUBMITTED BY
GRAND SIERRA RESORT PURSUANT
TO SJIDCR 9

This matter came on for a non-jury trial on July 1, 2013 before the Honorable Patrick !

Flanagan, District Judge, presiding. The Court having heard the testimony of witnesses, reviewed |

the exhibits submitted into evidence and having heard the argument of Counsel finds in favor of
the Defendant MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT on all causes of
action alleged against it and awards Defendant MEI-GSR HOLDINGS LLC d/b/a GRAND
SIERRA RESORT attorneys’ fees pursuant to NRS 600A.060 and costs pursuant to NRS 18.110
and further makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of law

FINDINGS OF FACTS:

1. That in 2005 Sumona Islam became a casino host for Harrah’s Casino in Reno.

2. That during the course of her employment with Harrah’s she developed a list of

| players with information concerning those players commonly known as her “book of trade”

3. In April 2008 Sumona Islam left Harrah’s and became employed by Plaintiff
Page 1 of 7

App. 1397




Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

wN

O 0 N N n b

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Golden Road Motor Inn as a host at the Atlantis Casino.

4, At the time of her employment at Atlantis, Sumona provided a copy of her “book
of trade” to Atlantis which was incorporated into the Atlantis data base. During her employment
with Atlantis, she obtained additional players whom she included in her “book of trade”.

5. In January 2011 Sumona Islam entered into a non-competition agreement with the
Atlantis which provided that she could not be employed by any casino in any capacity within 150
mile radius for one year from her termination of employment with Atlantis.

6. In January 2012 she applied for a position as an executive casino host with GSR,
a hotel casino in Reno owned by Defendant MEI-GSR HOLDINGS INC.

7. She informed GSR of her non-competition agreement with Atlantis and provided
a copy of that document to GSR. GSR sent the document to its counsel for review and received
an opinion that the agreement was unenforceable as written.

8. At the time of her hiring GSR through its agents told Sumona Islam not to bring
any information from Atlantis, except for herself and her relations.

9. Although Ms. Islam was in possession of spiral notebooks in which she had
copied information from the Atlantis’ data base, she did not give or show those notebooks to
anyone at GSR.

10.  Upon her hiring in January 2012, Sumona entered certain information from her
“book of trade” into the GSR database. This consisted of approximately 200 guests, that she
wished to be assigned to her as a host based on her statement that she had prior relationships with
these individuals.

11.  The GSR database restricted the information which could be inputted by hosts to
a player’s name, address telephone number and contract information and has no fields in which
Sumona could have inputted player ratings, casino credit history, or player history.

12. A customer’s name, address and contact information are not trade secrets.

For purposes of this litigation it was determined that the following would constitute a trade secret

a) player tracking records;

b) other hosts customers;
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c) initial buy-ins;

d) level of play;

€) table games;

f) time of play;

g) customer’s personal information such as a Social Security number

h) customer’s casino credit;

i) customer’s location, whether they’re international, regional or local player beyond
any information contained within the customer’s address;

Jj) marketing strategy;

k) customer’s birth date;

)] customer’s tier ratings;

m)  comp information ;

n) player’s history of play;

0) player’s demographics;

)] players’ financial information;

q) company’s financial information;

T) company’s marketing strategy;

s) other employee’s information and customer information.

13.  In April 2012 house counsel for Atlantis sent a letter to GSR stating that Sumona
had taken proprietary information from the Atlantis computers and changed other customer
information in the Atlantis database.

14.  Counsel for GSR informed plaintiff that Ms. Islam denied taking any proprietary
information from Atlantis and requested Atlantis to provide the information which it believed
had been misappropriated by Ms. Islam. Plaintiff did not provide any information.

15.  Atlantis filed suit against Ms. Islam and GSR alleging that GSR had tortuously
interfered with Atlantis’ non-competition agreement, tortuously interfered with a prospective
economic advantage belonging to Atlantis and violation of NRS 600A.010 commonly known as

the Nevada Trade Secret Act.
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16.  Plaintiff sought a preliminary injunction which enjoined GSR from using any
information provided to it from Sumona Islam. GSR took reasonable steps to insure good faith
and timely compliance with the injunction.

17.  Atlantis knew that among the names it claimed were misappropriated were names
which were legally and properly included in Ms. Islam’s “book trade” but despite this knowledge
brought and obtained an injunction preventing GSR from marketing to these individuals from
August 27, 2012 through the trial of this matter in 2013.

18.  Atlantis presented no credible evidence that GSR had a duty to investigate the
names in Ms, Islam’s “book of trade” beyond making inquiries of Ms. Islam. To the contrary
there was credible testimony that casinos have a right to rely on the host’s statements.

19.  GSR provided a list of all the names and information concemning those individuals
added to the GSR data base by Ms. Islam which showed that the information was limited to the
individual player’s name, address and contact information. None of which constitutes a trade

secret under NRS 600A .10,

20.  Atlantis presented no credible evidence that GSR had tortuously interfered with ;

its non-competition agreement with Islam. Atlantis knew that GSR had hired Ms. Islam based on

its attorneys legal opinion that the agreement was overly broad in denying Ms. Islam the right to
work in any capacity in any casino. Atlantis further knew or should have known that the non-
competition agreement was overly broad and unenforceable and unenforceable as a matter of law
but continued to prosecute the claim.

21.  Atlantis presented no credible evidence that GSR misappropriated any
information constituting a trade secret and in fact maintained the litigation and the injunction to
include names of persons which it knew and admitted at trial were legally in Ms. Islam’s book of
business and that she was entitled to provide to GSR.

22.  Atlantis continued and maintained the litigation against GSR for misappropriation
of trade secrets even when it knew that GSR was acting in good faith by relying on Ms. Islam’s
assertions concerning her “book of trade” and knew that the customer information provided by

Ms. Islam was limited to the customers’ name, address, telephone number and contact
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information.

23.  GSR did not misappropriate a trade secret belonging to Atlantis;

24.  GSR did not tortuously interfere with a contract between Sumona Islam and
Atlantis.

25. GSR did not interfere with a prospective economic advantage belonging to
Atlantis.

26.  There is a lack of any evidence in the record that supports the claim of Atlantis
that GSR misappropriated Atlantis’ trade secrets and therefore, Atlantis has failed to meet its

burden of proof.

27.  That early on in the litigation Defendant Islam admitted that she had taken certain
information from ATLANTIS in the form certain spiral notebooks.

28.  That early on in the litigation Defendant Islam testified that she had not shown the .
information in the form of the spiral notebooks to any representative of GRS.

29.  That early on in the litigation Defendant Islam testified and confirmed that she
was told by the representatives of GSR not to bring anything with her except for herself and her
relationships.

30.  That early on in the litigation Defendant Islam testified and confirmed that she
had told representatives of GSR that she did not bring trade secret information with her or that

she had information belonging to ATLANTIS.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

L. The non-competition agreement between Sumona Islam and Atlantis, in
prohibiting casino employment in any capacity was overly broad and unenforceable as a matter
of law. |

2. That absent an enforceable employment contract or non-competition agreement
with Atlantis, GSR could not as a matter of law, interfere with contractual relations between

Sumona and Atlantis.

3. A customer’s name address, and contact information is not a trade secret under
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NRS 600A.010. GSR did not misappropriate any trade secrets which belonged to Atlantis by
allowing Sumona Islam to upload this information into its data base.

4, GSR did not improperly obtain the information concerning players listed above as
set forth in 600A.030 and had a good faith reliance on Ms. Islam’s assurances that all the names

provided were part of her personal “book of trade”

S. The failure of Atlantis to produce any credible evidence at trial that GSR

misappropriated trade secrets belonging to Atlantis constitutes “objective speciousness”. That

subjective bad faith is shown by the Plaintiff’s knowledge of certain facts as set forth in the
findings of facts above; the decision to move forward against GSR and the extent of the litigation
against GSR despite a lack of direct evidence against GSR. This is a sufficient basis for an
award of attorney fees pursuant to NRS 600.060. Defendants are not required to prove a
negative and under the objective specious standard a lack of evidence in the record of
misappropriation; in addition to the actions as set forth above; is enough to show that the claim
of misappropriation was made in bad faith (Sasco v. Rosendin Electric Inc., 143 Cal. Rptr. 3d
828, 207 Cal. App 4™ 837 (CA 2012)) and entitles GSR to Attorney’s fees and costs in this
matter.

6. That Atlantis sought, obtained, and maintained a preliminary injunction in this
matter that included names which Atlantis knew were not trade secrets under NRS 600A.010 and
continued to maintain that injunction even when it knew that those names were art of Sumona
Islam’s personal book of trade in order to thwart competition for those players from GSR and
said conduct is evidence of bad faith entitling GSR to an award of attorney’s fees and costs.

7. That the claims against GSR are dismissed and judgment entered in favor of the
Defendant GSR and GSR is entitled to an award of costs pursuant to NRS 18.110.

8. GSR is also entitled to bring an appropriate motion for fees and costs pursuant to

an offer of judgment dated May 20, 2013 under NRCP 68 and NRS 17.115.
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CONCLUSION

9. Judgment in favor of Defendant GSR against Plaintiff ATLANTIS.

DATED THIS DAY OF 2013

DISTRICT JUDGE

Submitted by:

/s/ H._Stan Johnson

H. Stan Johnson, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 00265

Terry Kinnally, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 06379

COHEN JOHNSON, LLC

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

Attorneys for MEI-GSR HOLDINGS LLC
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LAXALT & NOMURA, LTD.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

RENO OFFICE .
DON NOMURA . 9600 GATEWAY DRIVE JANICE JENSEN
WAYNE SHAFFER . RENO, NEVADA 89521 ANGELA BaDZR'
RoBERT DOTSON TEL: 775.322.1170 FAX: 775.322.1865 LoN Burke
STEVEN GUINN MARSHALL SMITH
DANIEL HAYWARD ’ MADELYN SHIPMAN
JASON PEAK &7 LAS YEGAS OFFICE JUSTIN VANCE
IAMES MURPHY 20 VIA AUSTI PKWY., SUITE 430 DANIEL TETREAULT
HOLLY PARKER LAs VEGAS, NEVADA 89119 RYAN Lxany’

TEL: 702.388.1551 FAX: 702.388.1559 MARILEE BRETERNITZ

*ALSO ADMITYED IN CA
BRuUCE LAXALT (1951-2010)

September 9, 2013
REPLY TO RENO OFFICE

File No. 325.087

Via Email Only
Stan Johnson, Esq.

Cohen-Johnson, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd, Ste 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com

RE: CaseENo.: CVI12-01171
GOLDEN ROAD MOTOR INN, INC. DBA ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT SPA
v. SUMONA ISL.AM AND MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC DBA GRAND SIERRA RESORT

Dear Stan:

1 wish to thank you for submitting to us your proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law (“FFCL”). In this correspondence, we will attempt to address the primary issues which we
believe are contained in the proposed Order which find no support in the Court’s decision and/or
the evidence adduced at trial. Specifically, we would offer the following suggestions regarding
your proposed FFCL:

1. With regard to Finding of Fact No. 4, I do not believe that the Court made any
determination regarding additional players obtained by Sumona Islam (“Islam”) during her
employment with the Atlantis that would or could be included in her “book of trade”. Rather,
although not a finding of fact during the Court’s decision, there was evidence adduced at trial that
she was introduced to and developed additional players during the term of her employment with the
Atlantis. 1do not believe the Court determined that the product of her work at the Atlantis could be
the basis for expansion of her “book of trade” which would be hers to share with any subsequent
employer. :

2. With regard to Finding of Fact No. 7, I am not aware of any evidence as to the
substance of the opinion rendered by Grand Sierra Resort (“GSR”) counsel to the GSR related to -
the enforceability of the contract.
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LAXALT & NOMURA

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Stan Johnson, Esq.
Cohen-Johnson, LLC
September 9, 2013
Page 2

3. With regard to Finding of Fact No. 10, it appears the factual statement is simply
inaccurate. There was no evidence indicating that Islam utilized her “book of trade” or drew
information from the document identified as her “book of trade” to enter information into the GSR
database. Rather, she denied utilizing the “book of trade” for that purpose and instead claimed to
have utilized the spiral notebooks she surreptitiously created while employed by the Atlantis.
Thus, this finding is in our view inconsistent with the decision of the Court and the evidence
adduced at trial. Similarly, although I do not recall it being addressed in the Court’ decision from
the bench, the evidence was, I believe, uncontradicted that Ms. Islam had identified well over 400
guests that she wished to be coded to her at the GSR, approximately 225 of which were added by
her to the GSR data base. '

4. With regard to Finding of Fact No. 17, the factual finding conflates two issues.
Although it is true that among the information misappropriated there existed a small number of
names that also existed in Islam’s “book of trade,” this was not a finding of the Court or, to my
recollection, discussed at all in his decision. Moreover, the injunction was not simply grounded
upon a violation of the Uniform Trade Secret Act, but also a violation of the Non-Compete
Agreement. '

5. I do not believe that the assertions of fact in paragraphs 20, 21 and 22 are supported
by the Court’s decision, though perhaps your recollection of the evidence is different than my own.

6. The reasons set forth in paragraphs 5 and 6 of Conclusions of Law supporting an
award of fees and costs were not set forth in the Judge’s Transcript of Decision and are not
supported by the evidence.

Please identify which of these issues you are willing to voluntarily address and we can then
make an educated determination as to whether to submit a competing Order.

Sincerely,

RAD/Imb
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H. Stan Johnson, Esq.
COHEN | JOHNSON Sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
702-823-3500 tel

702-823-3400 fax

September 18, 2013

Via Email: rdotson@laxalt-nomura.com

Robert Dotson, Esq.
Laxalt & Nomura, Ltd.
9600 Gateway Drive
Reno, Nevada 89521 ;

Re: Golden Road Motor Inn, Inc., et al v. Sumona Islam, et al.
Case No.: CVi12-01171
File No.: 120123

Dear Rob:

In regards to your letter of September 9, 2011 here is the information upon which we
relied in our findings of facts: ‘

4. At the time of her employment at Atlantis, Sumona provided a copy of
her “book of trade” to Atlantis which was incorporated into the Atlantis
data base. During her employment with Atlantis, she obtained additional
players whom she included in her “book of trade”.

This is based on the testimony of Steve Ringkob that a host’s book of trade belongs to the host
and who the Court noted testified “nothing is wrong with her taking this information wherever
she goes” The Court found that Exhibit 75 and 80 were identified by Ms. Islam as her book of
trade and the names of these people and their contact information were not trade secrets. This
supports the contention set forth above which was also supported by the testimony of Frank

DeCarlo.

7. She informed GSR of her non-competition agreement with Atlantis
and provided a copy of that document to GSR. GSR sent the document to its
counsel for review and received an opinion that the agreement was unenforceable

as written.

The Court noted that after the non-compete was provided to legal counsel for GSR, “the green
light” was given to hire Ms. Islam and GSR agreed to provide a legal defense as to a claim that
the non-competition agreement had been violated. We believe this provides evidentiary support

for the foregoing claim.

10.  Upon her hiring in January 2012, Sumona entered
certain information from her “book of trade” into the GSR database. This
consisted of approximately 200 guests, that she wished to be assigned to her
as a host based on her statement that she had prior relationships with these

individuals.
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This is supported by the Atlantis evidence of the names which were coded to Sumona Islam at
GSR. Of these names many were noted by Mr. McNeeley to have been included in either Ms.
Islam’s outlook book of trade provided to Atlantis from Harrahs or were coded to Islam during
her employment at Atlantis. Only names actually entered into the GSR database are relevant to
the claims against GSR. Whether or not Ms. Islam possessed additional names does not change
the fact that the contact information submitted to GSR was not a violation of the trade secret act.
It has also been testified to by Ms. Islam as well as Mr. Flaherty that Ms. Islam identified the
persons she submitted to GSR as coming from her book of business and that GSR was entitled to
take her at her word; also she denied ever showing any “spiral notebooks” to anyone at GSR.

17.  Atlantis knew that among the names it claimed were
misappropriated were names which were legally and properly included in
Ms. Islam’s “book trade” but despite this knowledge brought and obtained
an injunction preventing GSR from marketing to these individuals from
August 27, 2012 through the trial of this matter in 2013.

This claim is supported by the evidence of Atlantis’ non-retained expert who identified many of
the names claimed as being either on Sumona Islam’s outlook list or as having been hosted by
Sumona Islam at Atlantis. Mr. Ringkob’s and Mr. DeCarlo’s testified that Ms. Islam had the
right to take these names with her to GSR. Atlantis’ claimed that these persons provided the
basis for Mr. McNeeley’s damages calculations and were part of the injunctive relief granted in
August 2012, The fact that Atlantis knew this at the time of Mr. McNeeley’s initial report on
December 5, 2012 provides ample evidence of the truth of the proceeding. The fact that the
Plaintiff did not provide the information to the Court at the time the injunction was lifted
allowing Ms. Islam to be employed at GSR negates the claim that the issue of the non-compete
justified the conduct of Atlantis. Atlantis continued to enjoin GSR from marketing to these
names even though the restriction on Ms. Islam’s employment had been removed and
demonstrates subjective bad faith on the part of Atlantis.

20. Atlantis presented no credible evidence that GSR had
tortuously interfered with its non-competition agreement with Islam.
Atlantis knew that GSR had hired Ms. Islam based on its attorneys legal
opinion that the agreement was overly broad in denying Ms. Islam the right
to work in any capacity in any casino. Atlantis further knew or should have
known that the non-competition agreement was overly broad and
unenforceable and unenforceable as a matter of law but continued to
prosecute the claim.

21.  Atlantis presented no credible evidence that GSR
misappropriated any information constituting a trade secret and in fact
maintained the litigation and the injunction to include names of persons
which it knew and admitted at trial were legally in Ms. Islam’s book of
business and that she was entitled to provide to GSR.

22.  Atlantis continued and maintained the litigation against GSR
for misappropriation of trade secrets even when it knew that GSR was
acting in good faith by relying on Ms. Islam’s assertions concerning her
“book of trade” and knew that the customer information provided by Ms.
Islam was limited to the customers’ name, address, telephone number and

contact information.
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The Court found against Atlantis on all of the counts against it. Although the Court noted
that it found the GSR witnesses to be credible, it does not cite a single instance of credible
evidence against GSR presented by Atlantis. This supports the above findings.

As to our Conclusions of Law:

3. The failure of Atlantis to produce any credible evidence at trial that GSR
misappropriated trade secrets belonging to Atlantis constitutes “objective speciousness”. That
subjective bad faith is shown by the Plaintiff”s knowledge of certain facts as set forth in the
findings of facts above, the decision to move forward against GSR and the extent of the litigation
against GSR despite a lack of direct evidence against GSR. This is a sufficient basis for an
award of atiorney fees pursuant to NRS 600.060. Defendants are not required to prove a
negative and under the objective specious standard a lack of evidence in the record of
misappropriation; in addition (o the actions as set forth above; is enough to show that the claim
of misappropriation was made in bad faith (Sasco v. Rosendin Electric Inc., 143 Cal. Rptr. 3d
828, 207 Cal. App 4" 837 (CA 2012)) and entitles GSR to Attorney’s fees and costs in this
matler. :
6. That Atlantis sought, obtained, and maintained a preliminary injunction in this
matter that included names which Atlantis knew were not trade secrets under NRS 600A4.010 and
continued to maintain that injunction even when it knew that those names were art of Sumona
Islam’s personal book of trade in order to thwart competition for those players from GSR and
said conduct is evidence of bad faith entitling GSR to an award of attorney's fees and costs

The above is based on the fact that the Court stated: “Judgment in favor of GSR, fees and costs
of litigation against the Plaintiff.” Since the Court made this specific ruling, it is as proper for
GSR to note the probable basis for this finding as it was for Atlantis to expand on the Court’s
comment that it would enter injunctive relief against Sumona Islam. The presumption that the
Court had a legal and proper basis for its award of fees and costs is reasonable and proper.

Very Truly Yours,

H. STAN JOHNS®N, ESQ.

MTK/jsr
cc: Mark Wray
via email: mwray@markwraylaw.com
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