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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO 

176-20-714-126 	KHZARNAN YEREM 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO 

20120525: 031  

RECORDED 
DATE 

05/25/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Ovvnersl 	listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

AtSSSOf Map Aerial %now 	Com ant Codes . 	Current Ownership 

    

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 42 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

 RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

176-20-714-126 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20120217:01178 02/17/2012 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-126 GUSTAW JAMES 1 20070326:00935 03/26/2007 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-126 GARCEAU RICHARD & LINDA 20040930:05526 09/30/2004 JOINT TENANCY 

176-20-714-126 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTR.] 

635 

635 

635 

635 

63$ 

635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0687 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pe12&parcel=1. 	12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-127 	JANKOVIC BRANKA 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO 

20110415:02445 

RECORDED 
DATE 

04/15/2011 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 	Iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map 	AerI VIew 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 43 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

rent Owner ghip 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-127 RECHSTEINER PAUL E 20040930:00519 09/30/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-127 HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R. INC 20010427:0151a 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0688 

http://sandgate.eo ,elark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instanee=pc12&parcel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714429 	LEE SANG IM 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20111213:D3393 	12/13/2011 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. VESTING RECORDED 

DATE 

Clark County Assessor's Owners! 	istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

its5zsar Map 	A I.BI. Vicw 	Contrnent odes 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 43 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

Current Ownerc.A.I 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

D/STRI( 

175 -20-714 - 129 STIRLING ANTHONY 2005100703389 10/07/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176 - 20-714- 129 STIRLING ANTHONY & WHITNEY 20050714:04518 07/14/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-129 TURNER WHITNEY L 20040930:05608 09/30/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-129 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0689 

http://sandgate.co ,elark.nv,us/AssrRealProp/PareelHistory.aspx?instmace—pe12&parce1=1... 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners" 	Iistory 
	

Page I of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map ) Aerial Wow 
	

Certstsent Dattes 
	

Correia Ow /ship 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 44 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

 
 

 
 

 
 

176-20-714-132 8795 TRAVELING BREEZE TRUST 
	

2010042700132 	04/27/2010 	NO STATUS 	635 

PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRI ■ 

176-20-714-132 BANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 2010021600807 02/16/2010 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-132 WESOLEK WILLIAM E & PATTI 2004093005250 09/30/2004 
-4 

JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-132 HORTON D R INC 20010427701513. 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513. 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 2201,427. 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0690 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instame=pe12&parcel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl 	'istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe f  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

A$5.aSSt3t Map 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 45 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

Ownarshlp 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

      

L  176-20-714-134 SAENZ ORLANDO & SILVIA M 
	

20100909:02496 	09/09/2010 	JOINT TENANCY 	635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRIC1 

176-20-714-134 MURCH RACHEL L 20091214;01329 12/14/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-134 MURChf PATRICK 3 & RACHEL L 20061002:05477 10/02/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-134 REDMOND RACHEL L 20040928' 00764 09/28/2004 NO STATUS 635 

175-20-714-134 HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

175-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO UABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0691 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pc12&parce1=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-136 	FAIRWAY 12 L L C 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO 
20120222:02232 

RECORDED 
DATE 

02/22/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' `-listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

AtSesSot Map 
	

Aeriai Wow 1 Comment Codes 	Current Ownerekip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 46 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-136 ALPER EUOT A REVOCABLE TRUST 201110413:01058 04/13/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-136 ROSS ELLEN] 20040831;04145 08/31/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-136 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Oniy documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0692 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/PareelHistory.aspx?instanee=pc12&parce1=1.. . 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's O wners ! 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assesver nap 	Aerial VieW 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 46 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

Carrirlailnt Codes 	Current Ownership 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

      

176-20-714-137 AMATO ALFRED & ROXANNE 
	

20090825:04041 	08/25/2009 	30INIT TENANCY 	635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-137 BENEFICIAL MORTGAGE CO NV 20090612:00546 06112/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-137 CAICO GARRETT S & ALORA 20041115:00914 11/15/2004 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-137 COX CHRISTIAN C& CLAUDIA 20040831:04154 08/31/2004 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-137 HORTON 0 R. INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 IR INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:91513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0693 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv ,usiAssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance ----pc12&parce1=1 . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-139 	FAN MELODY 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20120928:06078 	I  09/28/2012 	No STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 	Iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe l  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

    

Ass-ptir Map_ 	A lel View 

 

Comntent Codes 	C rront Ov.friers tip 

     

     

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 47 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. • PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
D/STRIC 

176-20-714-139 FANNIE MAE 20120608:00561 06/08/2012 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-139 CRAME NINO C & M E REV UV TR 20060404:04607 04/04/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-139 CRAME NINO C 20050214:00552 02/14/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-139 EROGLU FIKRAN 20041217:01505 12/17/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-139 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	[ HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513,  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0694 

http://sandgate.co ,clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pc12&parce1=1..,  12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	istory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafei  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map 	Ae r I a iyiew 
	

Comment Codes I Current Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

FlION NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 48 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-144 
VOGEL CHERYL & PATRICIA 
HUGHES DENNIS W 

20090721:03774 07/21/2009 NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICI 

176 - 20 - 714 - 144 SCIURANO ALEJANDRO L 20040831:04139 08/31/2004 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176 -20 -714 - 144 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R. INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0695 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance ----pc12&parce1=1 „, 12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-142 	TILLMANN ANTHONY 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20110107:00953  

RECORDED 
DATE 

01/07/2011 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners! 	istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asseto .r Iv1.00 	Aerl1 Vhw 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 48 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

Conirriertt Codes L etireent 0  wriersFtii3 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

TAX 
DISTRIC 

176-20-714-142 20061102'01765 11/02/2006 NO STATUS 625 

176-20-714-142 SAF1YAD FATEMEH 2006011100974 01/11/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-142 KANAS JOHN S & RACHELLE V 20050224:04930 02/24/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-142 BERNIE DOUGLAS C & ELAINE T 20040907'02212 09/07/2004 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-142 HORTON DR INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0696 

http://sandgate.co.elark.nv.us/AssrRe  alProp/Pareeliiistory.aspx?instanee=pc12&pareel ----1... 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners 	--listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

  

    

Astesor Map 	Aerial View I Comma t Codes Curromt Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 49 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

176-20-714-145 GUARDADO STEVE & JESSICA 2012032002017 	03/20/2012 	JOINT TENANCY 	635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-145 MARCONI ELIZABETH 3 2004092902956 09/29/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-145 HORTON 0 R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0697 

http://sandgate.co.elarlcrw.us/AssrRealProp/PareelHistely.aspx?instanee=pe12&pareel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners l 	istory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

      

Assessor Map I Aerial Vie kW 

 

Comment Codes 	Current Ownership _ 

    

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 50 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT 

NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 1 

WS 

176-20-714- 
149 

MORTON GREG & 
MARY 20120831:03340 08/31/2012 COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF 

SURVIVORSHIP 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-149 SCHAFFERMAN LESUEJ 20080616:04332 06/16/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-149 HOUSEHOLD FINANCE REALTY CORP 20080314:01611 03/14/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-149 BRADY SEPTEMBER 20040908:00857 09/08/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-149 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513 04127/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0698 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pc12&parcel ---1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-153 	TORRES TUUE 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

2011042503175 	04/25/2011 F NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 

Assessof Map Aerial Wow Comment Codes 	rront OvenorvIrip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION 

     

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 51 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 
DOCUMENT 

NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

1 
DIS 

176-20-714-153 
ROGERS MICHAEL L Ek 
DARLENE E 20050425'01544 04/25/2005 COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF 

SURVIVORSHIP ( 

176-20-714-153 SIRCO L L C 20040908'01589 09/08/2004 NO STATUS ( 

176-20-714-153 RATNAM INDRAM R 2004083102493 08131/2004 NO STATUS ( 

176-20-714-153 HORTON D R INC 20010427'01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS ( 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS ( 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON, 

0699 

http://sandgate.eo.elark.rw.us/AssrRealProp/PareelHistoxy.aspx?instanoe=pc128cpareel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 52 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

1ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION 

CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-155 	AUPIED CELESTE F 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20090826:02667 

RECORDED 
DATE 

08/26/2009 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	ligtory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor IVImis 	Aerial iow ntent Codes Current Owners ,lp 

     

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO, 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING 
TAX 

DISTRI 

176-20-714-155 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 2001 90804:00262 08/04/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-155 BROWNE MATHEW JAMES 20040923:06550 09/23/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-155 HORTON D R INC 20010477:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 	._ 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0700 

http://sandgate.co.clark ,nv.us/AssrRealProp/PareelHistory.aspx?instance=pe12&parce1=1.,. 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners} 	istory Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe f  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map Aerial VIONY 
,  

coma'U Cedes  I  Current Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARUNGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21. UNIT 101 BLDG 54 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO, 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRI1 

1.76-20-714-160 
HUSSEY JAMES R FAMILY TRUST AGMT 
HUSSEY JAMES R TRS 

20120824:01161 08/24/2012 NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) . RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-160 ROYFE EUGENE 20060427:04437 04/27/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-160 STJOHN JUDIE L FAMILY TRUST 20060215:03710 02/15/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-160 STJOHN JUDIE 20041028'03267 10/28/2004 NO STATUS 635 
_ 

176-20-714-160 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HOR.TON ID R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0701 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	listory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe f  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asses.ser Map I Aerial View Comment Codes Current Ownorshlp 

    

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 54 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

      

176-20-714-161 SHAYNAY HOLDINGS L L C 20120621:02907 	06/21/2012 	NO STATUS 	635 

   

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

176-20-714-161 NAGELBERG HOLDEN I 20111117:02310 11/17/2011 JOINT TENANCY 

176-20-714-161 STINSON STEPHANIE JEAN 20041028:03918, 10/28/2004 NO STATUS 

175-20-714-161 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

TAX 
DISTR1C 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

0702 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners i 	listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe f  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assetsor Map 	Aerial View Corninoot Codes 	[ Current Ownership 

   

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 56 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

      

176-20-714-168 MCCULLY ROGER D & DAWN 
	

20089911;04119 	09/11/2008 	JOINT TENANCY 	635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-168 URENO DAVID) 20060117:03230 01/17/2006 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714468 URENO DAVID 3 20041130;04561 11/30/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-168 HORTON 0 R INC 29010427:01513 44/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	,HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR. ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0703 

http:/ /sandgate.co.clark.n.v.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance—pc12&parcel--1... 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners1 	istory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map Arsl View 	Comment Codes Corretif Owrthip 

    

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 56 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO, 
RECORDED 

DATE 
TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-166 
LIU IHONG 
WANG RUOMEI 

20100407:03514 04/07/2010 JOINT TENANCY 535 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-166 CRAIG CRYSTAL A 20041206 . 02570 12/06/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-166 HORTON D R INC 20010427'01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:0151a 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0704 

http;//sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pc12&parce1=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-173 	MARTIN DAVID E 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20120402:01511 	04/02/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 1 	Iistory 	 = 	Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assesser Map Aerial View Contra en/ Cades Currant Ownership 

 
 

  

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 58 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-173 WOODHOUSE-MARRIOTT MELISSA R 20041222:01962 12/22/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-173 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010422:01313 	_ 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0705 

http://sandgate.00.clark.nvus/AssrRealPropiParcelHistory.aspx?instance —pc12&parcel=1... 12/27/2013 



	

Clark County Assessor's Owners1- . - Tistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe l  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

Ases or Map 	A.riJ Vievv 
	

Comment Codet 	Currant Ownerstap 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 58 
SEC 20 TWP 22 FtNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-172 
MA YULONG 
CHEN VANESSA JEAN 

2011032502685 03/25/2011 JOINT TENANCY 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DO CUMENT NO. 
 RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

176-20-714-172 HENNING STEPHANIE.) PACE 20100618;02002 06/18/2010 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-172 PACE-HENN1NG STEPHANIE] 20060831:05190 08/31/2006 JOINT TENANCY 

176-20-714-172 MCCALL SHAWNA T 20050107:00475 01/07/2005 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-172 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRIC 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0706 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-179 	NELSON SABRINA 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20100125;02552 

RECORDED 
DATE 

01/25/2010 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 	iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asaesor Map Aerial View rrt Cods 	Current Ownership 

    

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 60 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING 
TAX 

D/STR.I. 

176-20-714-179 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20090910:01159 09/10/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-179 LITTELL NICHOLAS H 8i NATASA 20060310:03411 03/10/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-179 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D ft INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 10 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0707 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners 	listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

  

 

Assestiat Map Aerlal View 	C rrtment Cades Cur *ea Ovortorship 

    

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 62 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 	RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRI4 

176-24-714-184 1FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20120807:00784 	08/07/2012 NO STATUS 	635 

PARCEL NO. PR/OR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO, 

RECORDED 
DATE 

TAX 
DISTRIC 

176-20-714-184 WEBSTER JAMES F & OKSANA 20050216 . 02363 02/16/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-184 HORTON D R INC 20010427'01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 0 	• 4 	: 04/27/2041 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535 

Note: Orgy documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0708 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-186 	KENNEDY ELIZABETH 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20121211:01519 	12/11/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map D.12:11..)y.2_11 ,err 	Comment Codes 	I Currerit Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARUNGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 62 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTR/C1 

176-20-714-186 KENNEDY ELIZABETH 20080422 (14304 04/22/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-186 BANK WELLS FARGO N A IRS 20070604:02272 06/04/2007 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-186 CHAPMAN DAVID A & KELLY M 20050216:02357 02/16/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-186 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avallabte for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0709 

http://sandgate ,co.clark,nv.us/AssrRealProp/PareelHistory.aspx?instance=pc12&pareel=1... 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners1' .  Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

  

Cornroent Codes 

 

Assessor Map Aerie! VieW Current Ownership 

   

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 65 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO.  

176-20-714-193 STANDLEY CHRISTOPHER B & IFtYNA V 

I RECORDED 	RECORDED I 	 I TAX 
VESTING 	

,
1 DISTR.' DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE 

 	04/10/2008 1 )OINT TENANCY L 	635 

CURRENT OWNER 

PARCEL NO PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRI1 

176-20-714-193 ACE SECURITIES CORP HOME LOAN TR 20080206:02045 02/06/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-193 SOUTHWORTH BEVERLEY 20050629:05387 06/29/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-193 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427;01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0710 
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Clark County Assessor's Ownershi - -'story 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

A&sessor Map 
	Ar'I voc.8.0 	Comment Codes 	Current Owne•shi0 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 65 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-195 
Z G SPORT INC 20081030:03668 10/30/2008 NO STATUS 635 
MW 13EATRIX  

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRI. 

176-20-714-195 BANK H S 8 C USA NATL ASSN IRS 20080731:03045 07/31/2008 NO STATUS 625 

176-20-714-195 CABATANA LYDIA CASIMIRO 20071101:00202 11/01/2007 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-195 CABATANA ANTONIO C 8t MARIA V 20060523:03272 05/23/2006 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-195 CABATANA LYDIA C 20050629:05344 06/29/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-195 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2401 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427701513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO UABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0711 
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Clark County Assessor's Owner& listory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Corium a.rit oets 	Clirrtnt Ownership Ass-*-sur Map 	kerIal Vicw I 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 66 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 1 

: 
TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-197 
LW LYDIA & SHIN T 

20120523:0166 1 05/23/2012 JOINT TENANCY 
' 

635 LW ALBERT F  

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. . 

RECORDED 	
VESTING DATE 

TAX 
DISTRIC 

176-20-714-197 SECRETARY VETERANS AFFAIRS 20120420:00810 04/20/2012 I 	NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-197 BANK U S NATIONAL ASSN 20120207:02547 02/07/2012 	NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-197 FORD RANDALL JAY B. TAMARA 20100406:01832 04/06/2010 	JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-197 FORD RANDALL JAY 20080903:00923 09/03/2008 	NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-197 BANK WELLS FARGO N A TRS 20071022:02862 10/22/2007 	NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-197 SPIROPOULOS LOUIS T Z.0050829:05132 08/29/2005 	NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-197 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 	NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC t 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 	NO STATUS 63 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 	NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DEUNEATED HEREON. 

0712 
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176-20-714-199 	PATTERSON ALICIA II 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

2011021a:04438 	02/1.8/2011 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

llJUILEE"-  AVii....RR.■4111' 1/1,4ER RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' '-iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 

A.,asstY Map 	r41V1 Cornment Cods urrent Orchip  

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 -UNIT 101 BLDG 67 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RAG 60 

  

     

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-199 SHEETS FAMILY LIVING TRUST 20050630:02383 06/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-199 HORTON 0 R INC 2001E1427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 	j 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0713 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.usiAssrRealProp/ParcelHistoty.aspx?instance --,--pol2&parcel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-200 ICALLAHAN JOHN 3 Pi. FELIPA G 

RECORDED 	RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE 
20110202;01440 	02/02/2011 	JOINT TENANCY 

TAX 
DISTRIC 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 1 listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

littesot Map 
	rtal...View 	ConttutItt Code$ 	Current.- aw ratip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARUNGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 67 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

' 
PARCEL NO. 	PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

1 176-20-714-200 	CALLAHAN JOHN 3 
i 

20101123:02300 11/23/2010 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-200 	IBEBOUT ZACKARY 
1 

20050630:04830 06/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

1 
175-20-714-200 	=HORT0N D R INC 

i 
20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

175-20-710-007 	:HORTON D R INC 20010427:01533 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	!HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0714 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-202 	K 81. AALLC 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20111220:01231 	12/20/2011 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. VESTING 

RECORDED 
DATE 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 	listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

     

At$eM. p 	Aerizi View.  Cerraviagt Cs  J  1.  Current Owntrsitip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 68 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

   

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
i 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED I 
DATE VESTING 	! 

; 
TAX 

D/STRIt 

176-20-714-202 
■ 
KUO ALICE REVOCABLE LIVING TR 20111220;01230 12/20/2011 I NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-202 :CHEN ANNIE 

I 
20120216:01961 02/16/2012 JOINT TENANCY 1 635 

176-20-714-202 IDEWEES JACOB I 20050627:04216 06/27/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-202 
1 
:HORTON 0 R INC 1 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 !HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 

: 
:HORTON 0 5 INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 _L  NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0715 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners 1 -iistory 	 Page I of I 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

orreni Chiencrai 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 68 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

R CORDED 
DATE 

1 	
VESTING 

i 
TAX 

DISTRICT 
LII.) JUAN 176-20-714-203 iLIU WEN JUAN - 201207o6;03315 . 07/06/2012 JOINT TENANCY 

i 
1 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO, 
RECORDED 	1 

DATE VESTING 
• 
i 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

126-20-714-203 ALCANTARA LARCY NI 2005072901422 07/29/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-203 HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 I NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513 04/27/2001 . NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC I. 	20010427'015_13  04/27/2001 I NO STATUS . 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0716 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrReaRrop/Parcell-listory.aspx?instance=pe12&parcel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-206 'MORRISON  JASON 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20100303:03504 

RECORDED 
DATE 

03/03/2010 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe f  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Map 	 Vicw 	 li?Ylt Co!!!!„..  j Current OwnerOtip at  

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102. BLDG 69 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. 	PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

I 176-20-714-206 	PETERSON LAUREN 20050624:03951 06/24/2005 NO STATUS 635 

1 
176-20-714-206 	;HORTON 0 R INC 

1 
2001042.7;0513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	:HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	;HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0717 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parcelliistory.aspx?instanee=pen&parcel=1.. . 12/2712013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners' History 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

  

Aarlz1 vicw 
	 J 	trzeot Co 

 

fiL9s ,esor Current 0 orship. 

[ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
1 
! HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 70 
1 SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED j 

DATE 
VESTING 

Ft 
 TAX 

DISTIC 

176-20-714-210 
MARKHAM FAMILY TRUST 
MARKHAM STEVEN L & DIANE TRS 20091105:04149 11/05/2009 NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. 
i 	RECORDED 

PRIOR OWNER(S) 	
! 	DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

176-20-714-210 MARKHAM STEVEN L & DIANE 	 2009082801563 OB/28/2009 )0INT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-210 BANK INDYMAC FEDERAL F S B 	 2009051303512 05/13/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-210 TRUONG THOMAS H 	 1 	2005063D04819 06/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-210 
; 

HORTON D R INC 	 I 	20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 	 i 	20_ 	427:1k_.usu 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 	 1 	20010427;01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0718 
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PARCEL NO. 
CURRENT 	

CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-211 	!DIZAR CEM 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

1 
	

20090611:03740 

RR CC 00 RR DD EE DD 11 
	 TAX  DISTRICT 
06/11/2009 1 NO STATUS 	635 

Clark County Assessor's Ownersl - ' -Ili story 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

   
 

s,z.t vor Map 	Aerial Viv6 CPI:tuner:4 Coess Current OW *rship,  

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

NIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 71 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

 
 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRII 

L 
176-20-714-211 	,FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 

1  
20081124:04765 11/24/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-211 	HILLARD MARK 20050531:05402.  05/31/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-211 	]HORTON D R. INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-902 	HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0719 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' 'fistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asssstit Map 	,e 1 VICY1 
	

Currtst Owntrship 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 72 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING I 

	TAX 
I DISTRICT 

176-20-714-214 !WILLIAMS DEBORAH A 
	

20100112:03997  1  01/12/2010 	NO STATUS I 	635 

PARCEL NO. 	I 	PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 
I 

176-20-714-214 	!RICHARD JUSTIN T 
I 

20050519:04116 05119/2005 NO STATUS 635 

i 
176-20-714-214 	HORTON 0 R INC 

1 
2001,0427:01513 04/2712001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	!HORTON D R INC 1 	201310427J31513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	!NORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0720 

http://sandgate.co ,clark_nv.us/AssrRealProp/PareelHistory.aspx?instance=pc12&parce1=1... 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners' listory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

ae.L.O•tt.%,2T 	 1 Aeri4J Vicw 	— Corm-neat Coees 	C-tir trIt: wnership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH LAT BOOK 1 5 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 72 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

i 
. 

RECORDED 
DATE . VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-216 
ICC°OHEINN TDROUVS&T  SHEILA E TRS 

2009102000028 
, 
i 
1,_ 

10/20/2009 I 
1 

NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NitX 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 
1 

176-20-714-216 	■ COHN DOV & SHEILA E 
I 

20050526;04178 05/26/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-216 	'HORTON 0 R INC 
1 

20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	'HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	'HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are availabie for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0721 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx7instance=pc128zpareel=1 .„ 12/27/2013 



Page 1 of 1 

Home 	subscribe to newsfeed 	type size: A4- A- 	 .0 SKRRE .  

Residents Visitors Business About Clark County Elected Offici 

ePayrnents 

Clark County > Departments > Assessor > Property Records 

Assessor 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 
  

 

st,tor Map 	Aerl.  Vicve Cwranserat Coees 	Current OWINCISh 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

J-tIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 74 
;SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50 

 

PARCEL NO, 
CURRENT 	

CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-222 !FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 

RECORDED 	RECORDED 
	

TA: 
DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE 

	
DIST5 

20121025;00251,  I 10/25/2012 NO STATUS 	63! 

PARCEL NO. RECORDED PRIOR OWNER(S) 	
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-222 NING 71A QING 	 I 	20050505;03418 05/05/2005 NO STATUS 635 
I 

176-20-714-222 HORTON D R INC 	 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

175-20-710-007 HORTON 0 RING 	 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 	 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewinc 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

Jobs 	Site Map 	Contact Us 	Privacy Policy 	(I) 2010 Clark County, NV 	500 S. Grand Central Pkwy. 

0722 

VESTING 

http://www.clarkcountynv_gov/Depts/assessor/Pages/PropertyRecords.aspx?H---redrock&.. 12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 

175-20-714-221 IHUIBREGTSE ANTHONY 

Clark County Assessor's Owners"iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

AssoS.,....f2Y Map 	Aust.. Vicw 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 74 
SEC 20 -rwp 22 RNG 60 

C .arnrn N-st Ctrffts Curma. Ownveshi 

RECORDED 	RECORDED 	 1 	TAX VESTING 1 
DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE 	 I 	DISTRICT 
20111216:00206 	I 12/16/2011 	NO STATUS 1 	635 

I 
PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC1 

i 
176-20-714-221 	'HOVIOUS KATHLEEN A TRUST 

i 
20060124:03644 01/24/2006 NO STATUS 635 

, 
176-20-714-221 	HORTON 0 R INC 

1 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	!HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	:HORTON DR INC 20010477;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0723 

ht-tp://sandgate.eo.elark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instanee=pe12&parcel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners"-listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

   

 
 

tojm...1 	r:41  

  

. COttitterit Cages 	Currara . Ow. rsittip, 

 
 

   

 
  

   

!ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

IHIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT W3 BLDG 75 
SEC 20 TVVP 22 RN G 60  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 
176-20-714-225 ;BURROUGHS STEFANIE LEE 2010052402979 	05/24/2010 	NO STATUS 	635 

 

 
 

 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-225 3AGGI 3OHN & DIANE 20050429:04302 04/29/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-225 HORTON 0 R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTOP1 D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC i 1 20010427.01513  : 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0724 

http://sandgate.00.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.a.spx?instance=pc12&parcel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-227 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20120117:01935 	I 01/17/2012 I NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER 

ALNI TRUST 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 	listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

;At:set v.:01 Map 	Arii Vicw 	CompPet CrI 	L Currant Obp 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 76 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRI,  

176-20-714-227 1 COSTIA NICOLETA 
1 

20100203:00513 02/03/2010 NO STATUS 635 

1 
176-20-714-227 	

I
BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL 'TR CO TRS 20090918:00646 09/18/2009 NO STATUS 635 

1 
176-20-714-227 	1ROGERS lASONNI 20050502:05788 05/02/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-227 	HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	11-1012TON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	1-10R.TON D R INC 212010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0725 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrReaIProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pe128tparoe1=1.. . 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners} - 'Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

A.SSe t".**1 
	

Aerial Vcc 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 76 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 	RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 	 DATE 

VESTING 
TAX 

DISTRICT 

 
 

 

 
 

176-20-714-228 	IAFSHAR ZOHRE 
	

20120215:0016 	I 02/15/2012 	NO STATUS I 	635 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX  

DISTRICT 
I 

176-20-714-228 	;WONG WILSON F 0050503:05204 05/03/2005 NO STATUS 635 

1 

176-20-714-228 	:HORTON 0 R INC 
[ 

20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	IHORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	!HC)RTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0726 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners 3' History 
	

Page 1 of I 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assezir Map 	Pre riak Vicw 	Comment Coess 	I Currtili Chyrmrskip 

iASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

IHIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 77 
[SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

I 	RECORDED 
CURRENT OWNER 	1 1 	DOCUMENT NO 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-230 
MIRANTE ANTONIA 

 20120221:02733 02/21/2012 NO STATUS 635 FERRARA CATHY 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-230 HALVERSON MICHAEL 2010121302426 12/13/2010 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-230 BROOCK KONRAD 20050426:0337Z  04/26/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-230 HORTON DR INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 	j 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0727 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-239  STERBENS BARRY &TINA 

Clark County Assessor's OwnerF History 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Ast.t 	 A4riaI View 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION 
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 80 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

Cantrr eIlt Current Ownership 

RECORDED 	RECORDED1 	
VESTING 	 TAX 

DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE 	 DISTRIC1 
20110707:01734 	07/07/2011 ! JOINT TENANCY 	635 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO, 

' RECORDED 
DATE 

. 	
VESTING 1 

TX 
D STF 

176-20-714-239 STERBENS BARRY & TINA 20100802 . 02805  08/02/2010 NO STATUS/JOINT TENANCY 63! 

176-20-714-235 !STEINER NICOLE 20081202;02670 12/02/2008 NO STATUS/JOINT TENANCY 63! 
1 

176-20-714-239 ;BANK U S TRUST NATL ASSN IRS 20080708;03923 07/08/2008 NO STATUS 63! 

176-20-714-239 !CAMPBELL VICTORIA I 2005033L05720 03/31/2005 NO STATUS 63: 

f 
176-20-714-239 - HORTON D R INC 

1 
20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 63! 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 63! 
176-20-701-002 :HORTON D ft INC 20010427:01513  . 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 63! 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0728 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners! 	iistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessax  map 	 vkvi 	 fl CodeL." CtirrtntOwrhip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 82 
SEC 20 TVVP 2 . 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER I RECORDED I RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO I DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRI 

 
 

 

 
 

176-20-714-245 ABRAMSON BERL 0 & THEODORE 
	

I 20111216:01109 	12/16/2011 JOINT TENANCY 	635 

PARCEL NO. RECORDED PRIOR OWNER(S) 	I 	DOCUMENT NO. 
I RECORDED ' 
1 	DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-245 SILVER STATE SCHOOLS C U 20110919:02587 09/19/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-245 CARUSO JOSEPH T & DIANE 0 ,20050331:05597 03/31/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-245 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 I 	04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 ; 	04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  ; 	04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0729 
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11.,11111tEEAlir- 
trlY  

176-20-714-248 1 	..111111"7" (tilifNER 

MAO CHING-CHING 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20120907:01556 

RECORDED 
DATE 

09/07/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' T-listory 
	

Page 1 of I 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 

t-So.sur Map 	A .rlTView C*rnnisU Cs 	liTet Ownerstip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 83 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

     

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-248 	.BOCK0 BARBARA G 
1 

20050429:04309 04/29/2005 = 	NO STATUS 635 

1 
176-20-714-248 	1HORTON D R INC 

! 
20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	;HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	1 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0730 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners 1 	Tistory 
	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

et.f.-ejr Ntzp 
	

AR ri4i V PCNY 	tr.t Crce•eS 
	

Currtnt. Owrot,miti'p; 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 87 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

I 	RECORDED 
CURRENT OWNER iDOCUMENT NO, 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING 
TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-259 
COHN ERIC JOSHUA & DARREN IA  20101028:03175 10/28/2010 NO STATUS 635 
COHN EVAN MATTHEW 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRIC 

■ 
176-20-714-259 	'BANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20100907:00278 09/07/2010 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-259 	'GALLEGO RAYMUND R 20050531:05435 05/31/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-259 	HORTON D R INC 
1  

20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	1-ifiRTON D R INC 2001042701513 04127/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 	HORTON D R INC 20.10_4_2_7_01811. 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON, 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-254 	LIAO WEIMIN 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20120217:02128 

RECORDED 
DATE 

02/17/2012 I NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' -iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

MSetSur Map 	ArJVFcw 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 88 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

Cattunpnt CH 	I Current Ovemrship 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 	RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-264 B3ORNSTAD TIFFANY A 20050526:04202 	05/26/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-264 HORTON 0 R. ENC 20010427:01513 	04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 iHORTC)N D R INC 20010427:01513 	04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R, INC 20010427:01513 	., 	04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owner 	llistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

tr-sseSSul Map 	 View 	tenter:0ln Ces I Out-rent Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 68 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER  RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. , 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

I 
176-20-714-262 	

[WONG FAMILY TRUST 
WONG NELSON IRS 

20091211:01035 1 1 12/11/2009 NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 
, 

176-20-714-262 	,MOO LEELEAN 
1 20050603:03997 06/03/2005 NO STATUS 635 

1 
176-20-714-262 	;HORTON D R INC 

I 
20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	1-1ORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	;HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT OWNER VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO 

RECORDED 	I RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO 	 DATE  

635 
176-20-714-267 	MALEKI MEHRAD 20090625:04754 	05/25/2009 I NO STATUS 

Clark County Assessor's OwnerF' TTJistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Afts-.2 - sSca le-aP 
	 Vt 
	

Comment Cod.ts 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARUNGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 89 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) I RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

' VESTING TAX 
DISTRI 

176-20-714-267 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20090422:00484 04/22/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-267 JACOB VIRGINIA N 2005 TRUST I 20051.220:Q2425 12/20/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-267 JACOB VIRGINIA N 1 : 20050727:94859 07/27/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-267 HORTON D R INC i 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC i 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-273 	!KOTI HOMES L L C 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

2 120507:01699 

RECORDED 
DATE 

05/07/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' History 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asesrfr M-ap 

 

C 	C ees Curront Owne hip 

!ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

IHIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 91 
!SEC 20 TWA 22 RNG 60  

  

    

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S). RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO, 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRI,  

176-20-714-273 	KOTI HOMES I L C 20124430:02262 44/30/2012 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-273 	
i
CORWIN LAN THI 20091014:02752 10/14/2009 NO STATUS 635 

I 
176-20-714-273 	:BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO IRS 

I 
20090901:42408 09/01/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-273 	!MORALES RICHARD P IR 20050722:04847 07/22/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-273 	!HORTON 0 R INC 
1 

20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	; HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	:HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owner F' Ilistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Avtessol Map 	7rT v-17, 

 

C*mrekarn c e Ctictrent Owterstop 

    

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION 

   

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 95 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-284 1MENDENHALL STEPHEN 
	

20110218:05697 	02/18/2011 	NO STATUS I 	635 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

TAX 
 

DISTRICT 
, 

176-20-714-284 	
I
EQUISOURCE L I_ C 20101213:00067 12/13/2010 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-284 	CARRERE LIVING TRUST 20060914:04475 09/14/2006 NO STATUS 635 

I 
176-20-714-284 	ICARRERE MARCIA 20050518:03774 08/18/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-284 	1 HDRTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	!HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	iHORTON D R INC I 	2001,0427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-289 	1SORIANO NANCY C 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO 
20120118:Q0973 	01118/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners —Iistoty 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 97 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. 	PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-289 	ILEITE JULIANA 20050630:04807 06/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

i 
176-20-714-289 	, HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	,HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27(2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-290 	ILE LOUISLAM T 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20100308:05520 

RECORDED 
DATE 	I 

03/08/2010 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owner F-  'Llistoty 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

A-sses$ur Map Cott:treat Codes r Current Ownership Aerial Vicw 

1  ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 97 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PR/OR OWNER(S) 	
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX  

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-290 WILHOITE JEREMY 	 20100308:05518 03/08/2010 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-290 ) W W LIVING TRUST 	 20060630;02661 06/30/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-290 WILHOITE JEREMY W 	 20060120:01369 01/20/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-290 FITZEN DEANA M 	 20050711:03192 07/11/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-290 HORTON D R INC 	 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 	 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 	 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0738 

http://saudgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/PareelHistoty.aspx?instance- --pc128cparcel--1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-291 PALADIN HOLDINGS L L C 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20110819:04472 	08/19/2011 I NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO VESTING 

RECORDED 
DATE 

Clark County Assessor's Owners" History 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe l  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Ae4Qt Mp 	A.riaP Vicw 	 rnent Ceees 
	

C2 rren.f. Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 97 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

I 
PARCEL NO. 	1 	PRIOR OWNER(S) 

I 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

I 
176-20-714-291 	!JACKSON GUY 

I 
20110708:00617 07/08/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-291 	!SANDLER AMI S 
I 

20070730:04133 07/30/2007 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-291 	1 BRENNER RUTHIE 1 , 
20050630:02340  06/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-291 	:HORTON D R INC 
I 

20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	'HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	,HORTON 0 R INC 29010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-296 IERAMYA GHAYDA 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20090619:13510 	06/19/2009 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' History 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

4,,t.m.trit Map H. 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 99 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50 

Code$ 	Current Owtn-11119 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

176-20-714-296 	BANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20001023:05599 10/23/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-296 	SHAMBAUGH MEGAN 20050526:04308 08/26/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-295 	;HORTON 0 R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	:HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	;HORTON D R INC 20010427'01,11,1  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-301 	;LUBA' TRISHA 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO 

20070802:04135 

RECORDED 
DATE 

08/02/2007 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' 'Estory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assotevr Map II Aerial Vi 
	

Cortter=apt C -Pdes 	Cerrerat Ownorsitip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 101 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-301 	ISPENCER AMES P 
, 

20050829:05143 08/29/2005 NO STATUS 635 

i 
176-20-714-301 	;HORTON 0 P. INC 

i 
20010427:01513 04/2712001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	!HORTON 1D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 	:HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON, 

0741 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parcelllistoiyaspx?instance-- ---pc12&parcel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-305 	VALLEY NANCY ANN 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20130215:00841 	1 02/15/2013 I NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

Clark County Assessor's Owners listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

f V ic 	L Cpra.  tnc.nt Fode-s I Crrcrt  

IASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

1 HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 102 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60  

PARCEL NO. ' 	RECORDED PRIOR OWNER(S) 	
DOCUMENT NO 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING 
TAX 

DISTR., 

176-20-714-305 LAURSEN CARA 	 20080519:03156 05/19/2008 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-305 BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO MS 	20080312:0225¢ 03/12/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-305 GEBREMESKEL AMANUEL 	 20050930:K091 09/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-305 HORTON 0 R INC 	 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS = 	635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 	 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 	 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 _ NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON, 
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Clark County Assessor's Owner E' '71istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

fdap 
	

ship. 

;ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 104 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL. NO. 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-310 	I
BUDHRANI DEEPAK B 

iGARTZ DARWIN P 
20110927:05261 09/27/2011 )0INT TENANCY 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
7  RECORDED 	' 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-310 !CARNEY ROGER A 
I 

2005083103512  08/31/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-310 !HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 i  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 !HORTON 0 RING 20010427:01513 ' 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 [HORTON 0 R INC 20010422=513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' History 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

ritaP 
	

VIcW 
	

cr &hip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION 
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 105 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-315 
WELLS REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST 
WELLS CLARK R & SHIRLEY M TRS 

20100712;00753 07/12/2010 NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. RECORDED PRIOR OWNER(S) 	
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTR) 

176-20-714-315 WELLS CLARK R & SHIRLEY Pi 	 20100217:03174 02/17/2010 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-315 BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 	2010012802622 01/28/2010 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-315 BANK ONE WEST F S B 	 20090917:02910 09/17/2009 NO STATUS 63$ 

176-20-714-315 MEHTA TARVINDER S 	 20054831:06260 08/31/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-315 HORTON 0 R INC 	 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 	 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 	 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0744 
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Clark County Assessor's Owner f" History 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 

     

iktzatagr 

 

Aerial View =rent C.n,  es f Crrt O .wrriip  

 

     

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 107 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO 

RECORDED CURRENT OWNER I DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

 
  

  
 

 

176-20-714-320 	1FOLEY FRANCIS 20120125:04126 	01/25/2012 	NO STATUS I 	635 

 
 

  

 
 

 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

I 
176-20-714-320 	;TAU KENNETI-I W 0 

1 
20E11124103559. 01/24/2006 NO STATUS 635 

I 
176-20-714-320 	HORTON D R INC 

L 
20Q10427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	!ROR.TON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 tHORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Tistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

.01.4t*4;s0r Map 
	

Aerial Vicw 
	

ratumect Cdes 
	

Cirret Ow rivs-ship 

1 1ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

'HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 5LDG 108 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

I 	DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 1 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-322 	i
BANIEWICZ SANDRA H 

: HANSON MICHAEL H 

I 
I 	20110823:02738 

1 
08/23/2011 	i JOINT TENANCY 635 1 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 	. 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRI 

176-20-714-322 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20110315:02087 03/15/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-322 TUNG KATHERINE 20050927:04359 09/27/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-322 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
r 176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS i 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER 	

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

2509:03959 

RECORDED 
VESTING DATE 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 176-20-714-325 	iIRVING JOHN 

Clark County Assessor's Owners l'' History 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

A5ses..er Map 
	

A4 riai View 
	

Ca 
	

Catesj I ,  Current Ow ership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 109 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

• DISTRICT 

176-20-714-325 	BANK H S B C USA N A TRS 20080116:02384 01/16/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-325 	SCHWEIZER JONATHAN 
... 

20050928:04546 09/28/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-325 	IHORTON D R INC 
1 

20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-710-007 	HORTON D R /NC 20010477:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	iHORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September IS, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners Aistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asse Ser  Map 	Aerial View I Comment Codes 	Current Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 111 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-332 
LU JOSEPH 
GU ZHUHUA 

20091204:02228 12/04/2009 JOINT TENANCY 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO, 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-332 PAVUK MARTIN 20051230:05727 12/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-332 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO UABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-335 	MEYER JAMES 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20121210:03453 

RECORDED 
DATE 

12/10/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners: listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shale, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 
 

 

A 	of Map 	AenJVkw H Cprrimpat Czet C ottlt Owriesship 

[

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION 
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 112 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

 

 

PARCEL NO. 	 PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING 
TAX 

DISTRICT 
1 

176-20-714-335 	1QUIROZ ELOINA 
, 

20121009:01933 10/09/2012 NO STATUS 635 

i 	
M176-20-714-335 	• HOBAN A ELIA 3 1   20060131:03733 01/31/2006 NO STATUS 635 

i 
176-20-714-335 	:MORTON 0 R INC 

1 
20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 	;HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 	HORTON D R INC 0010427:01513  04(27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-339 	LIAO WEIMIN 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20120224:00526 	02/24/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

VESTING ECORDED 
DATE 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 1 	Ti story 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

  

    

t,,s5ssur= h=„p 	 Vi.Fw 
	p-trktneqn ez. -es 	 ttk OWrkZrShip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 113 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWN ER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING , 
TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-339 VANCLEVE ZACHARY 20060127:03592 01/27/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-339 HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON, 
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Docket 65456   Document 2014-12579



CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a 
Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself 
and for all others similarly situated, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

CASE NO.: A542616 
DEPT NO.: XXII 

(ELECTRONIC FILING CASE) 

D.R. HORTON, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

_ Jdronically Filed 
01/24/2014 04:21:22 PM 

0. 0 
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1 MSJD 
Joel D. Odou, Esq, 

2 Nevada Bar No. 007468 
jodouwshblaw.com  

3 Christina M. Gilbertson, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 009707 

4  cgilbertsonawshblaw.com  
Andrew V. Hall, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 012762 
ahallawshblaw.com  
WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6662 

Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC. 

D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware 
Corporation DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, 
ROE BUSINESSES or 
GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, 
inclusive, 

Defendants. 

D.R. HORTON, INC, 

Third-Party Plaintiff, 
V. 

ALENCO WINDOWS, ANSE, INC. 
d/b/a NEVADA STATE PLASTERING, 
CAMPBELL CONCRETE OF 
NEVADA, INC., CAMPBELL 
CONCRETE, INC., CIRCLE S 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, 
CREATIVE TOUCH INTERIORS, 
EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, INC. 
d/b/a EFFICIENT ELECTRIC, INC., 
DUPONT FLOORING SYSTEMS, 
EXPRESS BLINDS & SHUTTERS, 
FIRESTOP, INC., INFINITY BUILDING  
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EL D. ODOU 
vada Bar No. 007468 
RISTINA M. GILBERTSON 

evada Bar No. 009707 
ANDREW V. HALL 
Nevada Bar No. 012762 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, 
Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6652 
Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party 
Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC. 

PRODUCTS, LLC, INTEGRITY WALL 
SYSTEMS, LLC, K&K DOOR & TRIM, 

2 LLC, NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC., 
OPM, INC. d/b/a CONSOLIDATED 

3 ROOFING, QUALITY WOOD 
PRODUCTS, LTD, RISING SUN 

4 PLUMBING, LLC d/b/a RSP, INC., 
SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS, 

5 INC., SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, 
LLC, SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC., 

6 SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. d/bia 
SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE, UNITED 

7 ELECTRIC, INC. d/b/a UNITED HOME 
ELECTRIC, WALLDESIGN 

8 INCORPORATED, DOES 101 through 
150; and ROE Corporations 101 

9 through 150, 

10 
Third-Party Defen 

COMES NOW Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC. ("D.R. 

Horton") by and through its attorneys, the law firm of WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & 

BERMAN, LLP, and hereby submits its Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 

Against Subsequent Purchasers. 

This Motion is based upon the following Memorandum of Points and 

Authorities, the attached exhibits, and any oral argument that may occur at the 

hearing of this matter. 

DATED: JanuaryiA , 2014 
	

WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP 

By: 

0 07 
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By: 

NOTICE OF MOTION  

2 	PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that D.R. HORTON, INC. will bring the foregoing 
Feb. 

3 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on the 2 7   day of January, 2014, at  9 00  

4 am., in Department XXII, or as soon thereafter as Counsel can be heard. 

5 DATED: January , 2014 	WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP 

EL D. ODOU 
vada Bar No. 007468 

HRISTINA M. GILBERTSON 
evada Bar No. 009707 

ANDREW V. HALL 
Nevada Bar No. 012762 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, 
Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6652 
Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party 
Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC. 

0 08 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES  

2 

3 
	

INTRODUCTION  

4 
	

The instant matter involves Plaintiff, High Noon at Arlington Ranch 

5 Homeowners Association's ("Plaintiff), and claims of purported Construction 

6 Defects allegedly on behalf of the owners of the Common areas and 342 homes at 

7 the High Noon at Arlington Ranch project, which is a 114-building development in 

8 Las Vegas, Nevada (the "Subject Property"). Plaintiff commenced the instant 

9 matter by filing a Complaint against DR. Horton on June 7, 2007, rather than by 

10 serving a Notice as required by NRS §40.645. (See, Plaintiffs Complaint, dated 

11 June 7, 2007, attached hereto as Exhibit "A.") Plaintiff has asserted a myriad of 

12 claims regarding the Subject Property, including claims involving the common 

13 interest community, as well as the individual units owned by individual 

14 homeowners. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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in fact, Plaintiff specifically alleged: 

"The Association's members are collectively the owners,  in fee 
simple, of the Common Areas of the Subject Property commonly 
known as High Noon at Arlington Ranch." (Please see Exhibit "A," 
Page 2, paragraph 2, lines 5-6)(Emphasis Added). 

AND 

"Plaintiffs members are the individual owners  of the units within 
the Subject Property. Plaintiff brings this suit in its own name on 
behalf of itself and all of the High Noon at Arlington Ranch 
Homeowner's Association unit owners." (Please see Exhibit "A," 
Page 2, paragraph 4, lines 17-19)(Emphasis Added) 

However, since the Plaintiffs filing of the Complaint, 230 of the 342 

homeowners, on whose behalf the Complaint was filed, have sold their homes. 

(See, Summary of Ownership attached hereto as Exhibit "B" and County 

Recorder Property Records attached hereto as Exhibit "C.") As such, only 112 of 

the remaining homeowners owned their home at the time Plaintiff filed its operative 

0E09 
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1 Complaint. Further, as to the interior claims that this court has permitted to be 

2 pursued on a representative basis for a "sub-class" of no more than 192 home 

3 owners, 130 of these homeowners no longer own their homes and their purported 

4 "assignments" are irrelevant. Accordingly, the "subclass" of the 192 interior home 

5 owner claims should only be for 62 homeowners' claims as noted in the attached 

6 exhibits. The aforementioned is the basis of this motion. 

Specifically, Plaintiff is attempting to assert claims on behalf of all 

subsequent purchasers 1  who purchased their property AFTER  the case was 

commenced. As a matter of law, as discussed below, this is improper. Plaintiff did 

not commence this case on behalf of prospective homeowners and cannot 

represent the interests of any homeowner who did not own their home at the time 

the initial Complaint was filed. As such, Partial Summary Judgment should be 

granted and this court should find as a matter of law that Plaintiffs claims 

are limited to 112 homes for exterior claims, and 62 homes for interior claims 

pursuant to this court's prior rulings on the interior l*sub-class." 2  

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

Summary judgment is appropriate "when the pleadings and other evidence 

on file demonstrate no 'genuine issue as to any material fact [remains] and that the 

moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law." Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 

121 Nev. 724, 729, 121 P.3d 1026, 1029 (2005) (alteration in original) 

(quoting NRCP 56(c)). When deciding a motion for summary judgment, "the 

evidence, and any reasonable inferences drawn from it, must be viewed in a light 

1 Subsequent purchasers/homeowners refer to those who acquired title after Plaintiff's 
Complaint was filed. 

2 
 D.R. Horton makes this request without prejudice to its rights to challenge the claims 

being brought on a representative basis, both in scope and in law. These issues are not addressed 
here for the convenience of the court and the parties. 

28 

16 10 
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1 most favorable to the nonmoving party." Id. With regard to the instant matter, this 

2 Motion is not dependent on any disputable factual issues. The subject of this 

3 Motion is strictly an issue of law. 

4 

5 THE OWNERS, AT THE TIME THE COMPLAINT WAS FILED, ARE THE REAL  
PARTIES IN INTEREST TO BRING THEIR ALLEGED CONSTRUCTION  

	

6 	 DEFECT 	CLAIMS 

	

7 
	

It is black letter law that causes of action for alleged constructional defects 

8 do not follow the real property, upon transfer of ownership, and a subsequent 

9 purchaser does not automatically become the real party in interest to bring prior 

10 owners' claims. Plaintiff, pursuant to NRS 116.3102, has the right to represent the 

11 interests of homeowners, not to assert claims on behalf of buildings or real 

12 property. The Court must establish which represented party is a real party in 

13 interest to the claims asserted in a representative capacity by an association. 

	

14 
	

The law is explicit The real party in interest is the party who has title to the 

15 cause of action. 3  The rights of homeowners to recover for the damages suffered 

16 as a result of construction defect, prior to a sale of the defective property, are not 

17 extinguished due to a subsequent sale of the defective property. 

	

18 
	

In Logan v, Zimmerman Brush Co.,  455 U.S. 422, 428, 102 S. Ct. 1148, 71 

19 L. Ed. 2d 265 (1982), the United States Supreme Court recognized a cause of 

20 action is "a species of property protected by the Fourteenth Amendment's Due 

21 Process Clause." Further, Article I, Section 8(5) of the Nevada Constitution 

22 incorporates the due process requirement of the 14 th  Amendment of the United 

23 States Constitution, "No person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, 

24 without due process of law." Accordingly, the rights of the former owners can not 

25 simply be given to the current owners and then given to the Plaintiff herein. 

26 

	

27 
	

3 
Vaughn v Dame Construction Co. 223 Cal App. 3d 144, 148 (1990). 

28 
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The rights of persons who sue for construction defects to continue to 

2 maintain their actions after they sell the affected property was addressed in 

3 Vaughn v. Dame Const. Co. 223 Cal. App.3d 144, 272 Cal. Rptr. 261(1990), In 

4 Vaughn, a condominium owner sued the builder for damages for defective 

5 construction. While the suit was pending, she sold the condominium. The builder 

6 argued the plaintiff no longer had standing to continue the suit. The Appellate 

7 Court rejected this argument finding the prior owner had suffered damage to her 

8 property before the sale and the subsequent sale of the property did not 

9 automatically assign or transfer her cause of action for damages. Id. at 149, 272 

10 Cal. Rptr. 261, The Vaughn Court held: 

11 	 While ordinarily the owner of the real property is the party 
entitled to recover for injury to the property, the essential 

12 	 element of the cause of action is injury to one's interests in 

13 	 the property—ownership of the property is not.... Since it 
was [Vaughn's] interest in the property which was injured by 

14 	 [the contractor's] defective construction, she is the owner of 
the cause of action entitled to maintain the present action. 

15 
The Court went on: 

16 

The cause of action for damages as a result of injury to 
property, which was fully vested in plaintiff at the time of the 
injury, is personal property—not real property. The right to 
recover damages for injury to property, being personal 
property, may be assigned or transferred. There is no 
authority, however, for the proposition that the transfer of the 
real property automatically transfers plaintiffs personal 
cause of action. 

Id. at 148, 272 Cal.Rptr. 261 (citations omitted). 

As to subsequent purchasers rights, Vaughn explained: 

No one other than [Vaughn] can recover for the damages 
she sustained as owner of the property at the time the injury 
occurred. The fact that the property was sold after the 
damage occurred does not mean the new owners are now 
the parties entitled to recover for the damage suffered by 
[Vaughn] while she was the owner. In order for the new 
owners to maintain an action, they would first have to 

LEGAL:05708-0088/2854832.1 
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establish damage to their interests in the property, If, the 
new owners bought the property with full knowledge of the 
defective construction and presumably paid no more than 
the fair market value of the property in its defective condition, 
there is little likelihood that the new owners would or could 
assert the same claim as IVaughni 

	

5 	Id. at 148-149, 272 Cal. Rptr. 261 (Ins omilted.)(Emphasis added.) 

	

6 	The Vaughn  Court distinguished itself from Kriegler V. Eichler Homes, Inc.  

7 (1969) 269 Cal. App.2d 224, 74 Cal. Rptr. 749, where the subsequent owner of a 

8 home was permitted to maintain an action against the builder for defective 

9 installation of a radiant heating system. The Vaughn  Court explained this was not 

10 because the cause of action had accrued in the original owner and passed to the 

11 subsequent owner upon sale of the property, but because the heating system 

12 failed after the sale. Id. at 149, fn 5,272 Cal. Rptr. 261. 

	

13 	The right of a subsequent owner to recover for damage done to property as 

14 result of construction defect before the property was acquired was more recently 

15 addressed in Krusi v. S.J. Amoroso Construction Co.  81 Cal, App.4th 995, 97 Cal. 

16 Rptr.2d 294 (2000), where the Court determined not only was a subsequent 

17 owner's claim separate from its seller, its claim could not be essentially the same 

18 as its seller. In Krusi,  the seller of a building knew there had been leaks and floor 

19 deterioration due to defective construction prior to selling the building but believed 

20 the issues had been repaired. The buyer was unaware of the defects and the 

21 defects could not have been discovered without invasive inspection. After the 

22 sale, the leaks and floor deterioration increased in "frequency and magnitude" or 

23 as also described by the Court "there was a continuation, in increased form, of the 

24 same problems extent during the prior ownership." Id. at 1006. 

25 II I  

26 Ii i  

27 Ii i  

28 II I  
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

The buyers sued the contractor for the defects and the trial Court granted 

summary judgment because the causes of action which accrued to the prior 

owners were the same as those alleged by the subsequent owners. In that regard 

the Court recognized: 

..a duty may run from an architect, engineer, or contractor to 
a subsequent owner of real property. It does not mean that, 
in a case implicating damage to such property, once a cause 
of action in favor of a prior owner accrues, another cause of 
action against the same defendant or defendants can accrue 
to a subsequent property owner-unless, of course, the 
damage suffered by that subsequent owner is fundamentally 
different from the earlier type. Thus, if owner number one 
has an obviously leaky roof and suffers damage to its 
building on account thereof, a cause of action accrues to it 
against the defendant or defendants whose deficient design 
or construction work caused the defect. But, if that condition 
goes essentially unremedied over a period of years, owners 
two and three of the same building have no such right of 
action against those defendants, unless such was explicitly 
(and properly) transferred to them by owner number one. But 
owners two and three could well have a cause of action 
against those same defendants for, e.g., damage caused by 
an earthquake if it could be shown that inadequate seismic 
safeguards were designed and constructed into the building. 
Such is, patently, a new and different cause of action. 

Id. (Emphasis added.)4  

/I 

// 

/ I 

II 

23 

24 

25 

26 

/ I / 

/ 1 1 

27  II If this situation is applied to NRS Chapter 40, a new notice under NRS 40.645 would be 
required of owners two and three as it is a new and different alleged defect, 
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As Vaughn and Krusi make clear, and as due process dictates, a former 

2 homeowner cannot lose vested rights simply due to the sale of her property and 

3 subsequent purchasers do not simply step into the shoes of the prior owner. 5  

4 	Currently, only 112 of the 342 homeowners in this project owned their 

5 homes at the time the Complaint was filed on June 7, 2007. For the "sub-class" of 

6 192 interior claims, only 62 homeowners still own their homes. Regardless of 

7 whether or not the "Assignments" are valid or not (an issue not addressed here), 

8 this court has frequently observed that once a "claimant" sells his or her house, or 

9 otherwise transfers their interest in the property's title, that claimant no longer has 

10 a claim for construction defects that currently exist or continue to exist in the house 

11 as the claimant is no loncter an "owner" as defined by NRS '5'40.610. 

12 	Several units have had more than one subsequent purchaser since the 

13 Complaint was filed and numerous homes were foreclosed upon by lenders and 

14 subsequently sold to the current owners. Accordingly, the subsequent purchasers 

15 must prove their claims for construction defect were assigned from the former 

16 owners subsequent to the time the Complaint was filed (and in some cases 

17 assigned more than once) AND they must further establish damage to their 

18 interests in the property. "If the new owners bought the property with full 

19 knowledge of the defective construction and presumably paid no more than the fair 

20 market value of the property in its defective condition, there is little likelihood that 

2 

22 

2311 
5 The Nevada Supreme Court case, Anse, Inc v. Eighth District Court 124 Nev. 862, 

(2008) is not inconsistent. Anse clarified purchasers who were not original owners could maintain 
an action under Chapter 40 against a developer. Anse did not address when the second purchaser 
took ownership in relation to notice of the defects or the accrual of a cause of action. Anse merely 
stands for the proposition that Chapter 40 applies to owners after the original owner. Anse does 
not stand for the proposition that subsequent purchasers automatically stand in the shoes of the 
original owner absent an assignment and injury. 
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1 the new owners would or could assert the same claim as plaintiff." 6  Moreover, if 

2 the subsequent purchaser purchased the unit from a lender it is likely it took 

3 ownership with knowledge of the defects, for less than fair market value and in an 

4 "AS IS" condition. 

	

5 	Finally, Plaintiff will likely make an argument that the purported 

6 Assignments of claims by former owners to the HOA Plaintiff have somehow 

7 preserved these claims. In addition to the fact that the "Assignments" on their face 

8 took place after the commencement of the lawsuit, they are not irrevocable, they 

9 are not signed by the new homeowners to whom the Plaintiff seeks to bind, and to 

10 accept such an argument would give rise to issues of champerty and 

11 maintenance. 

	

12 	Further complicating this analysis is the fact that the Plaintiff HOA can not 

13 even provide access to all the homes wherein interior claims are being made. As 

14 the Plaintiff has shown time and time again, they have homeowners who have no 

15 interest in this litigation and have difficulty forcing them to participate/ Some of 

16 this is due to the fact that the claim is being brought on a representational basis, 

17 but a large part is equally due to the changes in ownership over the course of this 

18 litigation. A homeowner who permitted access to their home in 2007, in most 

6 Vaughn  at 149; Nevada law requires disclosure: NRS 40.688 (duty to disclose defects) 
and NRS 47.260(16) (disputable presumption the law has been obeyed). 

7 
As shown by prior motions, the HOA has had tremendous difficulty even when the case 

was commenced, in just providing access for defense inspections for homes that are being 
pursued in a representative capacity. These problems have not abated over the seven years that 
this case has been pending. Just this week another Third Party Defendant experienced the all too 
common tactic of having to pay an expert to "hurry up and wait." As shown in Exhibit "0" attached 
hereto, counsel for Firestop, Inc. had to pay to have an expert show up early in the morning then 
wait around all day to get into a home. While an Order can be fashioned in Discovery by the 

25 Special Master barring the Plaintiff HOA from pursuing interior claims as these non-compliant 
homes, such an Order does not alleviate the fact that the defendants have been inflicted with 
tremendous costs to simply try to defend the case and time and time again this issue has arisen. 
Moreover, such an Order provides absolutely no protection against multiple lawsuits over the same 
interior claims and does not address the problems associated with subsequent purchasers who 
bought or are buying their homes after the lawsuit was commenced. 

28 
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1 cases is not the same homeowner now that is being required to provide access. 

2 By the time that any repairs are performed by the HOA (assuming that they do 

3 repairs), there is simply no way to know who will own the homes that purportedly 

4 need repairs and whether or not they will permit strangers to enter their homes 

5 and perform this work. 

	

6 	As such, the Plaintiff should only be permitted to pursue claims on behalf of 

7 homeowners that owned their homes when this case was commenced and still 

8 own them now, all other claims should be dismissed. 

	

9 	 IV. 

10 PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT IS APPROPRIATE ON ALL CAUSES OF  
ACTIONS BROUGHT ON BEHALF OF HOMEOWNERS WHICH PURCHASED  

11 	 A SUBJECT UNIT AFTER THE COMPLAINT WAS FILED 

	

12 	A. 	Plaintiff Has No Standino To Assert Claims On Behalf Of 
Prospective Purchasers 

13 

	

14 	NRS 116,3102(d) provides an association can institute an action on behalf 

15 of itself and two or more unit owners on matters affecting the common interest 

16 community, Homeowners who purchased property after the Complaint was filed 

17 were not "unit owners" at the time of the Complaint was filed. Further, as a future 

18 owner's damages cannot be identical to those of its seller, the damages a future 

19 owner may have once the property is purchased cannot "affect the common 

20 interest community" prior to the time the damages are suffered. Therefore, 

21 Plaintiff had no standing under NRS 116.3102(d) to institute an action on behalf of 

22 prospective owners. 

	

23 	Additionally, in D.R. Horton v. District Court ( First Light It  125 Nev. 449, 215 

24 P.3d 697 (2009), when determining an association had standing to assert claims 

25 that affect individual units, the Court stated: 

	

26 	Our conclusion is further supported by section 6.11 of the 
Restatement (Third) of Property and its commentary.... 

	

27 	Comment a. to section 6.11 of the Restatement explains: 

28 
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Id. at 457 (emphasis added). 

	

4 	Plaintiff does not meet any "normal standing requirements" in this case with 

5 respect to the individual units which were purchased after the litigation 

6 commenced. Under such circumstances, an association's standing to bring suit 

7 on behalf of individual members is only as good as the standing of the members 

8 on whose behalf it acts. At the time of the Complaint, no one other than the 

9 individual owners themselves would have had standing to assert claims for their 

10 homes. For homeowners who came later, they were prospective plaintiffs and 

11 would not be able to satisfy normal standing requirements. The Complaint was 

12 brought on behalf of "the owners" (Exhibit "A," paragraph 2 and 4) not the 

13 "prospective buyers" as that would clearly not meet the "normal standing" 

14 requirements discussed above. Accordingly, Plaintiff has never had any standing 

15 to prosecute claims on behalf of homeowners yet to come (after the Complaint 

16 was filed) and standing under NRS 116.3102(d) does not cure this problem. 

	

17 	Further, this type of litigation for prospective future purchasers was rejected in 

18 Independent Roofing Contractors of California Unilateral Apprenticeship 

19 Committee v California Apprenticeship Counsel,  114 Cal. App.4th 1330, 9 Cal. 

20 Rptr.3d 4250 (2003). In that case an organization challenged geographical 

21 restrictions placed on its new programs by a state apprenticeship counsel in part 

22 on the grounds it violated the rights of apprentices. The Court stated "An 

23 association may have standing on behalf of its members (independent of any harm 

24 to itself) only if their rights are threatened as a result of a challenged action. The 

25 class of people whom the geographical restriction affects are prospective 

26 apprentices, not apprentices already enrolled in the Independent Roofers 

27 Program... These people thus do not in any sense belong to Independent Roofers. 

28 
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1 The various constitutional claims as a result must be assessed solely for their 

2 effect on Independent Roofers." 114 Cal. AppAth at 1341, 9 Cal. Rptr.3d at 484, 

3 	While it may be said Plaintiff currently has standing to assert an action on 

4 behalf of those which became unit owners after the Complaint was filed, they did 

5 not have standing to assert prospective claims on behalf of prospective owners  at 

6 the time the Complaint was filed. Therefore, Plaintiff cannot obtain recovery on 

7 behalf of any owners which purchased after the Complaint was filed on the 

8 grounds the Complaint was intended to include claims on behalf of future 

9 members. The Plaintiff's Complaint addressed only damages to current 

10 owners.  Subsequent purchasers, individually, or represented by Plaintiff would 

11 have to file a new Complaint (hopefully preceded by a new Chap. 40 Notice) 

12 alleging new damages. 

13 	EL 	Allowing Plaintiff to Represent Homeowners Who Purchased 
after the Complaint was filed would Violate the Rights of 

14 	 Defendant and the Rights of the Post-Complaint Homeowners  

15 	Plaintiff represented specific homeowners at the time the Complaint was 

16 filed. Those represented at the time of the Complaint cannot automatically change 

17 on any given day after that filing. To allow such unchecked fluidity of represented 

18  parties would violate defendants' rights. Defendant has the right to know whose 

19 exact claims are being asserted against it. Without such knowledge, its ability to 

20 prepare a defense with respect to any individual homeowner would be laid to 

21 waste. 

22 
	

Further, a new owner cannot automatically be forced to take part in litigation 

23 or have its post—complaint claims represented by an HOA simply because it 

24 purchased a residence within a common-interest-community. Should a new 

25 homeowner discover defects in their home, in which Plaintiff did not include in its 

26 Complaint, the new homeowner would be precluded from acting independently 

27 andior obtaining relief for such defect(s). Moreover, there may be homeowners 

28 who purchased their home after the Complaint was filed based on the belief that 
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the subject home was not defective at all. Those homeowners should not be 

forced to participate in a litigation with which they do not agree and should not be 

forced to put a potential purchaser on notice of pending litigation if that 

homeowner does not believe his property suffers from any defect. 

Perhaps the most important reason why a subsequent purchaser should not 

be forced into litigation, however, is that doing so subjects an unsuspecting 

homeowner to a degree of liability should the homeowner's "representative" fail to 

recover from a defendant. It is unconscionable that a subsequent purchaser 

should be liable for any claim an unpaid expert makes against her or a defendant 

makes for fees and costs when the defendant has not even agreed to be involved 

in litigation. 

Consider the testimony of one homeowner, involved in this matter, who 

purchased a unit after the Chapter 40 Notice was issued and litigation 

commenced: 

Q. When you bought the home, did you know that it 
was in a community that's in a litigation? 

A. No. 

See, Deposition Transcript of homeowner, Ernest 
Lindberg, at pgs. 20:23-25 and 21:1, attached hereto 
as Exhibit "E.." 

Q. When did you first learn that? 

A. At the first meeting of the board when I discovered I 
was going to be stuck being the president [of the 
HON. 

See, Exhibit "E" at pg. 21:2-5 

Q. It's my understanding that the Nancy Quon firm filed 
a lawsuit against the homeowners association. Are 
you aware of that? 

A. I'm aware of that. 

See, Transcript at Exhibit "E" at pg. 23:5-8 

28 
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I 
	

Q. Who are the claimants that you are aware of —the 
experts that have made a claim for fees against the 

2 
	

association? 

3 
	

A. I don't remember their names. 

4 
	

See, Transcript at Exhibit "E" at pg. 24:9-12 

5 
	

Here, this homeowner, who later became the HOA Board President, did not 

6 even know his home was involved in litigation when he purchased it. As Mr. 

7 Lindberg is an attorney, it seems like he would be the type of homeowner to be 

8 aware of such a fact if there were significant defects in the interior of his home. 

9 Further, he purchased his home without knowing there are claims against his 

10 Association that may personally affect him, as the Quon experts were not paid. 

11 These facts raise due process issues for a subsequent purchaser as a buyer 

12 should not be subjected to the risks of litigation without making an informed choice 

13 to do so. As such, without accepting an assignment from a former owner (seller), 

14 which outlines all risks involved in entering litigation, to claim that a subsequent 

15 purchaser "step into the shoes" of the former owner is not only a violation of case 

16 law, but also an unconscionable violation of their Due Process Rights. 

17 
	

For the reasons previously mentioned, having an ever-changing group of 

18 homeowners represented in this action would violate Defendant's rights under 

19 NRS Chapter 40, force new homeowners to have claims they may have against 

20 Defendant limited to those raised in the current suit, force homeowners to disclose 

21 or litigate claims they may contend do not exist in their own home, and expose 

22 homeowners to liability that they aren't even aware of. As such, this Court should 

23 find Plaintiff's "representation" may not include individuals which became 

24 members of the community after the Complaint was filed and grant summary 

25 judgment as to any claims brought on behalf of the post-Complaint homeowner 

26 members identified in Exhibit B. 

27 1 I 1 

28 I I I 
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By: cx 
EL D. ODOU 
ada Bar No. 007468 

RISTINA M. GILBERTSON 
vada Bar No. 009707 

ANDREW V. HALL 
Nevada Bar No. 012762 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, 
Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6652 
Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party 
Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, iNC. 

CONCLUSION  

On the date the Complaint was filed, Plaintiff had no standing or authority to 

act on behalf of anyone other than those who were current owners of a home 

within the Subject Property. This is how they plead it in their Complaint and this is 

the law in Nevada and elsewhere. The law also explicitly requires claims to be 

pursued on behalf of the real party in interest, not some future parties that will 

come later. As to those homeowners that purchased homes within the subject 

community after the date of the Complaint, they do not "step into the shoes" of the 

prior owners as these claims. To permit Plaintiff to pursue claims in a 

representative basis on behalf of ever changing homeowners in this litigation 

would violate numerous legal doctrines discussed above, and violate the 

defendant's and the potentially unwilling homeowner's rights. 

For the foregoing reasons, D.R. Horton request the Court grant summary 

judgment in this case as to any claim under which Plaintiff is seeking to recover on 

behalf of homeowners who purchased units after the initial Complaint was filed. 

DATED: Januar(Li 2014 	WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP 
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AFFIDAVIT OF ANDREW V. HALL IN SUPPORT OF  
D.R. HORTON, INC.'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

STATE OF NEVADA 
) ss 

COUNTY OF CLARK 	) 
4 

	

5 	ANDREW V. HALL, ESQ. being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 

	

6 	1. 	I am an associate at the Law Firm of Wood, Smith, Henning and Berman, 

7 LLP, counsel for the Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, D.R. Horton, Inc., (hereinafter "D.R. 

8 Horton") in this matter. 

	

9 	2. 	I am making this Affidavit in support of D.R. Horton's MOTION FOR 

10 PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT. 

11 	3. 	On June 7, 2007, Plaintiff commenced the instant matter by filing a 

12 Complaint against D.R. Horton asserting a myriad of construction defects related to the 

13 common areas and individual units within the subject property. (A true and correct copy 

14 of Plaintiffs Complaint is attached hereto as Exhibit "A.") 

	

15 	4. 	Plaintiffs Complaint specifically alleged "Rjhe Association's members are 

16 collectively the owners, in fee simple, of the Common Areas of the Subject Property 

17 commonly known as High Noon at Arlington Ranch," and "Plaintiffs members are the 

18 individual owners of the units within the Subject Property. Plaintiff brings this suit in its 

19 own name on behalf of itself and all of the High Noon at Arlington Ranch Homeowner's 

20 Association unit owners." (See, Exhibit "A," Page 2, paragraph 4, lines 17- 

21 19)(Emphasis Added) 

	

22 	5. 	Since Plaintiffs filed its operative Complaint, 230 of the 342 homeowners, 

23 on whose behalf the Complaint was filed, sold their homes. I had a printout made of the 

24 relevant parcel ownership history, from the Clark County Assessor's records, for each of 

25 the 230 homes that are the subject of the instant Motion. (True and correct copies of the 

26 County Recorder Property Records, for the subject 230 homes, are attached hereto as 

27 Exhibit "C.") 

28 
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1 	6. 	To assist this Court in its evaluation of the Clark County Recorder Property 

2 Records, my office prepared a matrix of the information included in the Records be 

3 prepared. This matrix includes a list of the subject 230 homes by address and current 

4 homeowner. Additionally, the matrix includes each homes corresponding original close of 

5 escrow date and the home's most recent close of escrow date related to the current 

6 homeowner. (D.R. Horton's matrix is attached hereto as Exhibit "C.") I compared this 

7 matrix to the printouts attached as Exhibit "B" and, to the best of my knowledge, the 

8 matrix is accurate. 

	

9 	7. 	Based on my analysis of the Clark County Recorder Property Records and 

10 the related matrix, it is my belief that only 112 of the current homeowners owned their 

11 home at the time Plaintiff filed its operative Complaint. 

	

12 	8. 	It is also my belief that, as to the interior claims that this court has permitted 

13 Plaintiff to pursue, on a representative basis, for a "sub-class" of no more than 192 home 

14 owners for which Plaintiff has obtained assignments of claims, 130 of these homeowners 

15 no longer own their homes. Accordingly, only 62 of the homeowners, that provided an 

16 assignment to Plaintiff to pursue interior claims related to their home, still own their 

17 property. 

	

18 	9. 	D.R. Horton and I believe Plaintiff is attempting to assert claims on behalf of 

19 the subsequent purchasers, who purchased their property after the case was 

20 commenced. As a matter of law, as discussed in the foregoing points and authorities, 

21 this is improper. 

	

22 	10. 	Additionally, D.R. Horton and Third Party Defendants continue to be 

23 prejudiced by Plaintiffs continual failure to provide access to the subject properties to 

24 inspect so that the defending parties may prepare a proper defense. The defending 

25 parties have been forced to show up early to inspections, just to wait around all day to get 

26 into a home or be denied access altogether all while incurring significant costs in doing 

27 the same. (See, Third Party Defendant, Firestop's correspondence to Special Master 

28 Floyd Hale, A true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "D.") D.R. 
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30. 	Based upon the foregoing and the points and authorities filed concurrently 

herewith, D.R. Horton requests that its MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

be granted. 

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT. 

SUBSCRIBKaND SWORN to befo 
this 24th  d4 of. January, 2014. 

HAELAM. TPOD 
...otery Pubtic - stew of Nevada 

Appointment Recorded In Cu Cow Ay 7 

Nay Appointment 'Expe'es on NA 24, 20.1114 
933712- 1  

1 Horton and I believe that the cause of various homeowners' failure to allow access to 

2 their homes is related to the homeowners' avoidance of being involved in litigation. 

3 
	

11. In some cases, homeowners were not even aware their homes are involved 

4 in litigation when they purchased it. (See, Deposition Transcript of homeowner, Ernest 

5 Lindberg, at pgs. 20:23-25 and 21:1, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto 

6 as Exhibit "E.") D.R. Horton and I believe that Plaintiffs maintenance of litigation on 

7 behalf of non-consenting homeowners severely violates the due process rights of 

8 homeowners in the subject community as doing so forces new homeowners to have 

9 claims they may have against Defendant limited to those raised in the current suit, forces 

10 homeowners to disclose or litigate claims they may contend do not exist in their own 

11 home, and exposes homeowners to liability that they are not even aware they may be 

12 subject to. 
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COMP 
NANCY QUON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6099 
JASON W. BRUCE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6916 
JAMES R. CHRISTENSEN, ESQ. 

4 Nevada Bar No. 3861 
QUON BRUCE CHRISTENSEN LAW FIRM 

5 2330 Paseo Del Prado, Suite C101 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 
(702) 942-1600 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

7 

8 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA 

9 

10 

	

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH ) 
	

CASE NO.: 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a 	) 

	
DEPT. NO.: 

Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself ) 
and for all others similarly situated, 	) 

	

) 	COMPLAINT 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

v. 	 ) 
) 
) 
) 

D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware 	) 
Corporation DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, ) 
ROE BUSINESS or GOVERNMENTAL ) 
ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive, 	 ) 

) 
) 
) 

Defendants. 	 ) 
) 

COMES NOW Plaintiff, HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION, a Nevada non-profit corporation, by and through its counsel, Quon Bruce 

Christensen, and upon information and belief, hereby complains, alleges, and states as follows: 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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I. PARTIES 

2 	1. Plaintif, High Noon at Arlington Ranch Homeowners Association ("Plaintiff"), is a 

non-profit corporation organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 

4 Nevada, and has its principal place of business within the County of Clark, State of Nevada. 

5 	2. The Association's members are collectively the owners, in fee simple, of the 

6 Common Areas of the Subject Property commonly known as High Noon at Arlington Ranch. 

7 The Common Areas of the Subject Property include the entire property, except the separate 

8 interests therein, as well as all facilities, improvements, and landscaping located within the 

9 Common Areas. 

10 	3, The Association has the responsibility to maintain the Common Areas of the Subject 

11 Property. Additionally its members have the duty, responsibility and obligation to paint, 

12 maintain, repair and replace all structures and appurtenances, including but not limited to, 

13 buildings, outbuildings, roads, driveways, parking areas, fences, screening walls, retaining walls, 

14 landscaping, exterior air-conditioning components, including, but not limited to, paint, repair, 

15 replacement, and care of roofs, exterior building surfaces, building framing, and other exterior 

16 improvements within the Subject Property. 

17 	4. Plaintiff's members are the individual owners of units within the Subject Property. 

18 Plaintiff brings this suit in its own name on behalf of itself and all of the High Noon at Arlington 

19 Ranch Homeowners Association unit owners. The constructional deficiencies and damages 

20 resulting therefrom are matters affecting the High Noon at Arlington Ranch Common Interest 

21 Community. If it is subsequently determined that this action, and/or any claims within the scope 

22 of this action, should more properly have been brought in the name of each individual unit owner 

23 or as a class action, Plaintiff will seek leave to amend this Complaint to include unit owners 

24 and/or Class Representatives. 

25 	5. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant, D.R. HORTON, INC., was and remains a 

26 business entity doing business in the County of Clark, State of Nevada. 

27 	6. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant DR. HORTON, INC., a Delaware Corporation 

28 ("Defendant"), was engaged in the business of planning, developing, designing, mass producing, 
0628 
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building, constructing, and selling residential real property in the County of Clark, State of 

2 Nevada, and was the owner, developer, general contractor, and seller of the Subject Property. 

	

3 
	7. As the owner, developer, general contractor, and seller of the Subject Property, 

4 Defendant was directly responsible for the planning, design, mass production, construction, 

5 and/or supervision of construction of the Subject Property and, therefore, is responsible in some 

6 manner for the defects and deficiencies in the planning, development, design, and/or construction 

7 of the Subject Property, as alleged herein, and Plaintiff's damages related to such defects and 

deficiencies. 

9 
	8. The true names and capacities of Defendants sued herein as DOE INDIVIDUALS I- 

0 100, ROE BUSINESS or GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1 - 100, inclusive, and each of them, are 

presently unknown to the Plaintiff and therefore are sued under fictitious names.' 

	

12 
	9. The DOE INDIVIDUALS 1- 100, and ROE BUSINESS or GOVERNMENTAL 

13 ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive, and each of them, are responsible for the planning, development, 

14 design, mass production, construction, supervision of construction, and/or sale of the Subject 

15 Property and, therefore, they are responsible in some manner for the defects and deficiencies in 

16 the planning, development, design, and/or construction, inspection and/or approval of the Subject 

17 Property as alleged herein, and Plaintiff's damages related to such defects and deficiencies. 

	

18 
	

IL GENERAL ALLEGATIONS  

	

19 
	

10. The Subject Property is located in the County of Clark, State of Nevada. A site map 

20 of the Subject Property is attached hereto as Exhibit I.  The Community is composed of 342 

21 residences contained in 114 buildings. Sales of residences began in 2004 and continued through 

22 2006. 

	

23 
	11. At all times relevant herein, Defendants, including DOE and ROE INDIVIDUALS 1- 

24 100 or ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100, were the officers, agents, employees and/or 

15 representatives of each other in doing the things alleged herein and in so doing were acting in the 

26 scope of their respective authority and agency. 

	

27 
	

12. Defendants, and each of them, (excluding, however, ROE GOVERNMENTAL 

28 ENTITIES 1 - 100 unless hereinafter specifically included), undertook certain works of 

0629 
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improvement upon the undeveloped Subject Property, including all works of development, 

2 design, construction and sale of the Subject Property, products, and individual units therein to the 

3 general public, including the Plaintiff, its members and/or their predecessors in interest. 

4 
	13. Defendants were merchants and sellers with respect to the Subject Property, non- 

5 integrated products, and all individual units therein, which are the subject of this action as 

described above. 

7 
	14. By reason of the sale, transfer, grant and conveyance to Plaintiff and its members, 

8 Defendants impliedly warranted that the Subject Property and all individual units therein, were of 

9 merchantable quality. 

10 
	15. Defendants failed to properly and adequately investigate, design, inspect, plan, 

11 engineer, supervise, construct, produce, manufacture, develop, prepare, market, distribute, supply 

12 and/or sell the Subject Property, non-integrated products and all individual units therein, in that 

)3 said Subject Property, non-integrated products and individual units therein have experienced, and 

14 continue to experience, defects and deficiencies, and damages resulting therefrom, as more 

15 specifically described below. 

16 
	16. The defects and deficiencies include, but are not necessarily limited to, structural 

17 defects, fire-safety defects, waterproofing defects, civil engineering/landscaping, roofing, stucco 

18 and drainage defects, architectural defects, mechanical defects, plumbing and HVAC defects, 

19 sulfate contamination, acoustical defects, defects relating to the operation of windows and sliding 

20 glass doors, and electrical defects. 

21 
	17. The Subject Property may be defective or deficient in other ways and to other extent 

not presently known to Plaintiff, and not specified above. Plaintiff reserves the right to amend 

23 this Complaint upon discovery of any additional defects or deficiencies not referenced herein, 

24 and/or to present evidence of the same at the time of trial of this action. 

25 
	

18. Due to the failures of Defendants and the defects, deficiencies, and resulting 

26 damage, the Subject Property has been adversely impacted so as to diminish the function of the 

27 Subject Property and individual units thereon, thereby affecting and interfering with the health, 

28 safety and welfare of the Plaintiff and its members, and their use, habitation and peaceful and 
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quiet enjoyment of the Subject Property. 

19. Plaintiff alleges generally that the defects and deficiencies as described above are, 

among other things, violations or breaches of local building and construction practices, industry 

standards, governmental codes and restrictions, manufacturer requirements, product 

specifications, the applicable Building Department Requirements, Chapter 523 of the Nevada 

Administrative Code, and the Uniform Building Code, National Electrical Code, Uniform 

Plumbing Code, and Uniform Mechanical Code, as adopted by Clark County and the City of Las 

Vegas at the time the Subject Property was planned, designed, constructed and sold. 

20. The deficiencies in the construction, design, planning and/or construction of the 

Subject Property described in this Complaint were,known or should have been known by the 

Defendants, including the ROE GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES at all times relevant hereto, 

.21. All of the claims contained in this Complaint have been brought within the 

applicable Statutes of Repose and/or Limitations. 

22. Plaintiff alleges generally that the conduct of Defendants, including the ROE 

GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES, was and remains the actual, legal and proximate cause of 

general and special damages to Plaintiff. 

III. FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Breach of Implied Warranties of Workmanlike Quality and Habitability) 

23. Plaintiff hereby incorporates and realleges Paragraphs 1 through 22 of the Complaint 

as though fully set forth herein. 

24. Defendants expressly and impliedly warranted that the Subject Property, components 

and associated improvements, were of workmanlike quality, were safely and properly constructed 

and were fit for the normal residential purpose intended. 

25. Further implied warranties arose by virtue of the offering for sale by Defendants of 

the Subject Property to Plaintiff and its members, without disclosing that there were defects 

associated with said property, thereby leading all prospective purchasers, including Plaintiff and 

its members, to believe that there were no such defects. 

26. Defendants gave similar implied warranties to any and all regulatory bodies who had 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

I I 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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to issue permits and/or provide approvals of any nature as to the Subject Property, which were at 

2 all relevant times defective and known by Defendants to be so defective. 

	

3 
	27. Defendants breached their implied warranties in that the Subject Property was not, 

4 and is not, of workmanlike quality, nor fit for the purpose intended, in that the Subject Property 

5 was not, and is not, safely, properly and adequately constructed. 

	

6 
	28. Defendants have been notified arid have full knowledge of the alleged breaches of 

7 warranties and Defendants have failed and refused to take adequate steps to rectify and/or repair 

8 said breaches. 

	

9 
	29. As a proximate legal result of the breaches of said implied warranties by Defendants 

10 and the defective conditions affecting the Subject Property, Plaintiff and its members have been, 

11 and will continue to be, caused damage, as more fully describe herein. 

	

12 
	

30. As a further proximate and legal result of the breaches of the implied warranties by 

13 Defendants and the defective conditions affecting said Subject Property, Plaintiff and its 

14 members have been, and will continue to be, caused further damage in that the defects and 

15 deficiencies have resulted in conditions which breach the implied warranty of habitability. 

	

16 
	

31. Plaintiff incorporates by reference, as if set forth herein, the particular statement of 

7 damages described in the prayer for relief. 

	

18 
	

32. Plaintiff is entitled to recover damages pursuant to NRS 116.4114. 

	

19 
	

33. Plaintiff has been required to retain the services of Quon Bruce Christensen to 

20 prosecute this matter and is entitled to an award of attorney's fees based thereon, 

	

71 
	

34. Plaintiff is entitled to recover its attorney's fees, costs and expenses pursuant to 

22 NRS 116.4114, 

35. The monies recoverable for attorney's fees, costs and expenses under NRS 40.600 et 

seq. and NRS 116 et seq., include, but are not limited to, all efforts by Quon Bruce Christensen 

25 on behalf of Plaintiff prior to the filing of this Complaint. 

26 

27 

28 
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IV. SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Breach of Contract) 

2 	
36. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 35 of the 

3 Complaint as though fully set forth herein. 
4 	

37. On various dates, each of the Plaintiff's members and Defendants entered into a 

5 written contract pursuant to which Plaintiff's members would purchase a unit in the Subject 

6 Property and Defendants would sell a code-compliant and habitable unit to purchasers. 
7 	

38. Plaintiff and its members have at all times performed the terms of the contract in 

8 the manner specified by the contract, except those terms which could not be fulfilled without 

9 fault attributable to Plaintiff or its members. 
10 	

39. Defendants have failed and refused, and continue to refuse to tender its 

11 performance as required by the contract in that said units were not and are not in a habitable and 

12 code-compliant condition. 
13 	

40. Said contracts contain a provision that if the subject of the contract should go to 

14 litigation, the prevailing party is entitled to attorneys' fees and costs. 
15 	

V. THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
16 
	

(Breath of Express Warranties) 

17 
	41. 	Plaintiff incorporates and realleges paragraphs 1-41 hereof by reference as though 

18 fully set forth herein. 

19 
	42. 	When marketing and selling the residences and improvements and appurtenances 

20 thereto to the general public and to Plaintiff and its members, Defendants, with the exception of 

21 ROE GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, by and through their agents or employees, expressly 

22 warranted by verbal, written and demonstrative means, that the design and construction of said 

23 residences and improvements and appurtenances thereto, were designed and constructed free 

24 from defect or deficiency in materials or workmanship in compliance with applicable building 

25 and construction codes, ordinances and industry standards, and are fit for human habitation. 

26 
	

43. 	By designing and constructing the residences, improvements and appurtenances 

27 incident thereto in a defective and deficient manner violating building and construction codes, 

28 ordinances and industry standards then in force as described herein above, Defendants breached 
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said express warranties made to Plaintiff and its members. As a proximate cause of Defendants' 

conduct, Plaintiff and its members have and continue to suffer damages which include, without 

limitation, the cost to repair the defects and deficiencies in the design and construction of the 

residences and improvements and appurtenances thereto, which are now and will continue to 

pose a threat to the health, safety and welfare of Plaintiff, its members, their guests and the 

general public until such repairs are effected. Said damages are in excess of $40,000.00 (Forty 

Thousand Dollars) and continuing. 

44. Plaintiff is entitled to damages pursuant to NRS 116,4113. 

45. As a result of Defendants' breaches of express warranties, Plaintiff has been 

compelled to retain the services of the Quon Bruce Christensen Law Firm in order to comply 

with statutory requirements prior to litigation and to institute and prosecute these proceedings, 

and to retain expert consultants and witnesses as reasonably necessary to prove their case, thus 

entitling Plaintiff to an award of attorneys fees and costs in amounts to be established at the time 

of trial, 

VI. FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Breach of Fiduciary Duty) 

46. Plaintiff incorporates and realleges paragraphs 1-45 hereof by reference as though 

fully set forth herein. 

47. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Defendants, with the 

exception of ROE GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES, inclusive, were the promoters, developers and 

creators of the Association. In said capacities, Defendants served as directors and officers of the 

Association, exercising direct and indirect control over the administration, management and 

maintenance of the Association and its property, including but not limited to the Common Areas of 

the Subject Property. As such, Defendants were obligated to maintain and repair said Common 

Areas and the improvements and appurtenances incident thereto as the fiduciaries of all Association 

members. 

48. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that, as regards the sale of 

the units and accompanying interests in the Common Areas of the Subject Property, Defendants 

3 

4 

5 

6 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

97 

28 
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owed a fiduciary duty to disclose material facts pertinent to the condition and desirability of said 

property which were neither known to nor reasonably discoverable by Plaintiff or its members at the 

time of purchase, including the costs of maintaining and repairing same. Said fiduciary duties were 

4 continuing in nature, including the duty to disclose to Plaintiffs members the nature and existence 

5 of any defects of deficiencies in the design or construction of the Subject Property, the Common 

Areas thereof and the improvements and appurtenances incident thereto. 

7 
	49. 	Defendants breached their fiduciary duties by failing and refusing to disclose the 

8 existence and nature of such defects to Plaintiffs members, by failing and refusing to repair said 

9 defects, and by failing and refusing to take necessary action to have those responsible for the defects 

10 and deficiencies in design and construction repair, or pay to repair, said defects and deficiencies. 

Because Defendants and each of them were in some manner directly responsible for the 

12 development, design and construction of the Subject Property, the Common Areas thereof and 

13 improvements and appurtenances incident thereto, Defendants knew or should have known of said 

14 defects and deficiencies therein at or before the commencement of sales to the public, and their 

15 failure to disclose, repair or pay to repair said defects and deficiencies constitutes an act of self- 

16 dealing in reckless disregard for the health, safety and well-being of Plaintiff and its members. 

17 
	50. 	Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Defendants have further 

18 breached their fiduciary duties by (1) entering into agreements, contracts and financial arrangements 

19 contrary to the best interests of the Association, (2) entering into unauthorized transactions resulting 

20 in losses to the Association, (3) maintaining conflicts of interest with the Association and failing to 

21 disclose said conflicts, (4) negligently and recklessly handling of Association revenues, income and 

22 accounts to the detriment of the Association, (5) promoting a marketing scheme that directly 

23 benefitted Defendants to the detriment of the Association, and (6) failing to collect adequate 

")4 assessment income and prepare adequate operating budgets to meet the reasonable repair and 

25 maintenance needs and related Association needs. 

26 
	51. 	As a proximate cause of Defendants' conduct, Plaintiff and its members have 

27 suffered and continue to suffer damages, including without limitation, the cost to repair the defects 

28 
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and deficiencies in the design and construction of the Subject Property, the Common Areas thereof 

2 and the improvements and appurtenances incident thereto, which are now and will continue to pose 

3 a threat to the health, safety and welfare of Plaintiff, its members, and their guests and the general 

4 public until such repairs are effected. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that 

said damages are in excess of $40,000.00 (Forty Thousand Dollars) and continuing. 

6 
	52. 	Defendants' breaches of the fiduciary duties owed to Plaintiff and its members were 

7 was at all times malicious and undertaken with the intent to defraud and oppress Plaintiff and its 

8 members for Defendants' own enrichment, thus warranting the imposition of punitive damages 

9 sufficient to punish and embarrass Defendants, and to deter such conduct by them in the future. 

10 
	53. 	As a result of Defendants' conduct, Plaintiff has been compelled to retain the 

11 services of the law firm of Quon Bruce Christensen in order to comply with statutory requirements • 

1", 
 prior to litigation and to institute and prosecute these proceedings, and to retain expert consultants 

13 and witnesses as reasonably necessary to prove their case, thus entitling Plaintiff to an award of 

14 attorneys' fees and costs in amounts to be established at the time of trial. 

15 	
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendants as follows: 

16 	
1. 	For general and special damages all in an amount in excess of $10,000.00; 

17 	
2. 	For such other relief that the Court deems just and proper, including, but not 

18 	
limited to equitable relief. 

19 

20 Dated this 

 

day of June, 2007. 

QUON BRUCE CHRISTENSEN '71 

  

22 

NANCY QUWESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6099 
JASON W, BRUCE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6916 
JAMES R. CHRISTENSEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 3861 
2330 Paseo Del Prado, Suite C-101 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
(702) 942-1600 
Attorneysfar Plaintiff 

23 

24 

25 

27 

28 
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EXHIBIT C 
LEGAL:05000-0676/2631509.1 	 0644 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-003 	RICHARDSON JANET M 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20120511:00152 	05/11/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 	Estory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asseter Map I Aerial View .  

 

rnrnent Codes I Current OW11CfStii p 

   

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 1 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-003 YEATTS JAMES W JR 20080807:02085 08/07/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-003 BANK H S B C USA N A TRS 20080604:01731 06/04/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-003 BLUE OCEAN TRUST 20071004:00825 10/04/2007 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-003 GRUMHURD ROB T 20060321:03789 03/21/2006 NO STATUS 635 
_ 

176-20-714-003 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0645 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=p012&parce1=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-007 	HALL DAVID 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20061110:03658 

RECORDED 
DATE 

11/10/2008 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's OwnersY iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 
 

 

dUsessor Map 1 Aerial View ent Codes I I Current Owrier&hip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 3 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIt 

176-20-714-007 BANK H S 8 C USA N A TRS 20080707:02550 07/07/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-007 MORALES LORAINE V & JAMES 8 20051026:03183 10/26/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010421:01513 	04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 	I 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0646 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pc128zparce1=1..,  12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-008 	TON GORDON 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20100915S1166 

RECORDED 
DATE 

05/15/2010 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners"-iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map 
	

Aerial View 
	

Comment Codes 
	

ettrrent Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 3 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-008 TUNG HENRY KUOHEN 20060210:02556 02/10/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-008 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0647 

http://sandgate ,co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance —pe12&pareel=1... 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners" History 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

A$OessOr Map 	Aeriolyivw 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 4 
SEC 20 -nAlp 22 RNG 60 

Comment Codes 	I Carrara Ownoroidp 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

 
 

 
 

 
 

176-20-714-010 LPSK ENTERPRISES L L C 2012120703337 	12/07/2012 	NO STATUS 	635 

 

 
 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO, 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
D/STRIC 

176-20-714-010 BANK U S NATIONAL ASSN TRS 2012092102339 09/21/2012 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-010 KOBES LUCAS 2005120102.148 12/01/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-010 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0648 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pc12&pareel=1.. . 12/27/2013 



CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-013 	M1SKA L C 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20100315:0243Q 	03/15/2010 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Ownersl- 	istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

, Assessor  Map I I  erl& View Comment CndeN Current Ownership 

     

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 5 
SEC 20 TVVP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-013 LOMEU MIGUEL 20051025:03082 10/25/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-013 HORTON D R INC 70010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D P. INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0649 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parce  storyaspx?instance=pc128zparoel=1... 12/27/2013 



Clark County Assessor's Owners' -Tistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asses.vor Map ArJa! Vpcw L ,  Cainunent Cods 	Curt-rat Own ship 

  

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 5 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 	RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRI1 
176-20-714-014 !STEPHEN KIMBERLY L & DANIEL. C 

	
20071116:03468 	11/16/2007 	JOINT TENANCY 	635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-014 BANK NEW YORK IRS 20071031:03255 10131/2007 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-014 BURGOS PRYMROSE D 2050124:03655 01/24/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-014 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0650 

http://sandgate.co  clark. nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory  .aspx?instanee=pc12&parc el= I... 12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO.  

176-20-714-015 

CURRENT OWNER 

HAPKA RENAE K 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20091230:02590 

RECORDED 
DATE 

12/30/2009 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners', " - Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

  

    

Asstssor Map I Aerial %flew 1 Contnte•nt Cott Current Ownership 

  

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 5 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RUG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

176-20-714-015 MARTIN GEOFF 20060331:04763 03/31/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-015 MARTIN GARY A et LINDA D 2006033104762 03/31/2006 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-015 MARTIN FAMILY TRUST 20060125:04191 01/25/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-015 HORTON D R INC .20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

     

 

Assessor Map 

 

Aerial View I Comment Co-des Current ewrierstip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21. UNIT 102 BLDG 6 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

      

176-20-714-017 MURRAY FRED W IR et KELLY E 20081001:01238 	10/01/2008 	JOINT TENANCY 	635 

     

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

176-20-714-017 BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20080618:01062 06/18/2008 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-017 GUNN APRIL R 20051103:03519 11/03/2005 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-017 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:0151.3  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0652 

hap ://sandgate.co  . dark, nv ,us/AssrRealProp/P arcelflistory .aspx?instance=pc12&parce1l. ,. 12/27/2013 

TAX 
DISTRI 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 



Clark County Assessor's Owners 	Tistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

AsseSsor Map Aerial View 	Comntent Codes Cti rrlopnt Ownerthip , 	_ 	, 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARUNGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 8 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC1 

176-20-714-024 
GHOLAMI FARHAD 
Comments: C-20130318:3365 

20081231:03309 12/31/2008 NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-024 SUMMERS JOHN W 20051230:05634 12/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-024 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0653 

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance —pc12&parce1=1... 12/27/2013 



CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-034 	WU HAO YU 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20110728:03715 

RECORDED 
DATE 

07/28/2011 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Iistory 	 Page 1 of I 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Av5essar Map Aerial View _  Curren- Ownorship 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 uNrr 101 BLDG 12 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-034 NO LOOKING BACK L I C 2011Q714:03189 07/14/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-034 SARKISSIAN KOGARIK 20050831:03583 08/31/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-034 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Tistory 	 Page 1 of I 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

essar Map Carrie-tent C es 	Current Owners 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21. UNIT 101 BLDG 14 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

   

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

       

176-20-714-040 LPSK ENTERPRISES L L C 20120425:02529 	04/25/2012 	NO STATUS 	635 

   

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-040 MONTECARLO INVESTMENTS L L C 20110712:02481 07/12/2011 NO STATUS 63$ 

176-20-714-040 KELLI KERI 20050831:03486 08/31/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-040 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0655 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-044 	OGLE BREANNA 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20101202:02889 

RECORDED 
DATE 

12/02/2010 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asser%spr Map = Aerial View rortirnent Cedes Curr ership 

      

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 15 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-044 AKHAVAN PARIVASH 20050919!03091 09/19/2005 NO STATUS . 	635 

176-20-714-044 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0656 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-047 	X1ONG MING 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20120720:03050 	07/20/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

Clark County Assessor's Owners/ 	listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 

Assessor Map 	Aerial View 
IfF 

Continent Coffet CU Front Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 16 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

 
 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRK1 

176-20-714-047 CLOYD HSIU H & JOHN 0 20120720:03042 07/20/2012 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-047 CLOYD HSIU H 2_00_0648:02253 06/08/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-047 CLOYD JOHN 0 & HSIU H 20050920:03707 09/20/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-047 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON ID R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0657 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' "Iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

 

otkerf41 VieW 

 

Comment Ccides I Current Owners 

 

  

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 17 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

D/STRIC 

 
 

 
 

 
 

176-20-714-044 TAKAHASHI MASAI 8L AYUMI 20081217:03758 	12/17/2008 	JOINT TENANCY 	635 

 

 
 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRI,  

176-20-71.4-049 BANK H S B C USA NATL. ASSN IRS 20081104:03859 11/04/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-049 MANIKIS GIRARD P 20050825:0400X 08/25/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-049 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC ,20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:0151.3 _ 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0658 
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Clark County Assessor's OwnersT 	Iistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

      

AsSOr.tot Map I Avri20 Vtew . 	. ntetlEtE.1.5_ Current .Crvenershlp 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 18 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 
DOCUMENT 

NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 1 

DM 

176-20-714- 
054 

TABAEE MIKE A & SUSAN 
P 

20100616:03488 06/16/2010 
COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF 

SURVIVORSHIP t 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
 RECORDED 

DATE VESTING 

176-20-714-054 PICARD PAMELA K 20100616:03487 06/16/2010 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-054 PICARD ERIC R & PAMELA K 20080529:01789 05/29/2008 JOINT TENANCY 

176-20-714-054 PICARD ERIC R 20080529:01788 05/29/2008 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-054 PICARD ERIC R REVOCABLE UV TR 20020413:00824 04/19/2007 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-054 PICARD ERIC 20050823:04983 08/23/2005 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-054 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 	. 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

Note; Only documents from September 1, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

TAX 
DISTR/P 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

   

 

Assossor Map  I Aerial view Co roorst Codes trent Owraer6-hip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 18 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 	RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 	DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRI 

      

176-20-714-052 HAWKINS WARREN DAVIS & DEBORAH K 20121206:02347 	12/06/2012 NO STATUS 	635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-052 BOYER RONALD 20121109:03219 11/09/2012 NO STATUS 635 
, 

176-20-714-052 GAILEY BRIAN S 20050825:03961 08/25/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-052 HORTON DR INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON DR INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0660 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	istory 
	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

Assessor Map 	Aerial View 
	

Comment Corie 	Curront Owner Op 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 19 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-057 
GARDNER MIKE 
MORELAND SUE ANN 

20100304 . 01962 03/04/2010 JOINT TENANCY 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC1 

176-20-714-057 BANK NEW YORK MELLON IRS .20091029:04064 10/29/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-057 HOUSE NATHANIEL 5 20050825:0395$ 08/25/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-057 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20 10427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0661 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' 'listory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe f  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map I Aerial View 
	

Com- 1et-4 Cedes 	Curre Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 19 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 
DOCUMENT 

NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING 1 
DIS 

176-20-714- 
055 

YAMANO HIROYOSHI & 
MAYUKA 20091113:03735 11/13/2009 

commuNtry PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF 
SURVIVORSHIP 

PARCEL NO. PR/OR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-055 VESTEDSPEC INC 2009102600956 10/26/2009 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-055 CRANE 3EVON 20Q50826:0 291 08/26/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-055 HORTON D R INC 20010422:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  34/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-058 	ULJAR SAN3A 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20110617:01821 

RECORDED 
DATE 

06/17/2011 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

A$5e-sSur Mop Aerial Viow 

 

C *intent Codes Current Ownership 

     

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PACE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 20 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO, 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-058 CASSIDY MARY ANN El-AL 20050914:02991 09/14/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-058 VERDERAME JERRY 20050725:04183  07/25/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-058 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0663 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-059 	KIM TM SON 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20100216:00051 

RECORDED 
DATE 

02116/2010 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners! 	Hstory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

A$ses dr Map 	Aeri View .1 	Cervirnont , Codes_ . 	Curre 	ierthip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 20 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-059 MCCLARNAN TIMOTHY A 20050916+02779 09/16/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-059 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON ID R INC 111111MMIMMill 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 63 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 0O10427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Oniy documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-063 	ALACHADZHYAN LEVON 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20130319:01982 	03/19/2013 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners' 	Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map Ara l V Wvo I Comment Codes Current O!*r9Jp 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 21 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 
DOCUMENT 

NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 1 

DIS 

176-20-714-063 
FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
MORTGAGE CORP 

20121220:01618 12/20/2012 NO STATUS ( 

175-20-714-063 BAILITZ RICHARD M 20070803:02394 08/03/2007 COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF 
SURVIVORSHIP ( 

175-20-714-063 GAMBINO SAM & PATRICIA 20060823:01625 08/23/2006 JOINT TENANCY f 

176-20-714-063 GAMBINO SAM D & PATRICIA 20051123:02650 11/23/2005 JOINT TENANCY f 

176-20-714-063 GAMBINO SAM 0 & PATRICIA 20050726:05084 07128/2005 JOINT TENANCY f 

176-20-714-063 HORTON OR INC 2001Q427: 01513 04127/2041 NO STATUS f 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS ( 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS f 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0665 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-062 	LEVY RAM 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20081229:03362 

RECORDED 
DATE 

12/29/2008 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Ownersl 	Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map, 	Aerial View 

 

Comment Co-deS Current Ownership 

   

'

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 21 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-062 SANK H S B C USA NATI. ASSN IRS 200810D5:0422,1 10/06/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-062 STENBERG Ot-GA 20050729:05171 07/29/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-062 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 2001042701513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

0666 
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersl 	Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe l  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

     

A$$4$02' Map 	Aerial View Contrnoitt Codes 

 

Current Ownership 

      

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 24 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

      

176-20-714-071 FER.NANDEZ CARLITO & CERES 
	

20110718 . 02503 	07/18/2011 	JOINT TENANCY 	535 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

 RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

176-20-714-071 LANE JOYCE ANN 20110718:02502 07/18/2011 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-071 LANE FIELDING R & J A JR. REV TR 20110718:02501 07/18/2011 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-071 LANE FIELDING R 8k J A JR REV TR 20070319:02649 03/19/2007 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-071 LANE FIELDING R JR. & JOYCE A 2005032503639 03/25/2005 JOINT TENANCY 

176-20-714-071 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:0151a 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 

TAX 
DISTRI1 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners' - listory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asrse4seir Map I Aerial VieW 
	

Comment C4de5; 
	

Currtot Ownthlp 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 24 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 	RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO 	DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIf 

176-20-714-070 WOODLEY WILLIAM & MICHELLE 20111220:03257 	12/20/2011 j  JOINT TENANCY 	635 

    

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-070 FINNEGAN SEAN & KAREN L 20050902:02753 09102/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-070 FINNEGAN SEAN 0 200503)0:04897 03/30/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-070 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

L_1720701002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners 	listory 	 Page I of I 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

Asesser Map 	Aeriai View 	Comment Code 
	

Ur erti Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 25 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-074 ROSALES JOHN 
SEAR NIKKI 

20130625:03278 06/25/2013 NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING TAX 
DISTRIi 

176-20-714-074 ROSALES JOHN 20110624:04509 06/24/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-074 GOMEZ MARY BETH & FREDR.ICK R 20061114:03078 11/14/2006 JOINT TENANCY 63$ 

176-20-714-074 MORALES MICHEAL G & ANGELA S 20050401:03622 04/01/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-074 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/77/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners" 	Tistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

Assssar Map 
	

Aer1=1'7--Til w 
	

Cortint nt Cot1e 	 rrent Ownertihip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 26 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 
DOCUMENT 

NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING 1 
DIS 

176-20-714- 
078 

HOADREA JIMMY 81. MONCI 
JO 

20130415:00860 04/15/2013 
COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF 

SURVIVORSHIP 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
TAX 

DISTRI ,  

176-20-714-078 HOADREA JIMMY 20110518'02290 05/18/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-078 M G L LIVING TRUST 20110113:02615 01/13/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-078 PALLADINETTI GLORIA A & GLORIA 20060214'0223Q 02/14/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-078 2.05)5Q32$ :04203 03/28/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 PALLADINEI II GLORIA A 

176-20-714-078 HORTON D R INC 20010427'01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON ID R INC 200 	4 7:I 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON, 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-079 	CHRISTENSEN DANIEL 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20120106:02034 	01/06/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Ownersl- 'istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

ASS8 stor M Aorisi Vie Comment Codes Cur rot Ovvriorship 

     

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 27 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO, 

RECORDED. 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC1 

176-20-714-079 FIELDING MELISSA 20061201;04210 12/01/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-079 LARA LUISA L & MIGUEL A 20050329;04153 03/29/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-079 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04127/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-087 	WONG ALICE  

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20100813;00669 

RECORDED 
DATE 

08/13/2010 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners1 	istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map Lr2112.2fzr_ Cornmen Codes CurtnL Ownership 

     

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 29 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-087 CARROLL RONALD 3 20050316:04073 	• 03/16/2005 NO STATUS 635 

17E-20-714-087 HORTON D R INC 2001Q427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON, 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

176-20-714-088 12/20/2011 NO STATUS 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 	Iistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

Astetisar Map 
	

Maul View 
	

Comment Codes 
	

Current Ow mhip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION 
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 30 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTR/i 

176-20-714-088 KUO ALICE MEI REVOC.ABLE LTV TR 20111229;01228 12/20/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-088 CHEN ANNIE 29110819:02451 08/19/2011 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-088 MITTELSTADT PATRICIA 20050223:03559 02/23/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-088 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's OwnersT 	istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

p Atsestar rtl ap I Aerie! View 	 nt nt Codes 	Current wnerstiip I 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 31 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC 

      

176-20-714-091 KIM HYUN SEUNG & MISUN 20101221;03065 	12/21/2010 	30INT TENANCY 	635 

   

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWN ER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO, 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRI1 

176-20-714-091 BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20100928:D343$ 09/28/2010 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-091 DILLARD MIKALA L 20070813:2924 08/13/2007 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-091 )ONES MIKALA L 20050228:04203 02/28/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-091 HORTON 0 R INC 2_Q010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:0151Z 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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PARCEL NO. 
CURRENT 	

CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-095 	IDONOSO ROSA 

RECORDED 
	

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 	 DATE 

20100413:00$74 	04/13/2010 

VESTING 

NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

Clark County Assessor's Owners . 	Iistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafer  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

lks5e sew' Niap 	AertI View 
	

Curre t Own* tap 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 32 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-095 PEREZ NICHOLAS 1 20061204:03620 12/04/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-D95 PEREZ NICK 20050211:02444 02/11/2005 NO STATUS/JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-095 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:0 513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20011427:01513 04/2712001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avallable for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Ownerst 	istory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe l  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map 	Aerial Woof/ Comittanct Codes I Current Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH NAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 32 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRIC1 

176-20-714-094 
STROBEHN PATRICIA A TRUST 
STROBEHN PATRICIA A TRS 

20080408:00149 04/08/2008 NO STATUS 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

TAX 
DISTR1 

176-20-714-094 STROBEHN PATRICIA A 20080118:03522 01/18/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-094 BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TRUST CO 20061017:05150 10/17/2006 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-094 CONNALLY CHAD C C 20050412:03390 04/12/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-094 BUCK BENJAMIN 20060117:02964 01/17/2006 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-094 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO.  

176-20-714-098 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20091,215:01164 	12/15/2009 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER 

MARTIROSYAN ARMAN 

VESTING 
RECORDED 

DATE 

Clark County Assessor's Ownersl 	Tistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W, Shafe f  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Atsessne Map 	Aeriei View 
	

Comment codes 	CurrenE Owntrship 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH NAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 33 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

176-20-714-098 BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TR$ 20090828:03408 08/28/2009 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-098 BAUMGART DEBORAH L 20050817:02146 08/17/2005 MINT TENANCY 

176-20-714-098 BAUMGART DEBORAH L 20050201:03430 02/01/2005 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-098 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTR1 

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

535 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners} 	istory 
	

Page 1 of I 

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

     

 

As stds-  Map_ 	P.naJ Viozw 

 

Comment Codes 1 Current Cwrship 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARUNGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 34 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

  

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

      

176-20-714-101 	LIN FAMILY PROPERTY L L C 
	

2000521:00606 	05/21/2013 	NO STATUS 	635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
' RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING 
TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-101 UN FAMILY TR.UST 20130108:01952 01/08/2013 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-101 RIDILLA LINDA M 20050125:02705 01/25/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-101 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R. INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 Ft INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 	_ NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersl- 	"istory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

	

Atve$ -aarrilap 
	

Aerial View 
	

Coninsent Cotes 
	

arrant Ownarahip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 35 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-103 
CHAN MYMOND 
YEE IRENE 20111103 . 01801 11/03/2011 JOINT TENANCY 635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

176-20-714-103 HETZEL HILLARY B 20050114:04097 01/14/2005 JOINT TENANCY 

176-20-714-103 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427 . 01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04127/2001 NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

535 

635 
635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners! 	1story 
	

Page 1 of I 

Michele W. Shafe r  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Assessor Map 	Aerial View I Comment Codes 	_Current 0 norahip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 36 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO, 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
DISTRIC1 

      

176-20-714-108 LEE SANG IM 8t HARMON 
	

20121109:01811 	11109/2012 	JOINT TENANCY 	635 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO. 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING TAX 

DISTRICT 

176-20-714-108 ARANDA-RIVERA EZEQUIEL 20041217:04-446 12117/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-108 HOR.TON 0 R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Ovvnersh 	'story 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

   

      

 

Asvessnr Aerial Vicw connint Codes Current Ownership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION 

     

HIGH NOON AT ARUNGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 37 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

CURRENT OWNER 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO 
RECORDED 

DATE 
VESTING 

TAX 
DISTRIC 

      

176-20-714-110 SCOTT CHARLES & VERONICA 20110809:03232 	08/09/2011 	JOINT TENANCY 	635 

   

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 
RECORDED 

DOCUMENT NO 
RECORDED 

DATE VESTING TAX 
D/STR1 

176-20-714-110 SHAW ROBERT ) & ROSEMARY D 20080317:00477 03/17/2008 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-110 BANK US NATIONAL ASSOCIATION TRS 20080214:0183Z 02/14/2008 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-110 MLADENOV DIMITR C SR 20041230:02913 12/30/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-110 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/2712001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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Clark County Assessor's Owners} 	istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

  

    

Comment Caries 	Cu rent Own ship Asse,t,sor Map 	 Vfew 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 38 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

8735 TRAVELING BREEZE TRUST 20100623:00974 	06/23/2010 	NO STATUS 	635 

AC:  
176-20-714-114 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

176-20-714-114 D IT FAMILY TRUST 20100527:02363 05/27/2010 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-114 HAUCK JUNE MARIE 20041130:03115 11/30/2004 NO STATUS 

176-20-714-114 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

176-20-710-007 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

635 

635 

635 

635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-117 	8 F M 2-4 L L C 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
20121228:01127 

RECORDED 
DATE 

12/28/2012 

VESTING 

NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER 

Clark County Assessor's Owners 	Tistory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafe t  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

  

    

Asessor Map 	Aerial View I Comment Cade5 	C rrent Ownenhip 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT 800K 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 39 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC 

176-20-714-117 HARTARD WAYNE 20050610:02824 06/10/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-117 SCHECTER RICHARD & MADELEINE 20041214:03923 12/14/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-117 SCHECTER STACEY ROBIN 20041115:03253 11/15/2004 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-117 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing, 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

176-20-714-120 	EVTIMOVA ELINA 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 
2012 0207 02604 

RECORDED 
DATE 

02/07/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT 

635 

CURRENT OWNER VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners! 	Tistory 
	

Page 1 of 1 

Michele W. Shafef  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

, Assessor Map 1  

 

Aerial View Comment Cade; 	Currant Ownership 

   

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 40 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO, 

RECORDED 
DATE 

, 
VESTING TAX 

DISTFU 

176-20-714-120 FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20111213:01154 12/13/2011 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-120 BUTLER ERIC & CHRISTINE A 20110121:00992 01/21/2011 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-120 BUTLER ERIC & CHRISTINE A 20051205:01587 12/05/2005 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-120 BUTLER ERIC & CHRISTINE A 20041028:03928 10/28/2004 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-120 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513  04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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CURRENT OWNER 

176-20-714-123 	FERNAN DES EDWARD 

RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

20120918:01276 	09/18/2012 	NO STATUS 

TAX 
DISTRICT  

635 

CURRENT 
PARCEL NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING 

Clark County Assessor's Owners] 	istory 	 Page 1 of 1 

Michele W., Shafel  Assessor 

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY 

Asseiot Map 
	

t7terloi View-11  Comment Codes 	Cur 
	

nership 

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION  
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 41 
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) RECORDED 
DOCUMENT NO. 

RECORDED 
DATE VESTING TAX 

DISTRIC1 

176-20-714-123 KUK JENNIFER 20070315:00444 03/15/2007 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-714-123 WYNDER EDWARD St RIKA 20041019:00413 10/19/2004 JOINT TENANCY 635 

176-20-714-123 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing. 

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED 
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON. 
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No. Document Description Filed 
Date 

Vol. Bates 

Plaintiffs Complaint 06-07-07 I 0001-0012 
2 Order re: Plaintiffs Standing 11-12-13 I 0013-0022 
3 Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration on 

Order Shortening Time 
01-08-14 I 0023-0250 

3 Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration on 
Order Shortening Time 

01-08-14 II 0251-0501 

3 Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration OD 
Order Shortening Time 

0 1 -08-14 III 0502-0531 

4 Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Opposition 
to Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration 
on Order Shortening Time 

01-13-14 III 0532-0598 

5 Plaintiffs Reply In Support of Plaintiffs 
Motion for Reconsideration on Order 
Shortening Time 

01-14-14 III 0599-0603 

6 Court Minutes on Plaintiffs Motion for 
Reconsideration on Order Shortening 
Time 

01-16-14 III 0604-0605 

Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment 

01-24-14 III 0606-0750 

7 Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment 

01-24-14 IV 0751-0884 

8 Third-Party Defendant OPM, Inc. dba 
Consolidated Roofing's Joinder to D.R 
Horton, Inc.'s Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment 

01-29-14 IV 0885-0886 

9 Third-Party Defendant National Builders, 
Inc. Joinder to D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment 

01-29-14 IV 0887-0889 

10 Third-Party Defendant, Efficient 
Enterprises, LLC dba Efficient Electric's 
Joinder to D.R. Horton's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment 

01-29-14 IV 0890-0891 

11 Third-Party Defendant Circle S. 
Development Corp. dba Deck Systems' 
Joinder to Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff 
D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 

01-30-14 IV 0892-0894 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 



25 

26 

27 

28 3 

12 Third-Party Defendant Firestop, Inc.'s 
Joinder to D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment 

01-31-14 IV 0895-0896 

13 Third-Party Defendants, Quality Wood 
Products, Inc., Summit Drywall & Paint, 
LLC, and United Electric's Joinder to 
D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 

02-03-14 IV 0897-0898 

14 Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendant, D.R. 
Horton, Inc.'s Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment and Joinders Thereto 

02-10-14 IV 0899-0909 

15 Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Reply to 
Plaintiffs Opposition, and in Further 
Support of D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment 

02-20-14 IV 0910-0930 

16 Transcript of Proceedings: All Pending 
Motions 

02-27-14 IV 0931-0966 

17 Court Minutes on D.R. Horton, Inc.'s 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 

02-27-14 IV 0967-0968 

18 Order in the matter of Balle v. Carina 
Corp., Case No. A557753 

09-09-09 IV 0969-0984 

19 Order Granting Defendant D.R. Horton, 
Inc.'s Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment 

03-18-14 IV 0985-0995 

20 Order Regarding Plaintiffs Motion for 
Reconsideration 

03-20-14 IV 0996-0998 

21 Plaintiffs Motion for Stay of Proceedings 
on Order Shortening Time 

03-24-14 V 0999-1006 

22 Defendant, D.R. Horton, Inc.'s Non- 
Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Stay 
of Proceedings on Order Shortening Time 

03-26-14 V 1007-1008 

23 Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for Stay 
of Proceedings on Order Shortening Time 

03-31-14 V 1009-1010 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 



tacizzyd_ 
mploYee of Angius & Terry, LLP 

4 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ig  day of April, 2014, I submitted for 

2 
electronic filing and electronic service the foregoing APPENDIX TO 

3 

4 PETITIONER'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR MANDAMUS, 

5 VOLUME III OF V. 

6 

7 	I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the  gof April, 2014, a copy of APPENDIX 

8 TO PETITIONER'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR 
9 

10 
MANDAMUS, VOLUME III OF V was hand delivered to the following: 

11 
Honorable Judge Susan H. Johnson 

12 Regional Justice Center, Department XXII 
13 Eighth Judicial District Court 

200 Lewis Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

15 

16 	I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the sc of April, 2014, a copy of APPENDIX 

17 
TO PETITIONER'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR 

18 

19 MANDAMUS, VOLUME III OF V was hand delivered to the following: 

20 
Joel D. Odou, Esq. 

21 Victoria Hightower, Esq. 
22 WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP 

7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150 
23 Las Vegas, NV 89128-6644 
24 Attorneys for Real Party in Interest 

25 

26 

27 

28 



2, As Set Forth In The Moving Papers, A Rule 23 AngliySi5 is Satisfied 

As is more fully &et Rath in the Moving Papers, even if a Rule 23 analysis is applied, 

such an analysis is satisfied in this matter. 

a. 	Common Issues Of Law And Fact Predominate 

D.R. Horton attempts to muddy the water by tbotising on minutia within the defect 

groups, and focusing on certain subcategories of defects which were not universally observed, 

this manner, by drawing focus away from the big picture, D.R. Horton attempts to paint a 

distorted picture of the High Noon at Arlington Ranch development which does not convey the 

true nature of the defective components in the development The minutia and the small 
1 
!differences in the investigative observations that D.R. Horton points to are irrelevant. More 

relevant is the larger picture of the defective conditions. The fact is that with regard to each 

major component: roofs, docks, stucco, windows, fire resistive, and structural components-, there 

is a combination of similar defective conditions that render all of the component systems 

defective. See Adcock Report, Exhibit 2 to Moving Papers, pp, 41-59 (re roofs), pp. 63-73 (re 

decks), pp. 74-85 (re stucco), pp. 134-160 (re windows) pp. 107-121 (re fire resistive), and 

il 1viareon Report matrix, Exhibit 4 to Moving Papers (re sh-uctural.) 

While every deck, for example, may not exhibit the exact some combination of defect 

Isubcategories in the exact same locations, each deck does exhibit a combination of similar 
22 

defective conditions which renders the deck defective, and requiring repair. Moreover, because 
23 

2 

4 

5 

6 

8 

9 

10 

II 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

20 

21 

24 
25  virtually all require the same comprehensive repair scope. 

of the similarity in the combination of defective conditions in each component, the components 

26 
	

Here, every resident of High Noon at Arlington Ranch is affected by similar 

constructional defects both in their own units and in the other units in their buildings, which will 

10 ,s4..n-Lkw 

vems. 
(702) 



1 require the same scope of repairs. Common issues include whether D.R. Horton negligently 

construeted the unit owners residencm and whether D. Horton breached any express and 

implied warrarrdes in light of constructing the Plaintiff? residences, For these reasons, the 

c'eorrirrinnality" prong of Rule 23 is satisfied, in addition, since common issues by far 

predominate over individual issues, Rule 23(0)(3) is satisfied. 

b, 	Typicality 

The 'typicality" prong of Rule 23 is easily satisfied in this cane. The Association stands 

in the shoes of the class representative in a more traditional class action scenario. The 

Association 15 the assignee of the claims of a majority of the homeowners. The homeowner 

claims which the Association has the assignment for do not differ in any material manner from 

the claims of the other homeowners, 
13 

14 
	 Numerosity 

15 
	

The "numerosity" prong of Rule 23 is also easily satisfied.. ", „IA) putative class of 

16 forty or mom generally will be found 'numerous.'" Shuetle Bearer Homes Holdings Corp, 

17 121 Nev. 837, 847, 124 P,3d 530, 537 (2005). Here there are 342 unit owners in the putative 
18 

19 
d. 

	

	D.R. Horton Does Not Challenge the Remaining Issues in the Rule 
23 Analysis 

Because D.R, Horton does not challenge the Association's analysis with respect to the 

remaining issues in the Association's Rule 23 analysis, the Association does not reiterate its 

analysis here, 

III.CONCLUSION 

The Association has standing to pursue claims on behalf of its homeowners for a number 

of reasons: 

18 
1..Lt 
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1 
	

First, the Association is the assignee of the claims of 199 homeowners. The .Association 

therefore has standing pursuant to the assignInents to pursue all of the d.efeet claims arisingl 

3 from or related to those 199 units (including defects that ate solely in the interior of the units). 

Second, by virtue of the assignments, the Association has standing to assert claims in 

6 the buildings of the assigned units which affect the assigned units, Such "building wide" claims 

7 include defeets with the building envelope, the structural system and the fire resistive system. 
1 

H There are 107 buildings that contain assigned units, 

Finally, pursuant to N'RS 1163102(1M), Association has standing to pursue claims "on 

bewif of itself or two or more unit owners on matters affecting the common-interest 

corrantmity," As set forth above, consistent with the First Light 11 decision, Association urges! 

that since the claims that it makes pursuant to NRS 116.3102(1)(d) are "building wide" and 

effect every owner of a building by their very nature, a Rule 23 analysis is not needed. 

However, even ifs. Rule 23 analysis is applied, the facts of this case pass that senniny„ 

For the forgoing reasons, Associ ation's motion should be gr. allied in its entirety. 

Dated,: November  3 	2010 	 ANGI 	TERRY UR 

By. 	( 
Paul P. Terd, Jr. 
'Nevada Bar No 7192 
John J. „Sunder 
Nevada Bar No„ 9198 
ivielissa Bybee 
Nevada Bar No. 8390 
Asmara Tani- 
Nevada Bar No. 10999 
ANG1US 84. TtItRY 'UP 
11.20 N. Town Center Dr., Ste.260 
Las Vegas, NV 89144 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CFRTIP.ECATE OF SERVICE  

I HEARDY CERTIFY that cm the 3 n1.  day of November 2010, 1elec-tronically filed 

with this cow( ahd served cm ail padies via the WIZNET electronic court filing system, a 

4 copy of the within PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR 

5 I DECLARATORY RELIEF RE: STANDING PURSUANT TO ASSIGNMENT AND 

6 [PURSUANT TO NRS 116.3102 (1) (d) 

An c loyee of Angus & Terry, LLP. 
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1 

2 

3 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS SANDERS 

) 

4 
Thomas L. Sanders, NCARB, being first duly sworn on oath, dposes and says; 

	

6 1. 	I have personal knowledge of the matters set forth below and I can testify competently thereto 

if called upon to do so. 
7 

	

8 2. 	I have been retained by the representative plaintiff High Noon at Arlington. Ranch 

9 Homeowners Association to inspect the High Noon at Arlington Ranch development (hereafter "High 

10 Noon") for the existence of construction related defects in the roofs and fire resistive systems, among 

11 other components, and damage that has been caused by Slleil defects. r am a registered architect in 

12 the State of Nevada, Regist -iltiOrl No, 3819. A true and correct copy of my C.V. is attached hereto. 

	

13 3. 	The buildings at High Noon are two story triplexes, and the three units in the buildings are in 

14 a stacked confieuration. At locations in each of the buildings, units are on top of other units. Also, 

/5 the garages for the units are in the same buildings, with mits stacked on top of the garages. A copy of 

16 the building plan diagram which depicts the configuration of the buildings is attached hereto. 

	

17 4. 	Due to this stacked configuration, the same area of roof is, at some parts of the building, over 

1.8 
mom than one unit or garage, and the exterior wall planes enclose more than one unit oi garage. It 

19 would not be possible to repair one units' roof or exterior walls without also repairing the neighboring 

units roof or walls. 
20 

	

21 5. 	Similarly, due to the stacked configuration of the units and garages, there is a complicated 

22 configuration of both horizontal and vertical interconrieeted fire separation walls and floorkeiling 

23 assemblies separating unit from unit and unit from garage. The fire wall assemblies protect more 

24 than one unit. It would not be possible to repair one unit's fire separation walls without also repairing 

the neighbors' walls, because they share components, and the walls and construct -ion elements are all 
25 

interconnected. 
26 

	

6. 	Similarly, due to the stacked configuration of the units and garages, each of the units relies 
27 

AvrAtia Mutt' a 
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Thomas L. Sanders 

upon the structural integrity of each of the other units in the building. If there is a defect in the 

2 structural integrity of any one unit, it must be repaired in order to protect the structural integrity of 

3 each of the other units in the building, 

4 

Further affiant sayeth naught. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21) 

Sworn to and acknowledged before 
me on this 3'" day of Nov ember 2010 

Notary Public, in and for San Diego County, 
California 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
F. A, HENKELS 

ROTARY PUBUC-CALIFORNIA , 
COMM. NO. )858340 - 
SAN NEGo COUNTY 

MY COMM. DIR, JULY 19:, 2013, 
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Thorn L. SandersI Architect, NCARB 

San Diego 
i20 island Avurnic, Suite 448 
San !Atm California 921o1.7a33 

0) 230 -104 
theAl@btifikliZigfWgr143fralySig,Min 
Fer-Skailt (6 t9) Z:50 -I847 

Curriculum Vitae 

1 January 2010 

Thomas L &alders 

Firm; 
	

Building Design and Analysis, Inc, 
120 Island Avenue, Suite 448 
San Diego, California 92101-703 

tr,dnention: 	University of Michigan 
Arm Arbor, Michigan 
College of Architecture and Urban Planning 
Maskr or Architecture 
	

077 

Univetsity of WI ichigan 
Agin Arbor, Michigan 
College of Architect= end Urban Planning 
13aetelor of Science 
	

1976 

Licensing:. 	Registered Architect No:7055, State or Texas 
	

1979 
Licensed Architect No, 15302, State of California 

	
1984 

Registered Architect No.3319, State of Nevada 
	

1997 
National Council.  of Arthitectuml Boards Certification No,48806 

	
1997 

Registered Architect No,32942, State of .Arizorta 
	

1998 
Licensed Architect No. 305662, Slate of Colorado 

	
1999 

Previous 
Professional 
Experience', 

Whitinom & As,sociates, Architects 
San Diego, California 
Associate Architect 

Thom L Sanders Associates 
Sari Diego, California 
Principal 

Morris Atibry, mchitects 
Houston, Texas 
Project Architect 

1989-1995 

1933- I 989 

1977-1983 

ealirm-nia 
	

1.4voc.41 	 egAixesvu 	 Colonr.,s 
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Thom L. Sanders Architect 

Expert 
Tesfimorty: 

Publiestiotu 

aulkiirkg 	;Ra4 

Superior Court of the Stale of California 
Superior Court of the StRit of Nevada 

"Was That Earthquake? The Clbe of a 
Vibrating Place:: Esaialgsigu Focua; 
September 1995 

1992- present 

Prigrabershipt 
	

Westgro Sates Roofing Contrautors Association 
	

200 

Continuing 
Education: 
	

Mod Remediation tu Buildings 
Seminar 
	

2002 

Fireplace, Repair & Imsttallation 
	

1995 
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High Noon  orv Mington Ranch 
Aftonlable Homes Fee lining Cusiorn-Styled Amenities, 

DIMEC:110113:  

West on Blue 
Diamond from 
Rainbow Blvd, 
Mington Ranch is 
approximately three 
mites down Blue 
Dimond on the left. 

com'ArT:  
B1318 Torn Noon Ave 
Las Vegas, tkiki 89178 
Main Office 

(702) 3804839 
rebucklevPdep, oftimoom 

tioun:  
Open Daily 
10am to 
epm, except 
Monday lpm 
to 6pm, 
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No 61942 

FILED 

- alq4. 4cs mrsA, 4110 

ORIGINAL 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O VA.DA 

MONARCH ESTATES HOMEOWNERS 
ASSOCIATION, A NONPROFIT 
CORPORATION, 
Petitioner, 

TS, 
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 
CLARK, AND THE HONORABLE 
TLMOTHY C. WILLIAMS, DISTRICT 
JUDGE, 
Respondents, 

and 
JOHNSON COMMUNITIES OF 
NEVADA, INC., A NEVADA 
CORPORA,TIONi AND RICHMOND 
AMERICAN HOMES OF NEVADA, 	I, 
INC., A FOREIGN CORPORATION, 
Real Partiminintannt. 

Quigal_wArty.mancg2 
This ie u. origin' ai petition for a writ of mandamus or 

prohibition challenging a district court order zrantingrtial sununsay 
illagment in a constructional defect action, 

Petitioner Monarch Estates Homeowners AsSOaation 
(Mor3srab) governs a planned commtmio, that was delialaPed by resii)arty 
in interest, Johnson Communities of NeNkada (Johns:ea) ;  Monarch owns 
the common elements of the planned, community, and msiabers of Monsrch 
own thak respective units. A cundicek:e roasi3nty unit wail (CMU) 
eurroumis the community and, abutz the prop-E24 of appmcimately 35 
out of 84 units, Ths CHU wall  is notladated in the common elements, and 
property owners whose properties abut the CMU wall are, ander 

341,44446 C942Frlf 
OF 

ti.A.VRA 
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Monarch's Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions and 

Reservation of. Easements (00&R„,$), responsible for maintaining and 

repairing the portion of the CMU wall adjoining their property, 

In July 2006, Meier& fried wait on behalf a it mettibra 

tro.510, 

wiTA, 

1 
 against Johnson, alleging, irk. part, that the CMIT wail woe defectively 

i constructed. Johnson Med a motion for summary judgment, contending 

that because Monarch do ea not have an ownership interest in the CMU 

) wall and does not have the duty to maintain or repair the Mal wall, 

1 Monarch did not have standing to assert claims for damages for the 

defective CIV1U wall The district <xyurt granted Johnson's motion for 

summary judgment based on the language of NRS 116,3102(1)(d). This 

original petition followe& 

in it petition, Monarth argues that NRS 116.3102(1)(d) 

contriFeiarklag on a hothediiiiTY-Taiargtrait to assert claims affecting 

irkdividizal units. In oppwition, JOhr1,4013 coritends that the statute 

prohibits a hoineowners association from raEiL'..aing claims that do not 

involve coniraon areas 

We rematly resolved this issue in laulLachvamag,  Qt.,  125 

Nev. , 	P.3d . , (Adv, Op, No.. 85, September 3, 2009), and . , 
concluded that a horaeowroars' as.sociation: he standing to inatit-ute 

litigation on behalf of owner e fOr defects la individual units so Long as the 

claims are subject to class ce.rtification„ Therefore, we grant Monarela'a 

petition. See We the People Nevada v. '60-orret„sry a But"  124 Nev, .„... „ 

, 192 P.3d 1166, 1170 (2008) CA writ of mandamus is available to 

compel the performance of an act that the law requires ae a duty notating 

from an' office, trust, or station, or to control a /11432ifeat abuse of 

diaoretionTh kee also  NR S 8.4,160. 

Swasa Votorr 

kgsvms 
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In ELZ..RolugLyaigije',`t 12,5 Nay 	Pik 	(Adv. 
Op, No 35, September 8, 2009), we recognized that in, the absence of an 
express statutory grant, a homeowners' assodation. thee not have standing 
to sue. Therefore, we turned to NRS 1t6,8102(i) to determiXtel whether 
NRS chapter 116 grants standing to a homeowners' association to sy.te on 
behalf of its members for constructional defects in individual witL 

IsIRS 116.3102(1) provides., in pertinent part: 

kiiteept as otherwise providei in sanction 2, and 
subject to the prfrds.  ions of the declaration, the 
assothation .1rAay do any or all of the followingz 

(d) Institute, defend or intervene in 
Ligation or administrative proceedings in its own 
name on behalf of itse„lf or two or more units' 
owners on matters affecting the common-interest 
comno 

The parties in thie case do not dispute that Monarch has 
standing under kiRS 116.3102(1) to assert claims that affect the common - 
elements]  of the common-intarea community, However, Johnson argues 
that snY defects related to the Cittifi well are not. considered a part of the 

StrgaM Oesmsir 
gra 

KVWM, 

INRS 116,017 defines "Hommon elements' as: 

1, 	, all portions of the common-taterest 
community other than the units, inehlang 
easements in favor of units or the 0011a1216)Ja 
elements over other units; end 

2. In a planned community, any real estate 
within the planned community owned or leased by 
the association, other than a omit" 

3 



4Patcro, 14 a 36) 

ooramon,interest community because the CMT.I wall is a part off an 

individual homeowner's unit, Thus, Johnson oontends that individual 

homeowners, not Monarch, have standing to sue for defects ateding their 

pm-011811f to ourhotait.  ig AR, aortal,  we conclude that 

where NR S 118,311)2(ixa) confers standing on a homeowners' association 

to assert claims on matters affecting the (mutton-interest comurnity," 

horteowAere association has standing to assert constructional defect 

claims that - ffect individual units. 125 Nev. st , • P.3d The 

definitions of "common-interest community," NRS 116,021, "wait," NRS 

116.093, and 'common elements," NM 116.017, demonstrate that the 

Legislature intended a coramon-intereet community to include both units 

and common elements, Da_aortok 126 Nev. at P. 3d at In 
adifilien, section, 6.11 of the Restatement (Third) of Property supports our 

interpretation of the terra 'common-interest community to include 

individual units„ Id, at Rad at . Therefore, bemuse alleged 

constructional defects affect individual units in the Monarch community, 

the alleged. damages are 'matters affecting the common-interest 

community' under MS 116.3102, and Monarch has ate-riding -to sue. 

Nevertheless, we also ruled in D,R, Vort,QP  that a 
homeowners' associatiOn filing a suit on behalf of its members will be 

treated much the same as a plaintiff in class action liti tion. ILL. at ,  

gienause Johnson is no 800king to enforce pro ions of Monardeg 
Ce&Rs, we de not discuss whethfa.  the OC&Re limit Monarch's stan,ding 
to assert claims effecting the CMU wall. However, to the extent that 
Johnson argues that the Ce&lis limit Monarch's standing we conclude 
that Johnson's arguments have no merit. 

44e4434:4 iloso 

*Dna* 

l*ots, 0404. 
4 
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1 	P.31 at 	, The although Monarch 15gs  standing to assert Claims on 

behalf of ita members for defects related to the Milli well, the it moat 

' &all the requirements of NRCP 23 and the principles and concerns 

discussed in _Bignatilattmagikaivi_Am.,1 C . 121 Nov, 887, 124 

P.3d 50 (2005), In particUlar, Monarch may assert claims on behalf of its 

members only if the claims and, various theories of liability satisfy the 

requirement& of nurserosity, commonaft, typicality, adequacy, And meet 

Doe of the three eonditione set forth in MRCP 23(b). &A jj, at 846-850, 

12,4 Pd at 537-539. 

In this case, we conclude that constructional defect claims 

related to the CULT wall are subject to class certifimtion because they 

satisfy the elements of numeroeity, oommonality, typicality, adequacy and 

because "common questions of law Or fact predominate over individual 

questions.' $  ja, at 846, 850, 124 P.3d at 537, 539; gge_Alga NRCP 

23(b)0). The claims are numerous," Specifically, 36 of the 84 single family 

homes within the Nfonezah community abut the CMU wall, and thus, the 

clain3s related to the alleged defective construction of the Mai potentially 

effect at least 36 of the 84 single family properties. a The claims are also 

coremon to end t)-pical of the 35 properties that abut the waiL the 

defenses and theories of liability apply to the entire surrounding wall, 

tegimiless of which Ina a portion of the wall abate, Moreover, even if 

portions of the wall tallier from various stay:* of disrepair. Monsai may 

adequately assert claims oa behalf of its members and protect the 

interests of the homeowners whose properties abut the MU w4-11, 

Notably, the remaining 49 single family homeowners are not named 
as parties, 

SEOME eleAMT 
61,  

Etatuwel 
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4c,r, Li6 of,  le) 

:Because Monarch., by virtue of its. CC&Rs, may repair or replace the 

portions of the will according to their state of dierepair, there will not he 

overly conflicting views regarding how any damages, if warranted, will be • 

divided, Thus, we conclude that, in this action, common questions 

predominate over icalividval ones, and individualized proof rst"' damage* is 

not neeesgary as Monarch may, in a representative capacity, properly 

assert claims on, behalf of its marsbers whose prcperties shut the wall, 

Accordingly, we grant the petition and direct the clerk of this wort to 

issue a writ of mandamus instructing the distri'ct wart to cond.  act further 

proceedings consistent with this order. 

It is so ORDIMED. 

( 

Hardesty 

co! Hen. Tiniothy C. Williams, District Judge 
Feinberg Grant Mayfield /Kaneda & Litt, LLP 
Lee, Hernandez, Kelsey, 'Brooks, (3.ardsio, & Blake . 
Marie & Aurbach 
Marquiz Law Office 
Deanne M. Rymarowiez 
Snell & 	LLPiLas Vegas 
Eighth District Court Clerk 

11110,98)At 
43r 
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YES 

YES 

Abbey. Debra K 
	

8797 Torn Noon Ave #101 
Althaver), Paiivarsh 
Atoantare, Lar_cy M  

6688 Tom Noon Ave #102 
8669 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

Arnato, Alfred & Roxanne 

Anderson, Wam & Dale 

Aranda, EZeqUi01 

Armeni Androvendi, Paola 

Aupiati Wade F 

Ballitz, Richard  4 Maw, 
Bannerman, Paul clo Nicklin Prop Man 

Bebout, broken 
Nornstad, Tiffany A 
Book°, Bartera G 
Bonke, Robin A 

Broock, Konrad 
Burroughs, Stefanie 
Burt, Kendriri( N 
Buller, Eric & Christine 

Carannante, Sera B cior Rebeece Moll! 

8815 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

8715 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8794 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

6628 Torn Noon Ave #103 
8804 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

8669 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
8760 Horizon Wind Ave #103 
0810 Holton Wind Ave #102 
8754 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

8759 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
8769 Horizon Wind Ave #103 
8807 Torn Noon Ave #102 

- YES 

8765 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

8799 Horizon Wind Ave 0101 

Carney. Roger & Carmen Wage- 	8889 Toro Noon Ave #101 
Carney 
Camera-Edwerds, Janet L olio Doris 	8875 Traveling &eta* Ave #103 
Carrara 

8670 Horizon Wind Ave 0102 
Carroll, Ronald J 
	

9490 Thunder Skv St #103 
Cameo, Adam M 
	

9430 Thunder Sky St #102 
Caruso. Joseph & Daiva 
	

8820 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

Cohn, Dov & Sheila 
Corwin, Len Thl 
Coefie, Nicole* 
Crarna, Nino C 

8838 Torn Noon Ave #101 
8678 Torn Noon Ave #102 
nu Horizon Wind Ave #1(3 
8720 Horizon Wind Ave #103 
8779 Horizon Wind Ave #102 r YES 
8825 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

Crawford, Jared 9490 Thunder Sky St 0101 

YES 
p 	woe  ..,.e____/r2L_e_lifer 
	

8708 Torn Noon Ave #101 
Donoso. Rosa 
	

8806 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

Dirar, Cern 
	

8729 Horizon Wind Ave *101 
	

YES 

Decheux Ilk Francois A 
Dowlees. Jeo0 J 

Mikela L (A) 

8818 Tom Noon Ave #102  
8689 Horizon Wind Ave 4101 
8665 Traveling Breeze Ave *101 
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S #10 	
11  

6814 Trayeri Rg Breeze Ave #103 11M  

0440 Thunder Sky St #101 Finnegan, Sean 
Fisher, Heather & Jared 

70 Thund 

Fishman, Steven 6748 Torn Noon Ave11103 
Fitzgerald, Jennifer Nicole 8765 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

Flores, Maria & Selz, G 8757 Torn No Ave #103 
Ford, Randall 8549 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

& Ceterine 
Frank, Jody L 

Gallev, Brien S 
Gallego, Raymund R 
Gardner Mike. Sue Ann Moreiand 
Gardner, A.rnanda 

8654 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

0875 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8658 Tom Noon Ave #101 
8760 Horizon Wind Ave #  
8648 Tom Noon Ave #103 
8694 Traveting Breeze Ave #102 

Ha kirtnee 
Harrison„ Roger 
Hartard, Wayne 

Hayford, Charles A 

Halzei, Hillar B 

Hoban., Amelia 
Hodges, Sheryi 

lHovius, Kathleen 
Irvfng, John  
Jackel, Julie 
Jones, Janice 

8768 Torn Noon Ave #103 
6820 Horizon Wind Ave 4103 	YES  
8746 Traveling Breeze Ave 0103 	YES 

0644 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

8695 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

0797 Torn Noon Ave #102 
8678 Torn Noon Ave #103 
8759 Horizon Wind Ave 0102 
0757 Torn Noon Ave #101 
8808 Torn NO0flAve #103 
8760 Horizon Wind Ave #103 

8656 Traveling Breeze Ave *102 

Gnolerni, Robed 
Gibson, TtIonise A 
Gomez, Fredrick & Mary Beth 
Grasso, Robert J 

SOW., 

Gustaw„larraes J 

Hell, David 
Hamilton, Tarnesan 

8758 Torn Noon Ave #103 
7 	moon 

9450 Thunder Sky S #102 
8794 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8775 Traveling Breeze Ave #10,3 

me Torn Noon Ave #101 
0739 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

8880 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
8698 Torn Noon Ave #101 
9664 Traveling Breeze Ave 0103 

8638 Torn Noon Ave #102 
8798 Tern Noon 41,,t?e #101 
8737 Tom Noon AvIritl 03 

Kennedy, Elizabeth 

Kim. Tai Son 
Kobee. Leone 

Michael & Martinez, Edwin 

8730 Horizon Wind Ave #101 

8835 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

0524 
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8768 Tom Noon Ave #102 
8765 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

9440 Thunder Sky St # 2 
8838 Tom Noon Ave #103 
8687 Torn Noon Ave *102 

Le, Louis/ern T l8650 Florizon Wind Ave #102 
Leite, Juliana 

 

8860 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
Levy, Ravid 8828 Torn Noon Ave #102 
Liu, Yihong 8744 Traveling Breeze Ave 4101 

Looez, Gustavo & Elizabeth 
Love, Andrew & Healher 

Lowe, David Ear) 

8790 Horizon Wind Ave #103 
8844 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

1'8874 Traveilrig Breeze Ave #102 

h 
	

8787 Torn Noon Ave #102 
Luby, Trisha  L 
	

80387 Tarn Noon Ave #101 
Lune,  liwin & Grace 
	

6767 Torn Noon Ave #102 

ulkeri, Dale & Dorot 
Kuk, M. Jennifer 

Lane, Fielding & Joyce 

221=021111111111111111.111111111 

YES 

YES 

YES 
YES  
YES 

8749 Horizon Wind Ave 4193 
8740 Horizon Wind Ave  #103 
3664 Traveling Breeze Ave 4102 

8824 traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8889 Horizon Wind Ave #103 
8876 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

Marconi, Elizabeth J 

Markham Steven L & Diane 
Martin:ley-an, Arman 

YES 

YES 
YES 

8810 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
8708 Tom NOOR Ave #101 
8645 T vering Breeze Ave #101 
8738 Tom Noon Ave #102 
9450 Thunder Sky St #103 
8670 Horizon Wind Ave #103 
8570 Hothon Wind Ave *102 
8800 Horizon Wind Ave #103 

r krIeling Breeze Ave #101 

9460 Thunder Sky St #101 
8744 Traveling maze Ave #103 

8805 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 March, Fiachei I 

Merrat 
884 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 INeimin, Sabrina 

8736 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 Nikolic, Zikolic 

8759 Horizon Wind Ave #103 Ning„Jie 
9470 Thunder Sky St 4 102 NOL Deborah A 
8688 Tom Noon Ave 4102 

Mayne, Peuie M 
McCuily, Roger D & Dawn 

Millman, CArde P 
Miska, LLC. eJo Lisa Callahan 
Mitteletedi, Patricia 
Moraless Ernesto 
Moran, John F (A) 
Moreno, Adriarm 
iMorrison, Jason 
Mueller, James  & L lie 
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Pecora, Marlin C 

9480 Thunder Sky St #103 
8828 Tom Noon Ave #102 
9430 Thunder Sky St #103 
8749 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
8644 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

Peltedinetti, Gloria 
Pascu, Gabriela 
Payette, Marg  Pet A 

PadHo, Bnino & Gail 

1111111111001111111 
11MM. 

YES 
YES 
YES 

8738 Torn Noon Ave #103 	 YES  
8558 Horizon Wind Ave #103 
8750 Horizon WI Ave 4102 
8718 Torn Wion Ave #101 
8814 Traveiing Breeze Ave #102 

Sadniddin, Az-math Q. 
Sandler, Am i S 
&inflate, Vito 
Sarkissian, Kogarik 

SchmilL PrlecH & Michael 
Schneider,  Benjamin M 
Seh nem, David & Yvette 
Selby, Dennis 

Seznec, Nein & Janet 

Shaw, Robed J & Rosemary 

Sheets, Thomas end Sandra 

8754 Traveling Breeze Ave *102 

8735 Traveling Breeze Ave 01072 

8725 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

6559 Horizon Wind Ave 4181 
	

YES 
8804 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8778 Tom Noon Ave #103 
Stendiev, ChriatoPhar & trine 8639 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
Steele,  Ga_yle L & Thomas N 
Stephen., Kimberly L S Daniel C 
Starbens, Bari & Tina 8819 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

8818 Tom Noon Ave 4103 
8788 Tom Noon Ave 062 

Stinson, Stephanie Jean 
	

8784 Trziveling Breeze Ave 4102 

Sliding, Anthony & Whitney 
	

8785 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

Strobehn, Patricia A 
	

8865 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

Swallow, Mark & Dawn 
	

8754 Traveling Breeze Ave 4101 

Tabase, Mike & Susan 	 8658 Tom Noon Ave 4103 
	

YES 

8829 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
717 TOM Noon Ave #1 

8777 Tom Noon Ave *182 

Pc Henning. Stephanie 	 8724 Traveling Breeze Ave *101 

Pree 
Ragland, Norman 
Rechsteiner, Paul E 

RidiIle, Linda M 

Rodgers, Marie K 

8710 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
8809 Horizon Wind Ave *102 
5785 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8686 Traveling Breeze Ave 4102 

8864 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

 

 

 

Rogers, Micheal & Darlene 

Roes, Elien J 

Roth, Lisa P 
Boyle, Eugene 

5804 Traveling Breeze Ave *103 
	

YES 

8815 Traveling Brefiza Ave #101 	YES 

9470 Thunder Sky St 4103 	 YES 	 
8764 Traveling Breeze Ave *101 	YES 
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Allen  Jerod J & Skeeter 
Antonio lit, CATIOS C 
AtOtita, Brenda 
Armstrong, Eleanor 

Wilson, Ma 
Wisa, Stacie A 
Wivioti Invest-malts ILL 

Wong. David & Karen 
Wong, Nelson 

Woodhoyere-Marriah, Melissa R 

Wright, Paul 

Younge, iVlichael & Paula 

Warren, Galindo 

Williams, Deborah 

Wolf, Lany & Janet 

Yeas, James W 

Zerpa, Mathes & Olga 

Webster, James 8, Oksane 

Weintraub, Fred & Me 

Wong,. Willy F 

Varela, Ralph & Kathleen Wood Varela 

Vete De Rost, Ninon De co NOD 
P roperties  
VinolgualTO, Christian 

Vogel, Chen/ & Patricia 

lAlafter, Roberta 

Tung, l<atherine 
Turner, Kathryn & John Ashoort 

Tau„ Kenneth W 0 
Thetford, Bruce 

Tung, Henry Kuohen 

Trask, Amber 

(smart°, H ro shi & M Like 

8764 Tr-eve/log Breeze Ave *103 

6828 Torn Noon Ave 4103 
8734 Traveiing Breeze Ave 0103 

8680 Horizon Wind Ave 0103 

8720 Horizon  Wind Ave 4101 
9.440 Thunder Sky St  4103 
8730 Horizon Wind Ave *103 
8747 Torn Noon Ave 4101 

8740 Horizon Wind Ave 4101 
8670 Horizon Wind Ave 4101 
8645 Traveling Breeze Ave 4102 

8739 Horizon Wind Ave 4101 
6879 Tom Noon Ave 0103 

8779 Horizon Wind Ave 4103 
8724 Traveling Breeze Ave *102 

8846 Tom Noon Ave 0101 

8849 Horizon Wind Ave 0103 

8864 Traveling Breeze Ave 4101 

8758 Tom Noon Ave 4102 
8768 Torn Noon Ave *163 
8807 Torn Noon Ave 4103 

8835 Traveling Breeze Ave 4103 

8685 Traveling Breeze Ave 4101 

8720 Horizon Wind Ave *182 
8717 Torn Noon Ave *103 
8795 Traveling Breeze Ave *103 

8750 Horizon Wind Ave 4101 
8797 T 

8808 TOM Noon Ave 4102 

8729 Horizon Wind Ave 4102 

8778 Tom Noon Ave 4101 

8747 Torn Noon Ave 4101 

6868 Torn NO011 Ave 4101 
6737 To Noon Ave 4102 
S840 140112(3n Wind Me 4103 
8740 Horizon Wind Ave 4102 

9845 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 
8617 Torn Noon Ave *103 

Noo Ave 03 
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8734 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

6795 Traveling Breeze Ave 4102 

anra n, Llea 
Fitzgerald Erin M 

8787 Tom 
0,4E- MAL a 

8089 Tom Noon Ave #103 
8890 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

Detrtshe Nalional Bank et0 AFTliaritilil 	8657 Torn Noon Ave 4103 
Horne Mortgage 
Deutehe Natiorael Bank C/O One West 8480 Thunder Sky Si #103 
Bank 
04113041mo, Mike 8807 Tom Noon  Ave 4101 

8728 Torn Noon Ave #102 
8780 Horizon Wind Ave #101 

 

Belinda 8727 Torn Noon Ave #103 
Florocci, klichaai 8838 Torn Noon Ave #103 

8679 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
Fox, Grao & Patricia 
TaTeThTat------1 
Gambino, Frank & Cynthia 
Garden, Cody (A) 

8048 Tom Noon Ave #102 
0777 Tern Noon Ave 0181 

Geene, Devkl A 
	

8645 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

Giarreouto. Gray & Patricia 
	

8769 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

Arnold, Jam & Anne 

Atkinson, Steven 

Avecilla, Denise 
Barak HSBC USA NATL ASSN IRS 
Berrke, Haytel 
Berger, Rithard & Jody 8835 Traveling Bneezo Ave 002 

Bowman Michael H 	 8768 Tom NOM Ave *101 
erBrict Mamelie 5 
Budde, Jacqueline  P  
Bumbasi, Ernitend 
Calm% Mthee C & Sarah J Weber 	8747 Tom Noon Ave #102 
Coo, iie 
Chandler, Melissa 

Chen, Jeong Shen 
Chervinsky, Sandra 
Chivera, Victoria 
Chow, 1 
Cohn, Eric, Darren & Evan 

Conferee Patrick B 
	

8738 Torn Noon Ave *101 
Crain, Brett 
	

8888 Torn Noon Ave 4101 
Crite-MoClure, Phyilis C 

	
8674 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

Bettenoourt, Angeta M 
	

8884 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

Block, Kier) (A 
	

8798 Torn Noon Ave #102 
Bowles, Jason 
	

8605 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

8717 Torn Noon Ave #101 
8640 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
8668 Tom Noon Ave *102 

8667 Tom Noon Ave #102 
8817 Torn Noon Ave #102_ 
8729 Hodzon Wind Ave #103 
8780 Horizon Wind Ave 4103 
8829 Horizon Wind A 	1 
8088 Tam Noon Ave #103 
8840 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
8755 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

Contreres„Lu T 
	

8649 Horizon Wind Ave 0101 
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Linton. Miehael 
Loker, 4pohai 

Godfrey, Thomas 

Gordon, Jason E 
Harvey, Jennifer M 
Henson, Rachel Lynn 

Hernandez, Dino & Rowena 

8880 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
8755 Traveling Breeze AvIL 

8829 orizon Wind Ave #I03 
8710 Horizon Wind Ave #I03 
8704 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

8748 Torn Noon Ave #102 
Herstie Melissa L 	 8819 Horizon Wind Ave 4101 
HSBC BANK c/o Everhorrve Mortgage 

	
8869 Horizon 1Alind Ave #103 

Co, 

ifer  
Jennir.gs, doestat A 

8800 Horizon Wind Ave # 
8795 Traveling Breeze Ave #10I 

Joe, Tesia 8824 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

Jordan. Denlei 6694 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

Kaviant, Javan- 8800 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
Krause, Kara L 8775 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

L2c,hlor__ 
Lea, Rosa (A 

8655 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

8695 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

8847 Tom Noon Ave #I03 
0780 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

Lindberg. Ernest 

8559 Horizon Wind Ave #103 
8715 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

Maddy, Jire-joo L .37 Torn Noon Ave 0101 
Mattson, Heather 96 Traveling Brauni Ave 4102 

8828 Torn Noon Ave #10I 
8690 Fir 'mon Wind Ave #I83 
8618 Tom Noon Ave #101 

Onstott, Charles & Barbara 
	

18708 Tom Noon Ave 4103 

McKenzie, Denise L 
McNally, Mitm  
Manutt„ Jamie L & James 
Meadows, Mon 
Miller, Constance L 
Miaow. 	Shama 

Morris, 
Nilsson, Kris 

8728 Torn Noon Ave #103 

8679  Torn Noon Ave #101 

8726 Tavelim Breeze Ave #I01 
79 Horit:zon Wind Ave #103 

Nunn, Gregory 8725 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 i 

6825 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

0737 Tom Noon Ave 4101 

O'Connor, Madeline 

Vriell, Daniel M 

LI,.1;t1_1415,21E1 
	

8759 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
0/ Properties & Investments. Horizon 	8779 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
Mid Series 
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O'Shea, John 

Palladinetti. Aoril 
Palsha, Tara 

Pappas, Anthony J & Bridget A 

Patterson, Wm J (A) 
1Pentony, Shannon tvi 

8637 Torn Noon Ave #103 
8727 Tom Noon Ave *102 
88e7 Torn Noon Ave #103 
8824 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

8745 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

8618 Torn Noon Ave #183 
8724 Traveling Breeze Ave *103 

Ptte L John 0 
	

8790 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
PlauiribiMoz, Deriusz 
	

8680 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
Prios. Kathleen 
	

8679 Tom Noon Ave #102 
Quant, Marjorie V 
	

8690 Horton Wind Ave #101 
Ricoardo, Steve 
	

3784 Traveling Breeze Ave 002 

Rivas, Saban 
Rogers, Michael & Darlene 

Ross, Tyler H 
Russo, Julie G 
Saluderes, Ranette C A 
Setornino, Robert James (A) 

Schneider, Katherine 
Schorgl, William G 

Schultz. Josh R 

8799 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
8815 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

9460 Thunder Sky St #101 
8718 Tom Noon Ave 0103 
9430 Thunder Sk St #101 

1.8744 TraveRng Breeze Ave #102 

8817 Tom Noon Ave #101 
[8874 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 

8727 Torn Noon Ave *101 
Shinnizinthor 
Smith, Catherine L 
Smith, Cote% D (A) 

Soils. Ricardo 
Southlande Read Etae 

Janicrdi 	e 
Birk:Mend Properties, 11-C 

S u 

 

bMeMR 
Tacker, John & Cherie 
Tataktiranian, Vartars 

8689 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
8818 Tom Noon Ave #101 
8734 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8960 Horizon Wind Ave #102 
8868 Tom Noon Ave #103 
8647 Torn Noon Ave #101 
8764 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8749 Horizon Vilind Ave *102 
V17Te Noon Ave #101 
8798 Torn Noon Ave 0103  
8789 Horizon 	Wind Ave 	#101 
8765 Traveling fitreeze Ave #102 

Taylor, Les P 
	

9480 Thunder SiCy St #102 	
Ildwelsoe4 

Thompson, De 
	

8786 Traveling Breeze Ave #100 

Telentino, PreseW A 
	

8678 Tom Noon Ave #101 
Myron Jeremy 0, Jerry & Onice Traylor 8728 Tom Noon Ave #101 

Trent, Justin (A) 

Tuna, Romaulda & Annebtils .LA_ 
US Bank National 
US Bank National  

8776 Traveling Breeze Ave #102 

88 88 Torn Noon Ave #102 
[8837 Tom Noon Ave #101 
8809 Hortzon Wind Ave #103 

4.14b. 
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yon9, Vanu  
Ward, Kathleen, Nancy,  & Herbert 
Watson, EriblearC1 Pearl 
Wells Fa 
Wrnler, Ronald & Traci 

Zeri:)a,Adriane .  
Zhao, Shan 

Vickers, Natalie H 

Zamora, 

Van Alstyne, Benjamin & Conkey, Wendi 

Vasilyev, Serge! 

Vett, Ronald A (A 

US Bank National rio One West an 

amenfeld, Joyce & Jaren 

8814 Traveling Breeze Ave #101 

8647 Tarn Neon Ave #102 
8780 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

8748 Torn Noon Ave #101 
9490 Thunder Sky St #102 

8639 Horizon Wind Ave #102 

8886 Tra Ong Breeze Ave #103 

8860 Horizon Wind Ave #105 
3735 Trave/ing Breeze Ave #101 

8319 liorizon Wind Av 
6790 Horizon Wind Ave #101 
ma Horizon Wind Ave #101 

8784 Traveling Breeze Ave #103 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

1 OPPS 
Joel D. Odou, Esq. 

2 Nevada Bar No, 007468 
iodouawshblaw.com   

3 Christina M. Gilbertson, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 009707 
cqilbertsonawshblaw.com   
Andrew V. Hall, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 012762 
ahall@wshblaw.com  
WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6652 

Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC. 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a 
Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself 
and for all others similarly situated, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware 
Corporation DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, 
ROE BUSINESSES or 
GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, 
inclusive, 

Defendants. 
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CASE NO.: A542616 
DEPT NO.: XXII 

(ELECTRONIC FILING CASE) 

D.R. HORTON, INC.'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

DATE: January 16, 2014 
TIME: 9:00 a.m. 



111D.R. HORTON, INC-., 

2 II 	 Third-Party Plaintiff, 

3 
	

V. 

ALENCO WINDOWS, ANSE, INC. 
d/b/a NEVADA STATE PLASTERING, 
CAMPBELL CONCRETE OF 
NEVADA, INC., CAMPBELL 
CONCRETE, INC., CIRCLE S 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, 
CREATIVE TOUCH INTERIORS, 
EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, INC. 
d/b/a EFFICIENT ELECTRIC, INC., 
DUPONT FLOORING SYSTEMS, 
EXPRESS BLINDS & SHUTTERS, 
FIRESTOP, INC., INFINITY BUILDING 
PRODUCTS, LLC, INTEGRITY WALL 
SYSTEMS, LLC, K&K DOOR & TRIM, 
LLC, NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC., 
OPM, INC. d/b/a CONSOLIDATED 
ROOFING, QUALITY WOOD 
PRODUCTS, LTD, RISING SUN 
PLUMBING, LLC d/b/a RSP, INC., 
SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS, 
INC., SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, 
LLC, SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC., 
SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a 
SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE, UNITED 
ELECTRIC, INC. d/b/a UNITED HOME 
ELECTRIC, WALLDESIGN 
INCORPORATED, DOES 101 through 
150; and ROE Corporations 101 
through 150, 

19 	 Third-Party Defendants. 

COMES NOW, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC, ("D.R. 

Horton") by and through its attorneys, the law firm of WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & 

BERMAN, LLP, and hereby submits its Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for 

Reconsideration on Order Shortening Time. 

/ / 

/ / 

I/ 
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1 	This Opposition is based upon this Memorandum of Points, the attached 

2 exhibits, and any oral argument that may occur at the hearing of this matter. 

3 DATED: January 13 , 2014 
	

WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP 

	

4 
	

Joel D. Odou 
By: 

	

5 	 JOEL D. ODOU 
Nevada Bar No. 007468 

	

6 	 CHRISTINA M. GILBERTSON 
Nevada Bar No. 009707 

	

7 	 ANDREW V. HALL 
Nevada Bar No. 012762 

	

8 	 7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, 
Suite 150 

	

9 	 Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6652 

	

10 	 Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC. 
Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party 

11 

	

12 	 MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES  

	

13 	I. 	INTRODUCTION  

	

14 	HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

15 (Hereinafter the "ASSOCIATION" or "Plaintiff') apparently seeks belated 

16 reconsideration on shortened notice  of this Court's April 29, 2013  ruling which 

17 provided in unambiguous terms the following: 

	

18 	"In short, without specific facts shown to the Court that every one of 
the 342 or the "assigned" 194 homeowners suffers all of the same 

	

19 	constructional defects outlined above, the Association cannot meet 
its burden of demonstrating the existence e of all four (4) conditions 

	

20 	as set forth in NRCP 23(a). 

	

21 	"As Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 
ASSOCIATION cannot satisfy the commonality and typicality 

	

22 	requirements of NRCP 23 (a), its claims also fail to satisfy the more 
demanding predominance prong of NRCP 23(b)(3). Plaintiff has not 

	

23 	shown the importance of common questions predominate over the 
relevance of issues peculiar to the individual 342 or 194  homeowner- 

	

24 	members. As noted by the high court in Shuette, 121 Nev. At 858, 
124 P.3d at 545, a shared experience alone does not justify a class 

	

25 	action." 

	

26 	(Citations omitted) (Emphasis added). 

27 (Please see Exhibit "A" page 14, paragraph 16-17 lines 1-11). 

28 
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I In this same Order, this Court noted that as to these 194 homeowners 

composinn the purported class,  issues existed as to how it should proceed: 2 

"Likewise, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION has not met its burden of showing 
a class action is the superior method of adjudicating claims of the 
purported class, le the 194 townhouse  (sic.) I  owners, the second 
prong of NRCP 23(b)(3). (Emphasis added) 

(Please see Exhibit "A" page 14, paragraph 18 lines 12-16). 

This Court went on to state: 

"It has not shown to this Court's satisfaction class certification would 
promote the interests of "efficiency, consistency, and ensuring that 
class members actually obtain relief." It has not shown class 
certification would prevent identical issues from being "litigated over 
and over(] thus avoid[ing} duplicative proceedings and inconsistent 
results." If anything, Plaintiffs inability to obtain assignments from 
the other 148 units' owners gives some indication additional litigation 
may occur even if this Court determined class action, concerning the 
assigned claims, was appropriate. 

(Please see Exhibit "A" page 14, paragraph 18 lines 16-23)(citations 
omitted). 

Finally, the Court invited additional argument as to the 194 homes- "In 

rendering its decision Plaintiff has not met its burden under NRCP 23 to support its 

position the claims of the homeowners should proceed as a class, this Court notes 

it is not conclusive." (Please see Exhibit "A," page 15, paragraph 21 lines 15-17). 

While not critical to the issues before the court at this time, these homes are not 
"condominiums" or "townhouses" as those terms are typically used or defined. They were 
constructed markedly different from typical "condominiums" or "townhouses" and each home has 
four exterior walls instead of "common" walls. They, along with other communities built by D.R. 
Horton, were the first of their kind in Clark County, so there is, as yet, no familiar, colloquial name 
for them. Thus, any reference to "townhouse" in marketing or other materials or by the court was 
likely made because it was the closest available option. Unfortunately, some insurance companies 
seize on the use of the worlds as "condo" or "townhouse" in pleadings as conclusive evidence that 
they have no obligation to defend their subcontractor insured's. This issue has been considered 
and rejected by other Clark County District Courts, who have ruled against these insurance 
companies, yet they continue to make this argument in bad faith to the prejudice of D.R. Horton 
and its subcontractors. Accordingly, the parties before this court are a bit cautious when these 
words are used. 
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I 	However, this conclusive ruling was clearly and unambiguously provided on 

2 November 12, 2013, wherein the Court explicitly stated "Whis Court 

3 understands Plaintiff has obtained the assignments of 194 townhouse 

4 owners and, thus, is proceeding on behalf of these owners only.  (Please see 

5 Exhibit "B" page 3, foot note 2). Based upon the same,  but after consideration 

6 of 	the claim of the other non-assigning homeowners as discussed in the 

prior Order quoted above,  this Court made the following Order: 

"IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Plaintiff 
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 
ASSOCIATION may prosecute the claims of its 194 homeowner-
members with respect to construction defects that may exist in 100 
percent of the homes. It may also use statistical proof to extrapolate 
or show such constructional defects found in 100 percent of the 
homes inspected also exist within all 194 homes. Such 
constructional defects are itemized above." 

(Please see this Court's November 12, 2013, Order attached hereto 
as Exhibit "B" page 9, lines 11-17) 

This Court also provided for a subclass format for claims numbering affecting at 

least 40 homes but less than 194 homes, and finally allowed that Plaintiff would be 

given 15 days to amend the complaint to join claims of individual homeowners. 2  

As the Court's record indicates, Plaintiff did not Amend their Complaint and 

D.R. Horton and the other Defendants RELIED  upon this Order and the prior 

Order in trying to prepare for an April 21, 2014, trial date. 3  

Plaintiff now seeks to have the Court revisit these issues upon shortened 

time not based upon any new evidence, but instead based upon pleadings and 

arguments previously made by Plaintiff (Plaintiff's motion contains 496 pages of 

2 
Plaintiff declined to timely amend the Complaint and should now be foreclosed from 

doing so in response to the outcome of this motion. 
3 

It should be noted that this trial date has been imposed upon the parties to avoid the 
application of NRCP §41(e). However, this trial date only compounds the prejudice to the parties 
caused by Plaintiffs failure to prosecute, as it gives them little time to respond to the claims in this 
case and they have already been prejudiced by the delays which have lead to insolvencies and lost 
evidence. 

0$36 
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prior motions and transcripts). The motion offers no explanation at all over the 

delays or why Plaintiff disregarded the Court's prior Orders, which it barely 

addresses and does not attach. Instead, it then concludes with the amazing 

statement that "Defendants will Suffer No Prejudice." This fallacy will be 

discussed further below. 

D.R. Horton opposes Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration because (1) it is 

significantly untimely now that trial has been set and expert reports have been 

disclosed, (2) it is not based on "new or different facts or law" as required by 

Moore v. City of Las Vegas, 92 Nev. 402, 405, 661 P.2d 244, 246 (1976), and (3) 

Plaintiff's reasoning for seeking reconsideration is without merit and changing this 

Court's prior Orders would cause D.R. Horton and other defending parties severe 

prejudice. Accordingly, D.R. Horton respectfully requests this Court deny Plaintiffs 

Motion for Reconsideration. 

IL STATEMENT OF FACTS  

The Complaint in this matter was filed nearly seven years ago on June 7, 

2007, prior to the service of a NRS §40.645 Notice as required by Nevada law. 

Thereafter, Plaintiffs have casually disregarded Orders and deadlines, frequently 

failing to provide timely expert reports, and providing contradictory and misleading 

superfluous documentation to support their claims when they did provide untimely 

reports, all the while requiring the parties and this Court to try to decipher the 

same. 

As the record shows, this Court has reviewed thousands of pages of 

materials and issued clear and unambiguous Orders, one on April 29, 2013 and 

one on November 12, 2013, that apparently Plaintiff either did not read or chose to 

ignore_ Incredibly, in the present motion Plaintiff argues that "_..this Honorable 

Court simply misunderstood the scope, direction and coverage of HIGH NOON's 

claims. (Plaintiffs Motion, page 6, lines 21-22). In support of the same the 
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I Plaintiff attaches the same papers previously considered by this Court and ignores 

2 this Court's prior Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. 

3 	As an example, this Court's April 29, 2013, Order, discuses the claims of all 

4 342 homes in great detail, and why class certification as to them is impossible pin 

5 short, without specific facts shown to the Court every one of the 342 or the 

6 assigned 194 homeowners suffers all of the same constructional defects outlined 

7 above, the Association cannot meet its burden of demonstrating the existence of 

8 all four (4) conditions set forth in NRCP 23 (a)"). 4  Plaintiff's present motion ignores 

9 this completely and literally recycles the pleadings and argument the Plaintiff has 

10 previously made. 

11 	This Court's November 12, 2013, Order unambiguously states "It]his Court 

12 understands Plaintiff has obtained the assignments of 194 townhouse 

13 owners and, thus, is proceeding on behalf of these owners onlv." 5  Plaintiffs 

14 motion ignores that completely as well. 

15 	Now, two (2) days before D.R. Horton's expert reports were due, Plaintiff 

16 moved this Court to include additional homes in this matter and reconsider the 

17 prior Orders which had finally provided D.R. Horton and the other defendants with 

18 some semblance of the scope and nature of Plaintiffs claims. For Plaintiff to have 

19 waited to file this request on shortened time and after D.R. Horton's experts were 

20 forced to work through the holidays and on short notice to try to prepare for an 

21 incredibly aggressive trial date, simply underscores the Plaintiffs tactics all through 

22 out this case. 

23 

24 

25 
4 Please see this Court's April 29, 2013 Order, attached hereto as Exhibit "A" page 14, 

lines 1-4. 
5 Please see this Court's Order dated November 12, 2013, attached hereto as Exhibit 

"B," pg. 3, footnote 2. 
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Plaintiffs delays have irreparably prejudiced DR. Horton and third-party 

2 defendants who have been doing their best to complete expert reports and 

3 prepare a defense. Accordingly, this Court should not reconsider its prior Orders 

4 and should deny this incredibly late motion. 

5 II. 	STANDARD FOR RECONSIDERATION  

6 	EDCR 2.24(b) requires that a party seeking reconsideration of an order of 

7 the Court "must file a motion for such relief within 10 days after service of written 

8 notice of the order." If a motion for reconsideration is timely filed, it is only in "very 

9 rare instances" in which "new issues of fact or law are raised supporting a ruling 

10 contrary to the ruling already reached should a motion for rehearing be granted." 

11 Moore v. City of Las Vegas, 92 Nev. 402, 405, 661 P.2d 244, 246 (1976). Points 

12 or contentions not raised in the original hearing cannot be maintained or 

13 considered on rehearing. Achrem v. Expressway Plaza Ltd., 112 Nev. 737, 742, 

14 917 P,2d 447, 450 (1996). 

15 	Here, Plaintiff not only filed its Motion for reconsideration untimely, Plaintiff 

16 also fails to raise any new issue of law or fact. Rather, Plaintiff seeks to have the 

17 Court declare that its "belief' that this matter involves 194 homes is incorrect. The 

18 Court should refrain from entertaining Plaintiffs motion based upon such a strange 

19 and poorly supported assertion considering the lengths that this Court went to in 

20 considering these issues for the past 12 months. 

21 UI. LEGAL. ARGUMENT 

22 	A. 	This 	Court Must Not Reconsider Its Prior Order As Plaintiffs 
ailed To Timely File Its Motion For Reconsideration  

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

05 

LEGAL:05708-0088/2869682A 
	 -8- 

EDCR 2.24(b) requires that a party seeking reconsideration of an Order of 

the Court "must file a motion for such relief within 10 days after service of written 

notice of the order." Here, Plaintiff did not file the instant Motion until fifty-seven 

(57) days after this Court's November 12, 2013, Order detailing the scope of 



1 Plaintiffs claims, As to the April 29, 2013, Order, the gap in time is even more 

2 excessive -nearly 9 months! 

3 	In that time this case has been scheduled for a trial and expert discovery 

4 has commenced. As discussed below, aside from the fact that Plaintiffs Motion is 

5 procedurally improper, Plaintiffs delay in bringing said Motion is prejudicial to DR. 

6 Horton and Third-Party Defendants. 

7 
	

B. 	Reconsideration Is Not Appropriate As Plaintiffs Have Not 
Provided Any New Facts or Law For This Court To Consider 

8 

9 
	

It is only in "very rare instances" in which "new issues of fact or law are 

10 raised supporting a ruling contrary to the ruling already reached should a motion 

11 for rehearing be granted." Moore v. City of Las Vegas, 92 Nev. 402, 405, 661 

12 P.2d 244, 246 (1976). 

13 
	

Here, Plaintiffs contention that this issue must be viewed in the "historical 

14 context of not only the facts specific to this action, but the evolving state of Nevada 

15 law" is telling. In the instant Motion, Plaintiff merely reiterates the same facts and 

16 law that have been before this Court for years in an attempt to "take a second bite 

17 at the apple." Aside from the fact that Plaintiffs contentions are without merit in 

18 fact and law, Plaintiff does not cite one new fact it discovered or even a recent 

19 case that could change this Court's April 29, 2013, or November 12, 2013, Orders. 

20 In fact, the most recent case Plaintiff relies on in its Motion is Beazer Homes 

21 Holding Corp, v. The Eight Judicial District Court, 291 P.3d 128, which was 

decided on December 27, 2012, 6  As such, Plaintiffs attempt to prompt this Court 22 

23 to consider its prior ruling must be denied as a Motion for Reconsideration may 

24 only be brought when a new issue of fact or law is discovered subsequent to a 

25 Courts Order. 

26 

27 
See, Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration on Order Shortening Time, pg. 6, ¶ 5-6, 

28 
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1 	Plaintiff does not meet the stringent requirement for reconsideration and are 

2 simply unhappy with this Court's prior Orders. That is unfortunate, but not enough, 

3 especially in consideration of the prejudice to the defendants that this will cause 

4 and the gamesmanship that has been undertaken to date. 

	

5 	C. Any Alteration To This Court's Prior Order Will Further Severely 
Pretudice D.R. Horton and Third-Party Defendants  

As noted previously, this case has been pending for 7 years. In that time 

there have been numerous changes in ownership of the subject homes and 

Plaintiff has caused extreme prejudice to the defendants by failing to move this 

10 case forward. Plaintiffs delays have caused the parties involved in this matter to 

11 incur excessive expenses in even getting access to the homes, let alone 

12 responding to multiple defect reports, multiple plaintiff attorneys, and differing 

13 inconsistent claims. Meanwhile, Plaintiff has been permitted to amend their claims 

_14 freely and-has- been permitted to- miss _deadlines- time-after-time ..  _ These_are_well 

15 documented in D.R. Horton's prior motions before this Court. 

	

16 
	

if these tactics were not bad enough, until recently, significant confusion 

17 existed during the same as to the scope and identity of Plaintiffs Experts: 

	

18 
	

"Another issue arose regarding the numerous experts that have been 

	

19 
	designated by the current Plaintiff firm and the prior Plaintiff firm. 

The defending parties as of this date have no clear statement 
from the Plaintiff as to which experts will be testifying and upon  

	

20 
	

what reports the opinions of those experts will be based.  At the 
request of the Special Master, counsel for the Plarntiff that attended 

	

21 
	

the December 18, 2013, Special Master Hearing contacted his office 
and verified the names of experts that will be utilized at trial. He was 

	

22 
	

instructed to provide a date and bate number range for each report 
to be utilized by those experts by 9:00 am. on December 19, 2013, 

	

23 
	

which Plaintiffs counsel thought was acceptable." (Emphasis 
added), 

24 
(Please see Special Master Report and Order Regarding Discovery 

	

25 
	

Scheduling Served December 18, 2013, page 3, lines 7-15, attached 
hereto as Exhibit "C"). 

26 

27 iii 

28 iii 
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1 	As soon as these were provided, D.R. Horton noticed these experts for 

2 deposition. Plaintiff then began making excuses why these depositions could not 

3 go forward as scheduled on January 6, 2014 (Please see Special Master Hale's 

4 letter to Plaintiffs counsel dated December 30, 2013, attached hereto as Exhibit 

5 "D"). Coincidentally, right after D.R. Horton again agreed to move some of these 

6 depositions back, a few hours later a courtesy copy of the present Motion on an 

7 = Order shortening time was served. 7  

	

8 	Just as the identity of the experts and their deposition dates have been 

9 moving targets, so have their opinions and "final" reports. Plaintiffs "final" cost of 

10 repair was provided at midnight on December 25-26 and the experts for D.R. 

11 Horton were given a mere 14 days including holidays, and Saturdays and Sundays 

12 to inspect the project (if they could as many could not due to the holidays and the 

13 inadequate notice), and respond to the same. Several Subcontractors have been 

14 given extensions to conduct further inspections but D.R. Horton was still required 

15 to have its expert reports disclosed by January 10, 2014, a date which it met. 

	

16 	In contrast, Plaintiff has introduced and continues to try to introduce new 

17 issues, requiring multiple motions to strike from D.R. Horton, including the striking 

18 of a new report in the form of an affidavit from expert Felix Martin (Please see 

19 Special Master Hale's Order of December 31, 2013, attached hereto as Exhibit 

20 "G"). In this new affidavit filed in the middle of the night on Christmas, Mr. Martin 

21 attempted to make new claims including (but not limited to) a claim that the 

22 foundation system for the buildings, the post-tensioned concrete slabs on ground, 

23 were built in violation of the requirements of the 2000 International Building 

24 

25 
7 

Please see January 8, 2014 letter to Rachael Saturn e-served at 11:59 am. attached 
hereto as Exhibit "E" and the face page of the "courtesy copy" of Plaintiffs Motion for 
Reconsideration on Order Shortening Time served at 2:19 p.m. that same day attached as Exhibit 
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1 Code.8" In addition to being just plain wrong as the slabs were built in compliance 

2 with the Code, the tactic of filing things in the middle of the night buried within 

3 other things, highlights why a shortened discovery schedule is prejudicial to the 

4 defendants who do apparently have to read everything closely. 8  

5 	The trial date of April 21, 2014 is already prejudicial to the defendants and 

6 to add additional homes to this case after expert disclosures and with just over 90 

7 days left to the commencement of Trial would result in a further denial of the 

8 defendants Due Process Rights to discovery and notice.1°  It is well established by 

9 this Court and the Special Master that to adequately prepare a construction defect 

10 case for trial requires twelve months of discovery. Typically, the Defendants are 

11 provided with a final defect list and final cost of repair and then allowed a final .  

12 opportunity to have their experts inspect the homes at issue to prepare for trial. 

13 Thereafter, depositions commence and a case proceeds before the jury on its 

14 

15 

6 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

0i4-3 
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Please see D.R. Horton's a-served letter dated December 30, 2013, with exhibits 
omitted, attached hereto as Exhibit "H." 

9 Just as the Plaintiff has disregarded this court's prior Orders, ironically the Plaintiff has 
also disregarded both the Case Management Order and Floyd Hate's December 31, 2013 Special 
Master Order Striking Plaintiff's Untimely Expert Report of Felix Martin. Specifically, both state that 
the Plaintiff must seek leave of the Special Master upon a showing of good cause, to supplement 
any expert report after the deadline established by the Case Agenda. Instead of doing so, the 
Plaintiff has filed a frivolous Motion to be heard by this court well after most of the Discovery has 
been completed, February 11, 2014, to try to over-turn the same based upon a similar argument 
that the court and/or Mr. Hale misunderstood the Plaintiff. 

10 As this Court is well aware, this case was commenced improperly by filing a Complaint 
prior to the serving of a Notice as required by NRS. §40.645. While prior counsel for the HOA, 
Nancy Quon made certain representations to the court which have now turned out to be untrue, the 
fact remains that justice requires that the Defendants in this case not suffer prejudice due to these 
irregularities and the other delays in this case. The abbreviated discovery schedule, coupled with 
the Plaintiffs continued delays in the same, as well as the H0A's continued attempt to bring new 
claims in violation of NRS 40.610 and NRS. §40.645, warrant the court's inquiry into whether or not 
the trial date must be vacated in fairness to the defendants, despite the risks of an involuntary 
dismissal caused by the application of NRCP §41(e). 



1 merits or lack thereof. Here, the Plaintiff is still trying to add new claims and as 

2 well as argue which homes are actually at issue. 

3 	Paragraph 17 of this Court's April 29, 2013, Order was clear, unambiguous, 

4 and was explicitly restated in this Court's second Order dated November 12, 2013. 

5 Any appeal of those Orders now, is far too late and too severely prejudicial to the 

6 defending parties in this matter. 

7 	 IV. 

8 	 CONCLUSION 

9 	This case began without a clear statement of claims as required by NRS 

10 §40.645, and it has continued for nearly 7 years. In that time the Defendants have 

11 requested on multiple occasions a complete and final listing of the Plaintiffs claims 
?- 	12 (including which homes are purportedly at issue), as well as an opportunity to z 

g7,-, 
13 investigate and respond to the same. In reply the Plaintiff has made inspecting the 

Z.16 AV5 I 14 homes as expensive as possible, has ignored this Court's numerous Procedural 

15 and Discovery Orders, has changed its claims, and has even brought new claims 
z- <TH 

16 in violation of NRS §40.645. Cumulatively, these tactics and the setting of a quick 2 S 
d 	17 trial date have resulted in prejudice to the defendants to the extent that they 
§ 	18 cannot adequately respond to them and prepare for trial. Now, on the eave of the 

19 close of Discovery, Plaintiff would like to compound this prejudice and add even 

20 more homes to this case, completely disregarding the rights of the defendants. In 

21 support for its request to add more homes to this case, the Plaintiff dumped 496 

22 pages of previously considered materials on this Court and then concluded that 

23 this Court "misunderstood" it and the. defendants will suffer no prejudice. As 

24 shown above, these conclusions lack any factual report and do not even address 

25 this Court's prior Orders. 

26 III 

27 III 

28 II/ 

Cr4A4 
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For the reasons set forth herein, D.R. Horton submits that Plaintiffs Motion 

for Reconsideration should be denied in its entirety. 

DATED: January 13, 2014 
	

WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP 

Is/ Joel D. Ociou 
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AFFIDAVIT OF JOEL D. ODOU IN SUPPORT OF 
D.R. HORTON, INC.'S OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR 

2 	 RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

3 STATE OF NEVADA 

4 COUNTY OF CLARK 

5 	JOEL D. ODOU, ESQ. being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 

	

6 	1. 	I am a Partner at the Law Firm of Wood, Smith, Henning and Berman, LLP, 

7 counsel for the Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, DR. Horton, Inc., (hereinafter "D.R. 

8 Horton") in this matter. 

	

9 	2. 	I am making this Affidavit in support of D.R. Horton's Opposition to the 

10 PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME. 

	

11 	3. 	On April 29, 2013, this Court issued its Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 

12 Law and Order, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A." 

	

13 	4. 	Contained within this Court's April Order, is a comprehensive discussion of 

14 all 342 homes  at the High Noon at Arlington Ranch development at issue in this matter, 

15 and legal basis as to why the Plaintiff has failed to satisfy all of the Rule 23 requirements 

16 to pursue this claim on behalf of each and every homeowner. There is no mistake or 

17 misunderstanding anywhere in this Order that the Plaintiffs current motion discusses. 

	

18 	5. 	D.R. Horton and I believe the other Defendants, relied  upon this Court's 

19 April Order in handling this matter and preparing for Discovery. 

	

20 	6. 	On November 12, 2013, this Court issued an Order discussing how the 

21 claims as to the Plaintiffs 194 homeowner-members Class would proceed and that the 

22 Plaintiff could pursue construction defects that may exist in 100 percent of the homes. It 

23 also permitted the use statistical proof to extrapolate or show such constructional defects 

24 found in 100 percent of the homes inspected also exist within all 194 homes. Finally, this 

25 Court also provided for a subclass format for claims numbering affecting at least 40 

26 homes but less than 194 homes, and finally allowed that Plaintiff would be given 15 days 

27 to amend the complaint to join claims of individual homeowners. A true and correct copy 

28 of this Order is attached hereto as Exhibit "B." 
0546 
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1 	7. 	D.R. Horton and I believe the other Defendants relied upon this November 

2 Order in preparing their case for Discovery. Specifically, I had numerous discussions 

3 with D.R. Horton's experts on the ruling and its meaning so that they could determine 

4 how best to respond to the Plaintiffs claims. I had this Order sent to each and ever 

5 expert D.R. Horton retained in this case. We further discussed whether or not the 

6 Plaintiff would amend the Complaint to pursue individual claims and how we could handle 

7 these. However, no amendment was ever filed. 

	

8 	8. 	Unfortunately, while this Order cleared up which homes were in this case, it 

9 was still completely unclear what claims would be pursued at these homes by the 

10 Plaintiffs experts. This was due to the fact that Plaintiff has had multiple attorneys and 

11 multiple experts over the 7 year course of this litigation. To attempt to figure out what 

12 claims remained and were being pursued, D.R. Horton's experts looked to Plaintiffs 

13 "final" cost of repair estimate. 

	

14 	9. 	This too proved to be difficult, as Plaintiff has missed numerous deadlines 

15 to disclose a "final" cost of repair estimate, including but not limited to July 31 1  2009, June 

16 17, 2011 1  July 1, 2011, August 15, 2011 1  November 8, 2013 and December 25-26, 2013. 

17 Further, the documents disclosed, upon until December 25-26, 2013, were completely 

18 ambiguous on a number of claims and also added new claims in violation of NRS 

19 §40.645. 

	

20 	10. 	As examples, without a final cost of repair estimate, D.R. Horton and the 

21 other defendants could not determine the scope and costs of Plaintiffs Geotechnical, 

22 Plumbing, and Electrical Claims. Some of these claims have been abandoned, others 

23 have had experts stricken, and yet others are factually impossible, like the yellow brass 

24 claim when the project was re-plumbed. Even others are being made by experts who 

25 have been withdrawn. 

	

26 	11. 	Despite these missed deadlines and ambiguities, D.R. Horton was required 

27 to designate experts and provide final reports on January 10, 2014, as this case was set 

28 for Trial on April 21, 2014 over its objection. 
0547 
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1 	12. 	D.R. Horton and I believe the other Defendants have been prejudiced by 

2 this trial setting. It, coupled with Plaintiffs shifting claims, has prevented them from 

3 adequately preparing for trial. Numerous experts were not able to get to the site and 

4 conduct inspections by the deadlines imposed by this trial date such that they needed to 

5 rely upon the work of other experts, rather than conduct their own inspections. This 

6 prejudice is particularly devastating as to the Plaintiffs claims that are false and could 

7 have been proven to be untrue by further inspections, such as the extrapolated claims. 

	

8 	13. 	Normally, it takes 12 months to prepare a complex construction defect case 

9 for trial. Due to the Court's concern about the application of NRCP §41(e) and the 

10 Plaintiffs tactical gamesmanship in dragging their feet on discovery, the parties here are 

11 being forced to do so in just over 90 days. This irreparable harm, coupled with the delays 

12 in this case which is nearly 7 years old, means that evidence will have been lost and 

13 parties will not have adequate time to prove claims that are based upon erroneous 

14 information and false assumptions. 

	

15 	14. 	On December 18, 2013, the Special Master issued a Report and Order 

16 Regarding Discovery which is attached hereto as Exhibit "C." 

	

17 	15. 	While Plaintiff finally provided the parties a listing of experts and reports as 

18 required by the Special Master's December 18 Order, this required the parties to 

19 scramble over the holidays to try to have their own experts respond to these reports, 

20 some of which confirmed that new claims are being brought in violation of NRS §40.645. 

	

21 	16. 	While the parties set the depositions of Plaintiffs experts to try to evaluate 

22 these claims, Plaintiff has also dragged their feet in producing them for deposition. 

23 Attached here as Exhibit "D" is a true and correct copy of the Special Master's letter to 

24 Plaintiff with regard to the purported "unavailability" of Plaintiffs expert, Mr. Valine. 

	

25 	17. 	The defendants attempted to extend professional courtesy to Plaintiff in 

26 setting these depositions and attached hereto as Exhibit "E," is a true and correct copy 

27 of a letter that I sent to Plaintiffs counsel on January 8, 2014, via e-serve at 11:59 a.m. 

28 after receiving numerous phone calls from Plaintiffs office requesting continuances. 
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1 	18. 	Shortly after sending this letter, I received a "courtesy copy" of Plaintiffs 

2 Motion for Reconsideration on an Order shortening time at 2:19 p.m. 

	

3 	19. 	These depositions are vital as Plaintiffs experts have added claims in 

4 violation of NRS §40.645, yet they have been stalled so that the instant Motion could be 

5 heard on shortened notice and with a limited opportunity for the Defendants to respond. 

	

6 	20. As an example, as recently as December 26, 2013, Plaintiff attempted to 

7 interject into this case via Affidavit new claims of improper slab design by Expert, Felix 

8 Martin, such that D.R. Horton was forced to file a Motion to Strike with Special Master 

9 Floyd Hale. A true and correct copy of his December 31, 2013 Order is attached hereto 

10 as Exhibit "G." 

	

11 	21. 	The letter requesting Mr. Hale strike Mr. Martin's opinions, minus Mr. 

12 Martin's reports, is attached hereto as Exhibit "H" and was e-served on December 30, 

13 2013. 

	

14 	22. 	Both the Order and the Case Management Order, provide that the Plaintiff 

15 must make a showing of "Good Cause" to the Special Master for untimely reports, yet 

16 Plaintiff has filed a further frivolous Motion before this Court set to be heard on February 

17 11, 2014, after much of the Discovery will be completed. By doing so, if the Plaintiff is 

18 granted the relief requested, no party will have an expert report in opposition to their 

19 positions since the defense reports were due on January 10, 2014 for D.R. Horton and 

20 February 10, 2014 for the Third-Party Defendants. 

	

21 	23. 	All throughout the course of this litigation, Plaintiffs claims have changed 

22 such that it has been impossible to have a complete and final listing of the claims and the 

23 homes affected. In that time, numerous homes have changed ownership and the parties 

24 have spent hundreds of thousands of dollars on experts to try to evaluate the shifting 

25 claims. 

	

26 	24. 	While the Court wishes to avoid the application of NRCP §41(e), the setting 

27 of trial with little discovery, coupled with these delays, have irreparably prejudiced D.R. 

28 
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Horton as numerous subcontractors who have become insolvent and/or exhausted 

2 Insurance. 

3 	25. 	Further, the current trial date and Plaintiffs shifting claims have prevented 

4 DR. Horton from adequately preparing for trial in the short time remaining before its 

5 commencement. 

6 	26. 	While this Court has suggested that the parties stipulate to continue trial 

7 and the application of any deadlines under NRCP §41(e), if D.R. Horton did so insurance 

8 carriers for the Third-Party Defendants could raise this as a coverage defense. As most 

9 of the Third-Party Defendants are out of business, the denial of insurance coverage for 

10 them would prejudice D.R. Horton even more than the difficult current discovery 

11 schedule. 

12 	27. 	These delays and these shifting claims are not the fault of the Defendants 

13 who are being offered a Faustian Bargain: -suffer prejudice due to inadequate time to 

14 prepare for trial or agree to continue trial and suffer prejudice from insurance carriers and 

15 parties that will assert this agreement as a defense to their contractual obligations. 

16 	28. 	Neither "bargain" is acceptable and both are punitive in their application to 

17 the defendants who have been attempting since the premature filing of the complaint on 

18 June 7, 2007, to determine what are the claims and which homes do they apply to at this 

19 project. Unfortunately, these simple questions are still open as shown by the instant 

20 motion which seeks to add homes back into this case. 

21 	29. 	As this Motion is extremely untimely and seeks reconsideration of this 

22 Courts Orders from April 29, 2013 and November 12, 2013, the time for reconsideration 

23 as permitted by EDCR 2.24(b) has long since elapsed. To consider this Motion now, 

24 would simply prejudice the defendants more than they already have been by this 

25 impossible discovery schedule. 

26 	30, 	Based upon the foregoing and the points and authorities filed concurrently 

27 herewith, D.R. Horton requests that this Motion be denied. 

28 1/1 
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RAPNAELA M. TODD 
Notary Public State cif Nevada 

Appoinlmeni Recorded in Clark Couoi, 
My Appointment Empires or April 24, 206 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

3 

4 
	 DISTRICT COURT 

5 
	

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

6 

7 
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HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a 
Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself 
and for all others similarly situated, 

Plaintiff 

Vs. 

DR. HORTON, INC., a Delaware 
Corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100; 
ROE BUSINESS or GOVERNMENTAL 
ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive, 

Defendants. 
D.R. HORTON, INC., 

Third-Party Plaintiff, 

Vs. 

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. d/h/a 
IRON SPECIALISTS; ANSE, INC. d/b/a 
NEVADA STATE PLASTERING; 
BRANDON, LLC d/b/a SUMMIT 
DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC; BRAVO 
DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC; BRAVO 
UNDERGROUND, INC.; CAMPBELL 
CONCRETE OF NEVDA, INC.; CIRCLE 
S DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
d/b/a DECK SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT 
ENTERPRISES, LLC, d/b/a EFFICIENT 
ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC.; 
HARRISON DOOR DOMPANY; 
INFINITY BUILDING PRODUCTS, LLC; 
INFINITY WALL SYSTEMS, LLC; 
LUKESTAR CORPORATION; 

Case No. 07A542616 
Dept. No. IOW 

Electronic Filing Case 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 

ORDER 

1 
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NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC.; O.P.M., 
INC. d/b/a CONSOLIDATED ROOFING; 

2 QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD., 
RCR PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL, 

3 INC.; REYBUR,N LAWN & LANDSCAPE 
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUN 
PLUMBING, LLC d/b/a RSP, INC.; 
SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS, INC.; 
SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC.; 

6 SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a 
SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE; THE 
SYLVANIE COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a 
DRAKE ASPHALT & CONCRETE; 
UNITED ELECTRIC, INC. d/b/a UNITED 
HOME ELECTRIC; WALLDESIGN, 
INC.; WESTERN SHOWER DOOR, INC.; 
DOES 1 through 150, 

Third-Party Defendants. 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER 

On or about January 25, 2013, the Supreme Court of Nevada issued a Writ of Mandamus to 

JUDGE SUSAN H. JOHNSON of Department XXII of the Eighth Judicial District Court, in and for 

Clark County, Nevada, with respect to the aforementioned matter. Specifically, the high court 

instructed the judge to "conduct further proceedings in light of this order and this court's recent 

decision in Beazer Homes Holding Corp. v. District Court,  in the case entitled High Noon at 

Arlington Ranch Homeowners Association vs, D.R. Horton, Inc., case no. A542616." In its Order 

Granting Petition for Writ of Mandamus or Prohibition filed January 25, 2013, the Nevada Supreme 

Court noted the district court did conduct a full NRCP 23 analysis as to the claims assigned by the 

homeowners to Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION—that being the alleged constructional defects located within the individual units—

however, the lower court "failed to perform a full and thorough NRCP 23 analysis as to the claims 

involving the building envelopes." It further noted this court interpreted the Supreme Court's 

2 
0554 

4 

5 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 



holding in First Light .111  as applicable only to the alleged interior defects of individual units located 

2 	within a common-interest community, and thus, found, without performing a NRCP 23 analysis, that 

3 	Plaintiff had standing to litigate representative claims based upon building envelopes as "building 

4 	envelope claims affected the common-interest community." In its view, such ruling was in error, 

and the Supreme Court directed this Court to determine whether "building envelope" constructional 

defect claims conformed to class action principles. In meeting the requirements of the Nevada 

Supreme Court's mandate, this Court renders its analysis within the following Findings of Fact and 

Conclusions of Law: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION is non-profit corporation and governing body of a 342-unit triplex townhouse 

planned development/ common.interest community created pursuant to NRS Chapter 116 and 

located within Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada. The community consists of townhouse units, 

owned by the Association's members, as well as common elements owned by Plaintiff over which 

the homeowners have easements and enjoyment. 

2. The community was developed, constructed and sold by Defendant D.R. HORTON, 

INC, in or about 2004 to 2006. 2  

3. The subject property consists of 114 structures, each building of which contains three 

(3) units, for a total of 342 homes. The instant action involves claims for damages arising out of 

constructional defects within the common areas, the building envelopes in which Plaintiff has no 

ownership interest, and within the interiors of 194 units for which Plaintiff has obtained assignments 

'Lawyers and judges have referred to the case, D.R. Horton Inc. v, Distriq Court,  125 Nev. 449,215 P.2d 697 (2009) as the First Lieu I  decision. 
2See Complaint filed June?, 2007, Paragraph 10, pl. 3. 
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1 
	from those homes' owners. 3  The alleged constructional defects include, but are not limited to 

2 	structural, fire safety, waterproofing defects, and deficiencies in the civil engineering/landscaping, 

3 	roofing, stucco and drainage, architectural, mechanical, plumbing, HVAC, acoustical, electrical, and 
4 	those relating to the operating of windows and sliding doors. 4  As a result of the aforementioned 

constructional defects, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION brings the following claims on behalf of itself and their homeowner-members: 

1. Breach of implied warranties of workmanlike quality and habitability; 

2. Breach of contract; 

3. Breach of express warranties; and 

4. Breach of fiduciary duty. 

Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC. has, in turn, filed its Third-Party Complaint against the 

subcontractors who provided both labor and supplies to the project's construction. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. There is no question an action must be commenced by the real party in interest, or the 

"one who possesses the right to enforce the claim and has a significant interest in the litigation." 

Szilgarkyi v. Testa,  99 Nev. 834, 838, 673 Pld 495,498 (1983); NRCP 17(a). Generally, and 

because of this limitation, a party has standing only to assert its own rights and cannot raise the 

claims of a third party not before the court. See DO v, 999 Lakeshore Association,  94 Nev. 301, 

304, 579 P.2d 775, 777 (1978). 

2. In 1991, the Nevada Legislature enacted NRS Chapter 116, and adopted the Uniform 

Common-Interest Ownership Act. This legislation conferred standing on common-interest 

3As this Court noted previously in its Order filed February 10, 2011, Defendant DR. Horton, Inc. claims the assignments actually number 193 and not 194. See Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Declaratory Relief Re: Standing Pursuant to Assignment and Pursuant to NRS 116.3102(1Xd) filed October 19, 2010, p. I 1; also see Exhibit 5 to Plaintiff's Motion for Declaratory Relief filed September 30, 2010. 
4See Complaint filed June 7, 2007, Paragraph 16, p. 4. 
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community associates to litigate certain matters in their own name on behalf of their members. As 

noted in pertinent part within NRS 116.3102(1): 

Except as otherwise provided in subsection 2, and subject to the provisions of the 
declaration, the association may do any or all of the following: 

(d) 	Institute, defend or intervene in litigation or administrative 
proceedings in its own natne on behalf of itself or two or more units' owners on 
matters affecting the common-interest community. 

Hence, so long as a common-interest community association is acting on behalf of two or more 

units' owners, it can represent its members in actions concerning the community. NRS 116.3102 

affords the common-interest community association not only the right to come to court, but also to 

obtain relief solely on behalf of its members. See Friendly Village Community Association, Inc. v.  

Silva & Hill Construction Company, 107 Cal.Rptr. 123, 125 (Cal.App. 1973)(explaining the 

difference between the capacity to sue and standing concepts). 

3. 	In its recent decision, Beazer Homes Holding corm v. District Court, 128 

Nev.Ad,Op, 66, 291 P.3d 128, 134 (2012), the Nevada Supreme Court held failure to meet any 

additional procedural requirements, including those that may be imposed under Rule 23 of the 

Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure (NRCP), cannot strip a common-interest community association of 

its standing to proceed on behalf of its members under NRS 116.3102(1)(d). Citing State v. 

Connety, 99 Nev. 342, 245, 661 P,2d 1298, 1300 (1983)(recognizing procedural rules promulgated 

under the court's inherent powers may not "abridge, enlarge or modify" substantive rights)! 

Examining NRS 116.3102(1)(d) in light of its holding in D.R. Horton. Inc., 125 Nev. at 457, 215 

P.3d at 702-703, the high court further concluded the plain meaning of that statutory provision 

confers standing on the associations to assert their members' claims regarding the common-interest 

community, including claims affecting individual units. Accordingly, common-interest community 

'However, as discussed in Bgar,er Homes HoWing Corp.  and Infra, failure to abide by additional procedural requirements, such as those imposed by NRCP 23, may influence how the case proceeds. 
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associations can bring suit not only to recovery damages pertaining to common areas and elements 

2  over which they are responsible for maintenance and repair, but also on a purely representative 

	

3 	basis. 

4 	4. 	However, in concluding NRS 1163102(1)(d) permits representative actions, the 

	

5 	
Nevada Supreme Court also recognized, when the common-interest community association is 

6 

	

7 
	pursuing the individual constructional defect claims of multiple unit owners, the actions "are 

	

8 
	amenable to the same treatment as class action lawsuits brought by individual homeowners." D.R. 

	

9 
	

Horton. Inc., 125 Nev. at 459, 215 P.3d at 704. The district court, as mandated here, must conduct a 

10 thorough NRCP 23 analysis to determine whether the Association, on behalf of its homeowner- 

	

II 	members, can maintain a class action. The high court's holding largely was based on the practical 

	

12 	
difficulties in managing sizeable constructional defect cases, the concerns with the use of 

13 

	

14 
	generalized proof to determine liability and compensation in such cases, and the court's 

	

15 
	acknowledgement in Shuette v. Beazer Homes Holding Corn., 121 Nev. 837, 854, 124 P3d 530, 542 

	

16 
	

(2005), that, due to land's unique nature, "as a practical matter, single-family residence 

	

17 
	

constructional defect cases will rarely be appropriate for class action treatment," 

	

18 	5. 	In analyzing the NRCP 23 factors, this Court is not determine whether the action can 
19 

proceed; rather, it is to decide how the litigation should proceed, i.e. as a class, joinder or 
20 

	

21 
	consolidated action, or in some other manner. Beazer Homes Holding Corp„ 128 Nev.Ad.Op. 66, 

	

22 
	291 P.3d at 134. 

	

23 
	

6. 	Under NRCP 23(a), Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON HOMEOWNERS 

24 ASSOCIATION must establish four (4) requisites in order for the claims of its homeowner-members 

	

25 	
to proceed as a class action: First, the "numerosity" requirement requires the members of the 

26 
27 proposed class be so numerous that separate joinder of each member is impracticable. See NRCP 

	

28 
	23(a)(1). Second, "commonality" necessitates the existence of questions of law or fact common to 
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each member of the class. See NRCP 23(a)(2). Think the "typicality" factor calls for a showing the 

representative parties' claims or defenses are typical of the class' claims or defenses. See NRCP 

23(a)(3). Fourth and Ictstly, the "adequacy" prerequisite mandates the representative parties be able 

to fairly and adequately protect and represent each class member's interests. See NRCP 23(a)(4). 

7. Before a class action can be certified, it must be shown the putative class has so many 

members that "joinder of all members is impracticable." NRCP 23(a)(1). Although courts agree 

numerosity prerequisites mandate no minimum number of individual rnembers, 6  a putative class of 

forty (40) or more generally will be found "numerous." Shuette, 124 Nev. at 847, citing Cummings 

v. Charter Hospital, Ill Nev. 639, 643, 896 P.2(11137, 1140 (1995Xconcluding a class of three or 

four plaintiffs is not sufficient to justify certification ai a class action). The impracticability of 

joinder of parties cannot be speculatively based on merely the number of class members, but must be 

positively demonstrated in an "examination of the specific facts of each case." Golden, 404 F.3d 

at 965-966, quoting General Telephone Co. v. EEOC, 446 U.S. 318, 330 (1980). "Impracticable 

does not mean impossible." Robicloux v, Celani, 987 F.2d 931, 936 (2 n4  Cir. 1993). Thus, in 

examining the circumstances under which impracticality is asserted, this Court may consider 

"judicial economy arising from the avoidance of a multiplicity of actions, geographic dispersion of 

class members, financial resources of class members, the ability of claimants to institute individual 

suits, and requests for prospective injunctive relief which would involve future class members," 

among any other relevant factors. Robidoux,  987 F.2d at 936. 

8. Under the "commonality" requirement, class action certification is proper only when 

"there are questions of law or fact common to the class." NRCP 23(a)(2). Questions are common to 

the class when their answers as to one class member hold true for all. Sbuette 124 Nev. at 848, 

6See Golden v. Cite of Columbus,  404 F.3d 950, 965 (6 th  Cir. 2005); Stewart v. Abraham  275 F.3d 330, 336- 
337 (3 rd  Cir. 2001). 
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citing Spera v. Fleming. Hovenkamp & Grayson, P.C„ 4 S.W.3d 805, 810 (Tex.App. 

2 1999)[inteipreting the analogous Texas provision, TRCP 42(a)(2)1 Commonality does not require 

3 

	

	"all questions of law and fact must be identical, but that an issue of law or fact exists that inheres in 

the complaints of all the class members." Spent,  4 S.W.3d at 811. This prerequisite may be 

satisfied by a single common question of law or fact. Simile,  121 Nev. at 848, citing  Monaco v. 

Stone, 187 F.R.D. 50, 61 (E.D.N.Y. 1999). 

	

9. 	"Typicality" demands the claims or defenses of the representative parties are typical 

of those of the class. See NRCP 23(a)(3). Generally, the typicality prerequisite concentrates upon 

the defendant's actions, not upon the plaintiffs' conduct. Sbuette 121 Nev. at 848, citing Wagner v. 

Nutraswe,et Co.,  95 F3d 527, 534 (7111  Cir. 1996). Thus, defenses that are unique to the 

representative party rarely will defeat this prerequisite, unless they "threaten to become the focus of 

the litigation." Shuette 121 Nev. at 848, citing Gary Plastic Packaging v. Merrill Lynch,  903 F.2d 

176, 180 (2"I  Cir. 1990). The "typicality" requirement can be satisfied by showing "each class 

member's claim arises from the same course of events and each class member makes similar legal 

arguments to prove the defendant's liability." Shuette,  121 Nev. at 848-849, citing Robidoux,  897 

F.2d at 936. Thus, the representatives' claims need not be identical, and class action certification 

will not be prevented by mere factual variations among class members' underlying individual 

claims. Ici For example, and as noted by the Nevada Supreme Court in Shuette,  121 Nev. at 849, 

"typicality of claims can result when each owner in a condominium complex `suffer[s] damage' by 

way of being assessed for repairs to leaky common area roofs, even though some of the individual 

unit owners have not otherwise suffered from leakage problems." Citing Deal, 94 Nev. at 306, 579 

P.2d at 778. 

	

10, 	A class action may proceed only when it is shown the representative parties have the 

ability to "fairly and adequately protect the interests of the class." See NRCP 23(0(4), This inquiry 

8 
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"serves to uncover conflicts of interest between named parties and the class they seek to represent.” 

Shuette, 121 Nev. at 849, quoting AmChem Poducts. Inc. v. Windsor, 521 U.S. 591, 625 (1997). 

To wit, class representatives must "possess the same interest and suffer the same injury" as other 

4 	class members. AmChem Products, Inc., 521 U.S. at 625-626, quoting East Texas Motor Freight v. 
5 	

Rodriquez, 431 U.S. 395, 403 (1977). 
6 

7 
	11. 	In addition to following the NRCP 23(a) requirements, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT 

8 ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION must show one of the three conditions 

9 set forth in NRCP 23(b): 

10 
	

(1) 	that separate litigation by individuals in the class would create a risk the 

11 	opposing part would be held to inconsistent standards of conduct or the non-party members' 
12 

interests might be unfairly impacted by the other members' individual litigation; 
13 

14 
	 (2) 	the party opposing the class has acted or refused to act on grounds generally 

15 
	applicable to the class, thereby making appropriate financial injunctive relief or 

16 
	

corresponding declaratory relief with respect to the class as a whole; or 

17 
	

(3) 	common questions of law or fact predominate over individual questions, and a 
18 	

class action is superior to other methods of adjudication. 
19 

Also see Shuette, 121 Nev. at 849-850. 
20 

21 
	12. 	The first two conditions of NRCP 23(b) are self-explanatory as set forth above. The 

22 
	

"predominance" prong of the third condition "tests whether proposed classes are sufficiently 

23 
	

cohesive to warrant adjudication by representation." Shuette, 121 Nev. at 850, citing AinChem 

24 
	

Products, 521 U.S. at 623. The "questions of law or fact" at issue are those that "qualify each class 
25 	

member's case as genuine controversy." Id The questions that class members have in common 
26 

must be significant to the substantive legal analysis of the members' claims. Shuette, 121 Nev. at 

850, citing State of Alabama v. Blue Bird Body Co., 573 F.2d 309, 316 (5 th  Cir. 1978)("In order to 

9 
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1 
	make the findings requited to certify a class action under [FRCP] 23(b)(3)..., one must initially 

2 
	identify the substantive Jaw issues which will control the outcome of the litigation."). While the 

3 NRCP (b)(3) predominance inquiry is related to the NRCP 23(a) commonality and typicality 

requirements, it is more demanding. Shuette, 121 Nev. at 850, citing Amehem Products, Inc., 521 

U.S. at 623-624. The importance of common questions must predominate over that peculiar to 

individual class members. As noted in Shuette, 121 Nev. at 851, "common questions predominate 

over individual questions if they significantly and directly impact each class member's effort to 

establish liability and entitlement to relief, and their resolution can be achieved through generalized 

proof.' Quoting Moore v. PaineWebber. Inc„, 306 F.3d 1247, 1252 (2Thd  Cir. 2002). On the other 

hand, when the facts and law necessary to resolve the claims vary from person to person, taking into 

account the nature of the defense presented or when the resolution of the common questions would 

result in "superficial adjudications which., .deprive either [party] of a fair trial," 7  individual 

questions predominate whereby class action is an inappropriate method of adjudication. Shuette, 

121 Nev. 851. Courts should exercise caution in allowing a class action to proceed when the 

"individual stakes are high and disparities among class members great." AmChern Products, Inc., 

521 U.S. at 625, citing Title 28 U.S.C. App. 697, Advisory Committee Note (1 966). 

13. 	The second prong to the third NRCP 23(b) condition questions whether class action is 

the superior method for adjudicating the claims, thereby promoting the interests of "efficiency, 

consistency and ensuring that class members actually obtain relief." Shuette, 121 Nev. at 851-852, 

quoting Ingram v. The Coca-Cola Co., 200 F.R.D. 685, 701 (N.D.Ga. 2001). A proper class action 

prevents identical issues from being "litigated over and over[,] thus avoid[ing] duplicative 

proceedings and inconsistent results." Shuette, 121 Nev. at 852, quoting Ingram.,  200 FRB. at 701. 

litUfifiELLQ5Lyautigl..Cojagf.SArl_c_m_c_ty.,a 1 	crun 525 Pid 701, 711 (Cal. 1974). 
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It also helps class members obtain relief when they might be unable or unwilling to individually 

litigate an action for financial reasons or for fear of repercussion. L4, 

14. Other factors worth considering include the members' interests in individually 

controlling the litigation, whether and the extent to which other litigation of the matter by class 

members has already commenced, the desirability of litigating the class action in the particular 

forum, whether the class action will be manageable, and the time and effort a district court must 

expend in becoming familiar with the case. Shuette, 121 Nev. at 852, citing Peltier Enterprises, Inc.  

v. Hilton, 51 S,W.3d 616, 625 (Tex.App. 2000). In addition, the court must determine whether other 

adjudication methods would allow for efficient resolution without compromising any parties' claims 

Of defenses. For example, as noted by the Nevada Supreme Court in Shuette, 121 Nev. at 852, 

NRCP 16.1(f) permits district courts to waive pre-trial discovery requirements for complex 

litigation. NRCP 19 allows for the joinder of necessary persons, and NRCP 42 governs the court's 

powers to consolidate, order joint hearings and conduct separate trials in actions involving common 

questions of law or fact, or in order to promote efficiency or preserve fairness. Further, NRCP 

23(c)(4) provides the district court may certify a class action under that rule with respect to certain 

issues or sub-classes. In any case, class action is only superior when management difficulties and 

any negative impacts on all parties' interests "are outweighed by the benefits of class wide 

resolution of common issues." Peltier Enterprises, 51 S.W.3d at 624. 

15. As noted by the Nevada Supreme Court in Shuette, 121 Nev. at 854, "single-family 

residence constructional defect cases will rarely be appropriate for class action treatment." Indeed, 

class actions involving real property often are "incompatible with the fundamental maxim that each 

parcel of land is unique." City of San Jose, 525 P.2d at 711. Although the "uniqueness of land 

principle was developed at common law in response to concerns that did not involve class action 
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issues,8  the rule "take[s) on added significance in this modem era of development. Simply stated, 

2 	there are now more characteristics and criteria by which each piece of land differs from every other. 

3 	Shuette, 121 Nev. at 854-855, quoting City of San Jose, 525 P.2d at 711. Allowing class actions to 

4 	proceed on issues that involve variables particular to "unique" parcels of land would require either 

an alteration of this principle or an extensive sub-classification system that, effectively, would defeat 

the purpose of the class action altogether. Shuette, 121 Nev. at 855, citing City of San Jose, 525 

Pld at 711-712. Where specific characteristics of different land parcels are concerned, "these 

uniqueness factors weigh heavily in favor of requiring independent litigation of the liability to each 

parcel and its owner." City of San Jose, 525 P.2d at 711. Even when the uniqueness of real property 

is not substantially implicated, constructional defect cases relating to several different properties are 

often very complex, involving allegations between numerous primary and third parties concerning 

different levels or types of property damages. In many instances, these types of cases present issues 

of causation, liability defenses and damages that cannot b determined or presumed through the use 

of generalized proof, but rather, require each party to individually substantiate his claims. Shuette, 

121 Nev. at 855, citing Muise v. GPU. Inc., 851 A.2d 799, 813-823 (N.J.Super.CtApp.Div. 

2004)(discussing and distinguishing when class actions might be appropriate despite the need for 

individualized proof, such as when there exist predominating common questions of liability and "the 

fact of damage). Nevertheless, as the Nevada Supreme Court recognized in Shuette, 121 Nev. at 

857, "[cliass action treatment may be proper under NRCP 23. ..if the constructional defect case or 

issue involves a singular defect that predominates over any other problems, which remain 

minirnal."9  

sSee, e.g. Stoltz y. Grimm,  100 Nev. 529, 533, 689 P.2d 927, 930 (1984Xaffirming an award of specific 
performance because "the subject matter of the contract was real property, and as such is unique). 

9A/so see Hicks v. Kaufmaruit broad Home Cow.  107 Cal.Rptr. 761 (CI.App. 2001XThere, claimants were 
allowed to proceed with a class action on issues regarding breach of warranty, since the alleged defect consisted of 
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I 
	16. 	Analyzing the facts of this case in light of the authority set forth above, this Court 

2 concludes, while Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

3 ASSOCIATION has standing to sue Defendant DR. HORTON, INC. for constructional defects 

4 	located within the common and limited common elements, and may have standing to sue on behalf 

of two or more of its homeowner-members under NRS 116.3102 with respect to deficiencies located 

within the individual townhouses, 1°  Plaintiff has not met its burden in showing the presence of all 

conditions under NRCP 23(a) with respect to certifying the action as a class. As this Court 

previously noted in its Order filed February 10, 2011, Plaintiff has not adequately demonstrated to 

this Court the "commonality" element set forth in NRCP 23(a)(2) is met. That is, it has not 

adequately shown an issue of law or fact exists that inheres in the complaints of all 342 or even the 

194 units' owners who assigned their claims to the Association. Instead, the Association identifies a 

myriad of vague complaints in Paragraph 16 of the Complaint, which include, but are not limited to 

structural, fire safety, waterproofing defects, and deficiencies in the civil engineering/landscaping, 

roofing, stucco and drainage architectural, mechanical, plumbing, HVAC, acoustical, electrical, and 

those relating to the operation of the windows and sliding doors. Given the number of 

constructional defects alleged, it is also difficult to perceive whether they are typical of those found 

within all of the 342 or 194 assigned-claims' homes. Even Plaintiff has previously admitted it has 

not visually inspected or destructively tested all 342 units, or even the 194 "assigned" townhomes 

within the development Taking this matter one step further, Defendant(Third-Party Plaintiff D.R. 

HORTON, INC., likewise, would experience difficulty showing same or similar facts exist with 

respect to each of Plaintifrs homeowner-members when litigating the third-party action lodged 

improper use of a certain material in each house's concrete slab. With regard to their breach of warranty claims, the 
parties required economic damages for the defective items' repair or replacement, and thus, the claims could be resolved 
with generalized proof and simple damage formulas.). °Such includes defects that may be located within the "building envelope" for which the homeowners are 
individually responsible. 
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against wholly different trades, from plumbers to framers to electricians, In short, without specific 

2 	facts shown to the Court every one of the 342 or the "assigned" 194 homeowners suffers all of the 

3 	same constructional defects outlined above, the Association cannot meet its burden of demonstrating 

4 	the existence of all four (4) conditions set forth in NRCP 23(a). 

$ 
17. As Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION cannot satisfy the commonality and typicality requirements of NRCP 23(a), its 

claims also fail to satisfy the more demanding predominance prong of NRCP 23(b)(3), Plaintiff has 

not shown the importance of common questions predominate over the relevance of issues peculiar to 

the individual 342 or 194 homeowner-members. As noted by the high court in Shuette, 121 Nov, at 

858, 124 P.3d at 545, a shared experience alone does not justify a class action." 

18. Likewise, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION has not met its burden of showing a class action is the superior method for 

adjudicating claims of the purported class, i.e. the 194-townhouse owners, the second prong of 

NRCP 23(b)(3). It has not shown to this Court's satisfaction class certification would promote the 

interests of "efficiency, consistency, and ensuring that class members actually obtain relief." 12  It has 

not shown class certification would prevent identical issues from being "litigated over and over['] 

thus avoid[ing] duplicative proceedings and inconsistent results." 3  If anything, Plaintiff's inability 

to obtain assignments from the other 148 units' owners gives some indication additional litigation 

may occur even fthis Court determined class action, concerning the assigned claims, was 

appropriate. Lastly, given the damages that are recoverable under NRS 40.655, it is difficult to 

perceive all, or most of the 194 units' owners who assigned their causes are either unable or 

"Citing AinCitem ProducIs. Inc.,  521 U.S. at 623-624, 
121ngaM, 200 F.R.D. at 701. 
"Shtlette,  121 Nev. at 852, 124 P.3d at 540-541, quoting Ina,rarti,  200 F.R.D. at 701. 
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unwilling to individually litigate their claims either for financial reasons or for fear of 

repercussion. 14  

19. Further, as Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC. has asserted the affirmative defense of 

"failure to mitigate damages," 1 s  such action creates additional questions regarding individualized 

proof. By its nature, mitigation issues exist when the wrongdoer attempts to minimize damages 

owed by showing the harmed person failed to take reasonable care to avoid incurring additional 

damages. In this case, each of the 194 units' owners may have acted differently and mitigated 

damages more or less than the other townhouse owners who assigned their claims to Plaintiff. 

20. Given the allegations of vaguely identified constructional defects within the 

Complaint, it is unknown whether two or more homeowners suffer damages resulting from identical 

or similar defects, justifying the Association representing these members pursuant to NRS 

116.3102M(d). 

21. In rendering its decision Plaintiff has not met its burden under NRCP 23 to support its 

position the claims of the homeowners should proceed as a class, this Court notes it is not 

conclusive. Should it desire to maintain the matter as a class action, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT 

ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION must definitely show a numerous 

number or all of its homeowner-members suffer damages from common constructional defects 

identified within the list set forth in Paragraph 16 of the Complaint. In the meantime, it is evidence 

this Court should determine an alternative for the individual homeowner claims to proceed in some 

manner other than as a class action. Beazer Homes Holding Corp.,  128 Nev.Ad.Op. 66, 219 P.3d at 

136. In doing so, it must analyze and document its findings to show the alternative method to 

proceed will adequately identify factual and legal similarities between claims and defenses, provide 

1111 
"See Defendant's Second Affirmative Defense, pp. 6-7 of the Answer and Third-Party Complaint filed 

September 23, 2011. 
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notice to members represented by the association and confront how claim preclusion issues will be 

2 addressed. id This Court can then fashion an appropriate alternative case management plan to 

3 

	

	efficiently and effectively resolve the case. Regardless, this Court retains control over the action and 

has flexibility to make appropriate orders. Id 

21. 	For this Court to decide how this matter should proceed, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT 

ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION must report what individual defects, if 

any, are suffered by two or more owners. Once the question is answered, this Court will then 

determine how or whether it is appropriate for the Association to bring such claims for 

constructional defects on behalf of such homeowner-members, as a class or otherwise, or 

alternatively, whether the individual owners' causes of action should be joined within the same 

lawsuit. 

Accordingly, based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT 

ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION can maintain a claim in its own right as 

a result of constructional defects that are located within the common or limited common elements; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, within thirty (30) 

days, or no later than Thursday, May 30, 2013, Plaintiff shall report to the Court what 

constructional defects, if any, are located: 

a. 	Within the common and limited common elements; and 

• •• 
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1 
	b. 	Within the individual owners' units or those for which the homeowners are 

2 
	 responsible, i.e. building envelopes, and whether two or more homeowners suffer 

3 
	

damages as a result of the same constructional defects. 

4 	DATED this 29th  day of April 2013. 

a  
VSAN H. JOHNSO ,DIS  
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1 ORDR 

2 CLERK OF THE COURT 

3 

Electronically Filed 
11/12/2013 12:23:49 PM 

4 
	 DISTRICT COURT 

5 
	 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Case No. 07A542616 
Dept. No. XXII 

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a 
Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself 
and for all others similarly situated, 

Plaintiff, 

Vs. 

D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware 
Corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100; 
ROE BUSINESS or GOVERNMENTAL 
ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive, 

Defendants. 
D.R. HORTON, INC., 

Third-Party Plaintiff, 

Vs. 

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. d/b/a 
IRON SPECIALISTS; ANSE, INC. d/b/a 
NEVADA STATE PLASTERING; 
BRANDON, LLC ci/b/a SUMMIT 
DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC; BRAVO 
DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC; BRAVO 
UNDERGROUND, INC.; CAMPBELL 
CONCRETE OF NEVDA, INC.; CIRCLE 
S DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
d/b/a DECK SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT 
ENTERPRISES, LLC, dib/a EFFICIENT 
ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC.; 
HARRISON DOOR DOMPANY; 
INFINITY BUILDING PRODUCTS, LLC; 
INFINITY WALL SYSTEMS, LLC; 
LUKESTAR CORPORATION; 
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NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC.; O.P.M., 
INC. d/b/a CONSOLIDATED ROOFING; 

2 QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD., 
RCR PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL, 

3 INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE 
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUN 

4 	PLUMBING, LLC d/b/a RSP, INC.; 
SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS, INC.; 
SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC.; 

6 SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC, d/b/a 
SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE; THE 

7 	SYLVA1VIE COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a 
DRAKE ASPHALT & CONCRETE; 
UNITED ELECTRIC, INC. d/b/a UNITED 
HOME ELECTRIC; WALLDESIGN„ 
INC.; WESTERN SHOWER DOOR, INC.; 
DOES 1 through 150, 

Third-Party Defendants. 

ORDER 

On or about January 25, 2013, the Supreme Court of Nevada issued a Writ of Mandamus to 

JUDGE SUSAN H. JOHNSON of Department XXII of the Eighth Judicial District Court, in and for 

Clark County, Nevada, with respect to the aforementioned matter. Specifically, the high court 

instructed the judge to "conduct further proceedings in light of this order and this court's recent 

decision in Beazer Homes Holding Corp. v. District Court,  in the case entitled High Noon at 

Arlington Ranch Homeowners Association vs, D,R, Horton, Inc., case no, A542616." In its Order 

Granting Petition for Writ of Mandamus or Prohibition filed January 25, 2013, the Nevada Supreme 

Court noted the district court did conduct a full NRCP 23 analysis as to the claims assigned by the 

homeowners to Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION—that being the alleged constructional defects located within the individual units—

however, the lower court "failed to perform a full and thorough NRCP 23 analysis as to the claims 

involving the building envelopes." It further noted this Court interpreted the Supreme Court's 

2 
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k'st 

Zi 

EgP, 

1 
	holding in First Light 11  as applicable only to the alleged interior defects of individual units located 

2 	within a common-interest community, and thus, found, without performing a NRCP 23 analysis, that 

3 	Plaintiff had standing to litigate representative claims based upon building envelopes as "building 

4 	envelope claims affected the common-interest community." In its view, such ruling was in error, 

and the Supreme Court directed this Court to determine whether "building envelope" constructional 

defect claims conformed to class action principles. 

In light of the Nevada Supreme Court's mandate, this Court rendered its analysis within 

Findings of Facts, Conclusions of Law and Order issued April 29,2013. There, this Court again 

found Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION could 

not satisfy the commonality and typicality requirements of NRCP 23(a), or the more demanding 

predominance prong of NRCP 23(b)(3) with respect to the myriad of constructional defects located 

within the individual units. It also so found with respect to the "building envelope," which 

encompasses the roof and stucco systems, fire walls/stops and exterior openings, such as windows 

and doors. Further, Plaintiff had not met its burden to show proceeding in a class action fashion 

would be the superior method for adjudicating the claims of the purported class, i.e. the 194 

townhouse owners, the second prong of NRCP 23(b)(3). 2  

While this Court found Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 

HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION had not met its burden under NRCP 23 to support its position the 

homeowners' claims should proceed as a class, it also noted its position was not conclusive. 

Further, it was evident this Court needed to determine how certain individual homeowner claims 

will proceed in a manner other than as a class action. This Court, therefore, ordered Plaintiff HIGH 

'Lawyers and judges have referred to the case, D.R. Horton. Inc. v. District Court,  125 Nev. 449, 215 P.2d 697 
(2009) as the Firs(Light II  decision. 

2As previously noted, the community consists or 114 buildings, each containing three (3) individual homes, for 
a total 342 units. This Court understands Plaintiff has obtained the assignments of 194 townhouse owners, and thus, is 
proceeding on behalf of these owners only. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

3 
0573 



NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION to report what constructional 

2 
	defects, if any, are suffered by two or more owners within both the "building envelope" and 

individual units. Once the question was answered, this Court noted it would determine how or 

whether it is appropriate for the Association to bring claims for constructional defects on behalf of 

such homeowner-members, in a class format or otherwise, or alternatively, whether the owners' 

causes of action should proceed in another way. 

In response to this Court's April 29, 2013 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, 

Plaintiff filed its voluminous Errata to Notice of Plaintiff's Matrix Outlining the Defects Alleged and 

Locations of Defects Pursuant to Court Order on September 17, 2013. Unfortunately, this 

approximate 1,000-page document was difficult for this Court to follow, which prompted Plaintiff to 

file a condensed Supplement to Notice of Plaintiffs Matrix Outlining the Defects Alleged and 

Locations of the Defects Pursuant to Court Order on October 23, 2013. This Court has reviewed 

Plaintiffs Supplement, and after hearing the attorneys' oral arguments, it took the matter under 

advisement on October 24, 2013. 

Plaintiff's Supplement to Matrix identified all defects found within the 194 units, including 

their "building envelopes." It grouped them into categories: Roofs, Architectural, Electrical, 

Plumbing3  and Structural. While, in some instances, this Supplement did not identity where the 

particular defect was located, 4  it did state, in summary fashion, the total number of units inspected, 

those containing the defect and then the percentage found deficient. For example, in reviewing 

"01.01.00 Roof Field Area — General," 114 units were inspected for "01.01.01 Broken Field Tile," 

and 111 of the homes were found to contain that defect, Plaintiff then extrapolated that figure, 

111/114, to project this defect exists in 97 percent of all 194 units. Defect "01.01.03 Slipped or 

As some of the defects are identified with an "M" within the "Plumbing Matrix," this Court assumes some of 
these defects are "mechanical." 

'Ile location of the particular defects is identified within the "Electrical" and "Plumbing" Matrices, 
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I 
	Unsecured Field Tile" was found in 46 of 114 inspected units. Plaintiff again extrapolates that 

2 	figure, 46/114, to project this constructional defect exists in 40 percent of all 194 units, There were 

3 	constructional defects, such as "01.06.03 Z-Bar Counterflashing Not Used" found in all 114 

4 	inspected units, which Plaintiff projects to exist in all 194 homes. 

In its experience, this Court has observed staggering testing costs for constructional defects. 

For that reason, it is not surprised Plaintiff elected to visually inspect and/or destructively test less 

than 100 percent of the homes. In fact, Plaintiff and its homeowner-members are not necessarily 

required to have every single unit inspected or destructively tested to determine whether a particular 

constructional defect exists in order for the Association to send a notice of constructional defects 

under NRS 40.645, or ultimately, to bring an action under NRS 40.600, et seq. on behalf of all 

homeowners in its representative capacity. 5  In light of the aforementioned information, this Court 

concludes Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

may represent its 194 homeowners, in a representative capacity, with respect to constructional 

defects found in 100 percent of the number of residences inspected. That is, Plaintiff may act on 

behalf of the 194 homeowner-members in a representative capacity with respect to the following 

defects: 

Roofs:  

01,06.03 ("Z-bar Counterflashing Not Used") (Confined Rakes) 
01.07.04 ("Z-bar Counterflashing Not Used") (Headwalls) 

Architectural:  

07.02 ("Failed water test) (SOD' s) 
07.03 ("Gap between frame and EPS") (SOD' s) 

iAs this Court has noted in other unrelated cases, if homeowner associations were required to destructively lest 
every single member's home, the risk to both plaintiffs and defendant contractors would substantially increase. Should 
plaintiff associations not prevail, the costs of such destructive testing would be borne by not only the homeowners 
association, but also the individual owners through special assessments. Should plaintiff association prevail on behalf of 
the homeowners, such costs could be assessed against the defendant developers as damage under NRS 40,655. 
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08.02 ("Door water intrusion during testing Entry") (Exterior Doors) 
08.05 ("Water intrusion during testing French Door") (Exterior Doors) 
10.01 ("Garage Shear fastener too short") (Fire Resistive) 
10.02 ("Garage No Shear fastener too short") 
10.06 ("Unit Party Walls fastener too short") (Fire Resistive) 
10.07 ("Attic Walls fastener too short") (Fire Resistive) 
10.09 ("Fasteners not coated with joint compound") (Fire Resistive) 
15.04 ("Garage door weather strip not attached") (Miscellaneous Architectural) 
15.07 ("Attic insulation out of place") (Miscellaneous Architectural) 
15.09 ("Excessive dryer vent length-Plan Type 102 and 103") (Miscellaneous Architectural) 
16.03 ("Gap at EPS board/window frame") (Windows) 
16.10 ("Stacked frame joint improper, discontinuous") (Windows) 
16.12 ("Unsealed holes in single hung window jamb") (Windows) 
16.13 ("Horizontal sliding window unsealed alarm contact") (Windows) 

Electrical:  

4 ("The grounding electrode system is not effectively bonded together as required under the 
Code. The grounding electrode bonding jumper was not present, or not visibly located, at the hot 
and cold water piping connection at the hot water heater to assure the secondary path to ground as 
required by the Code. The standard method of reliance upon the metal water piping underground 
system for a grounding electrode has been augmented in the Code in Articles 250-80, wherein all 
interior metal piping systems are to be bonded to the electrical system")("Loeation: The hot and 
cold water lines and exposed sections of metal piping systems") 

Plumbing:6  

PI a, P4, P5a, P6, P1 Oa, PlOb, PlOc, P11, P14, P15, P16, P17, P18, MI, M2 

&ructura1:7  

2.1103, 2.2101, 3.1104, 3,2102, 4,1208 

Plaintiff may establish liability and entitlement to relief through the use of generalized proof with 

respect to the constructional defects found in 100 percent of the units inspected as identified above. 

Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION may 

extrapolate such information by way of statistical proof to show such constructional defects exist or 

may be present within the 194 residences of owners it seeks to represent. In this Court's view, 

(*These defects were identified by symbol, or combination of numbers and letters, only. Presumably, these 
defects are better identified within the 1,000 Errata filed September 17, 2013. 

/See Footnote 6 supta. 
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or 15 percent of the limited number of units inspected. In other words, the entire class of 194 unit 

2 owners should not be permitted to recover monies when the constructional defect allegedly is found 

3 	in only seven (7) of 114 homes inspected, as such could result in precluding the damaged 

homeowner in seeking his remedies in the same or different forum at another time, obtaining full 

relief within the instant lawsuit, and further, it would allow homeowners not suffering a particular 

defect from reaping a benefit. 

With the aforementioned said, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 

HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION may institute and/or maintain litigation on behalf of two or more 

individual owners suffering the same constructional defects. See NRS 116.3102(1)(d). For 

example, Plaintiff may institute and/or maintain litigation on behalf of owners of 8647 Tom Noon, 

Unit 2, 8668 Tom Noon, Unit102, 8679 Tom Noon Unit 103 and others listed on Plaintiff's 

Supplement, Bates P000217, who suffered Electrical Defect 5. Plaintiff may institute and/or 

maintain litigation on behalf of owners suffering Plumbing Defect P2b, However, if the number of 

homeowners suffering from the same constructional defect does not meet the "numerosity" 

requirement of NRCP 23(a), the Association cannot present evidence by way of generalized proof as 

it would in a typical class action. 

However, given the language of NRS 116.3102(1), which expressly grants standing to the 

common-interest association to institute litigation on behalf of two or more unit owners on matters 

affecting the community, it follows Plaintiff cannot bring suit on behalf of just one member. Thus, 

Plaintiff cannot represent the one homeowner suffering Roof Defect 01.07.01 (Overexposed 

Headwall Tiles), or the one experiencing Architectural Defect 04.06 (Horizontal membrane 

missing). Further, Plaintiff cannot represent the homeowner suffering Structural Defect 3.2101. 

Plaintiff does not have standing to Iiinstitute, defend or intervene in litigation" on behalf of 

individual owners suffering one isolated or unique defect. Claims for such constructional defects 
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must be brought by the real party in interest, which, in this case, are those homeowners. This Court 

2 accords Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

3 leave to file an amended complaint only for the purpose of including claims of homeowners suffering 

the constructional defect not encountered by their neighbors to prosecute their individual claims. 

Given the limited time before trial, such an amendment must be filed within fifteen (15) days of this 

Order. Should such an amendment not be made, this court concludes the Association has no 

statutory or other authority to represent these homeowners for the individual defects suffered only by 

them, and such claims may be dismissed without prejudice. 

Accordingly, based upon the aforementioned, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT 

ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION may prosecute the claims of its 194 

homeowner-members with respect to constructional defects that may exist in 100 percent of the 

homes. It may also use statistical proof to extrapolate or show such constructional defects found in 

100 percent of the homes inspected also exist within all 194 homes. Such constructional defects are 

itemized above. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED where the NRCP 23(a) 

"numerosity" element is met concerning claims of homeowners numbering more than 40, but less 

than the total 194, Plaintiff may prosecute those claims as their representative in a sub-class format, 

meaning the Association may use generalized proof to demonstrate such claims. The Association, 

however, may not infer such claims are suffered by all 194 homeowner-members. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT 

ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION may bring and maintain claims on 

behalf of two or more homeowners who actually suffer certain constructional defects that may not 

have been experienced or encountered by their neighbors pursuant to NRS 1163102(1)(d). 
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1 
	IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, however, Plaintiff may 

2 	not institute or maintain a lawsuit on behalf of those homeowners who along suffer certain 

3 	constructional defects. Those claims must be brought by the individual owners, and this Court 

4 	accords Plaintiff leave to amend its Complaint to include these homeowners as plaintiffs pursuant to 

5 	
NRCP 10(a) within fifteen (15) days of the date of this Order. 

6 

7 
	DATED this 12th  day of November 2013. 

dr-A.....  
URT JUDGE 

10 
0579 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 



EXHIBIT C 
LEGAL05000-4676/2631509.1 

	
0580 



ELECTRONICALLY SERVED 

12/18/2013 03:30:10 PM 

I SMO 
FLOYD A. HALE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No 1873 
JAMS 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy. 11' FL 

4 Las Vegas, NV 89169 
Ph: (702) 457-5267 
Pax: (702) 437-5267 

6 Special Master 

8 

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada 

10 	W 	corporation, tbr itself and for all 

11 
	others similarly situated, 

12 
	 Plaintiffs, 

13 	V. 

14 D.R. HORTON, INC, a Delaware Corporation, 

15 DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, ROE BUSINESS 
or GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, 
inclusive, 16 

17 
	

Defendants. 

18 D.R. HORTON, INC.. 

19 	
Third-Party Plaintiff, 

20 
vs. 

21 
ALLARD EN 	1ERPR1SES INC., dba IRON 

22 SPECIALISTS, ANSE, INC. dba NEVADA 
STATE PLASTERING, BRANDON LW dba 23 
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PANT, LLC; 

24 BRAVO UNDERGROUND, INC.; 
CAMPBELL CONCRETE OF NEVADA., INC.; 

25 CIRCLE S DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
db a DECK SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT 26 
ELECTRIC, LLC dlbtai EFFICIENT 
ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC; HARRISON 27 

28 

2 

3 

5 

CASE NO,: A542616 
DEPT. NO.: 70a1 

SPECIAL MASTER REPORT 
AND ORDER REGARDING 
DISCOVERY SCHEDULING 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
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1 

2 

3 

5 

4 INC., O.E.M. Inc., dibia CONSOLIDATED 

DOOR COMPANY; INFINITY BUILDING 
PRODUCTS, L.L.C.; INTEGRITY WALL 
SYSTEMS, L.L.C.; LUKESTAR 
CORPORATION; NATIONAL BULID.ERS, 

ROOFING; QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, 
LTD.; RCR PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL, 
INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE 
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUN PLUMBING, 

7 LLC dibla RSP, INC., SOUTHERN NEVADA 
CABINETS, INC.; SUNRISE MECHANICAL, 

8 INC.; SUNSTATE COMPANIES, iNC. dibia 
SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE; THE SYLVANIE 
COMPANIES, INC, &bill DRAKE ASPHALT 
& CONCRETE; uNTrED ELECTRIC, INC, 
d/b/a UNITED HOME ELECTRIC; 
WALLDESIG.N, INC.; WESTERN SHOWER 
DOOR, INC.; DOES 1 through 150, 

Third-Party Defendants. 

SPECIAL MASTER REPORT AND ORDER REGARDING 
PJc\R1$c..DULING  

SPECIAL MASTER REPORT: 

This litigation involves the Plaintiff's claims for damages related to alleged defects in the 

residential construction and in the common areas of the High Noon at Arlington Ranch residential 

community. This litigation was initiated on June 7, 2007. There have been several appeals to the 

Supreme Court of Nevada. The exact extent of the prior Stays of this litigation is disputed. This 

matter is set for trial on April 21,2014, with a current 30 day discovery cut-off period. 

A Special Master Hearing was conducted at the request of the parties on December 18, 2013. 

The District Court recently conducted a hearing and counsel advised the Special Master that the 

Plaintiffs Cost of Repair expert, Tim Valine, is required to produce a final, corrected Cost of Repair 

report by December 25, 2013. It should be noted that Mr. Vali= has missed a minimum of three Case 
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Agenda deadlines regarding his reports. Consequently, due to the failure to previously produce a 

finalized report, his deposition will now have to be taken in January, 2014. In fact, Mr. Valine will not 

have the luxury of scheduling this deposition for his convenience since there are only a few days 

available to complete his deposition before the other remaining Plaintiff expert depositions must 

proceed. 

Another issue arose regarding the numerous experts that have been designated by the current 

Plaintiff firm and the prior Plaintiff finn. The defending parties as of this date have no clear statement 

from the Plaintiff as to which experts will be testifying and upon what reports the opinions of those 

experts will be based. At the request of the Special Master, counsel for the Plaintiff that attended the 

December 18, 2013, Special Master Hearing contacted his office and verified the names of experts that 

will be utilized at trial. He was instructed to provide a date and bate number range for each report to 

be utilized by those experts by 9:00 am on December 19, 2013, which Plaintiff's counsel thought was 

acceptable. 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

I. By 9:00 a.m. on December 19, 2013, the Plaintiff shall e-serve a list of all experts to be 

utilized at trial, identifying by bate number the specific expert report that contains that expert's 

opinions; 

2. That if an expert has not previously provided a report, or adopted another expert's report by 

this date, that expert may not testify at trial; 

3. That due to the delays in the production of a corrected and final Cost of Repair report by 

Plaintiff's expert, Tim Valine, his deposition will be conducted at 9:00 am. on the following dates: 

January 6, 2.014; January 8, 2014; January 13, 2014; and January 14,2014; that Plaintiff's remaining 

experts must be made available for deposition from January 15, 2014, through February 7, 2014; 
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4. That the Defendant's expert reports arc due on January 10, 2014, with the Defendant's Cost 

of Repair report being due on January 17, 2014; 
3 

4 
6. That by January 10,2014, Plaintiff shall provide access to the 26 residential units previously 

requested to be inspected by Firestop, Inc.; all defending parties may participate in those inspections; 

7. That the .Plaintiff shall designate the specific homeowners that are to testify in the trial by 

5 

6 

7 

8 if January 10, 2014. 

9 	DATED this I 8th day of December, 2013. 
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By 4/ Floyd A. Hale 
FLOYD A. HALE, Special Master 
Nevada Bar No. 1873 
3800 Howard 'Hughes Pkwy. 11Th FL 
Las Vegas, NV 89169 
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FLOYD A. HALE 
LAW OFFICE 

PRAaricir umivirxt 	17/X1W/hte At 

SPECIAL. MASTER, MEDIATOR' AND ARNITRATOR 

services administered end scheduled by JAMS 	 JAMS 
email; 	 2300 W. Sahara Ave., Suite 900 	 Fax (702) 437-5267 
fhale@floydhale.mre 	 Las Vegas, NV 89102 	 Telephone (702)457-5267 

website: www,jarnsadrcorn 

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED 
December 30, 2013 	 12130/2013 09:23:17 AM 

Sent by Electronic Service 

Rachel Saturn, Esq. 
Anguis & Terry 
1120 Town Center Drive, #260 
Las Vegas, NV 89144 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Re: High Noon at Arlington Ranch v. D.R. Horton, Inc. 
Case No. A542616 

Dear Ms. Saturri: 

I received your request to move the January 6 and January 8, 2014, dates for Mr. Valine's 
deposition. Mr. Valine has caused delays and his deposition dates were set without his permission. 
As stated in Mr. °dotes December 27, 2013 letter, you have not even provided a basis for moving 
the depositions. This case should have the highest priority for Mr. Valine. Provide the specific basis 
for your requests. Also contact Mr. Won and confirm the other expert deposition dates referenced 
in his December 27, 2013, letter. Finally, if Mr. Odou is satisfied with the basis of moving the 
January 6 and January 8, 2014 Valine deposition dates you will not need authority from me. 

Very truly yours, 

kV Floyd A. Hale 
Floyd A, Hale 

FAH/dkh 

Copy: All Counsel on Service List 
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7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150 

WOCIEr SMITH 
	 Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-8644 

HENNING & BERMAN LLP 
	

WI 702 251 4100 tax 702 261 5405 

Direct dal: (702) 251-4119 
Erni: 	ahatewshblaw,corrt 
Website: 	,,wa.v.wsttraw.com  
Refer to: 	05708-0089 

January 8, 2014 ELECTRONICALLY SERVED 

01/08/2014 11:59:51 AM 

VIA E-SERVE 

Rachel B. Saturn, Esq. 
Angius & Terry, LLP 
1120 North Town Center Drive, Suite 260 
Las Vegas, NV 89144 

Re: Arlington Ranch High Noon v. D.R. Horton, Inc. 
Our Client: 	D.R. Horton, Inc. 
Case No.: 	Clark County - A542616 

Dear Ms. Saturn: 

We have received a number of requests from your office to reschedule the expert 
depositions in this matter. As indicated in our prior letter, while our practice is to 
extend professional courtesy to opposing counsel and accommodate all reasonable 
requests when they will not impact our client, we are significantly concerned about 
meeting the timelines in this case so that it will be ready for trial. As you know, this 
trial date was set over the objection of D.R. Horton and without the benefit of even 
having final reports as to what is being claimed in this litigation. Further, this was after 
numerous delays in discovery through no fault of D.R. Horton, including a delay of six 
months from the filing of this action and the service of a Chapter 40 Notice and a delay 
of nearly a year of no action at all after the first remand from the Nevada Supreme 
Court. 

These delays have irreparably prejudiced D.R. Horton and the other defendants who 
are doing their best to have expert reports prepared over the holidays and on a 
shortened Discovery schedule. Based upon the same, we would expect that the 
Plaintiff's experts would understand that this case needs to take priority over other 
mediations and expert meetings in other matters. 

That being said, we are willing to accommodate your recent requests with the 
understanding that these experts may not be happy with the final schedule, which is 
not of their choosing with the new changes you have requested in bold: 

CAUFORNIA • NEVADA • ARIZONA • COLORADO • WASHINGTON • OREGON . NEW YORK 
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WOOD SMITH 
HENNING & BERMAN LLP 

Rachel B. Saturn, Esq. 
Angius & Terry, LLP 
Our File No.: 05708-0088 
January 8, 2014 
Page 2 

• Deposition of Tune Valine commencing at 9 a.m. each day: January 14, 15 and 16 
• Deposition of Thomas Sanders start at 9 a.m. each day: January 20,21 and 24 (if necessary) 
• Deposition of Harvey Kreitenberg commencing at 9 a.m.: January 22 
• Deposition of Roderick Tosetti commencing at 9 a.m.: January 27 
• Deposition of Robert Shaffer commencing at 11 a.m.: January 29 
• Deposition of Gary Lorden commencing at 10 a.m.: February 3 
• Deposition of Felix Martin commencing at 9 a.m. each day: February 5 and 6 (if necessary) 

In order to accommodate Mr. Kreitenberg's request, we had to move one day of Mr. 
Sander's deposition and trust that he will be happy to assist in this regard. We have 
also moved back the starting time for Mr. Schaffer's deposition since we mutually have 
a status check in the unrelated First Light Old Vegas matter that day. 

Please immediately advise if this schedule works. In addition, please inform each of 
these experts that if their deposition is not completed for any reason, they will have to 
make themselves immediately available for additional days as this case will need to be 
given priority as indicated by the Special Master. 

Thank you for your assistance in this regard. 

Very truly yours, 

WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP 

Isi Joel D. Odou 
By: 	  

JOEL D. ODOU 
ANDREW V. HALL 

JDO/AVH:rint 
cc: 	Floyd Hale, Special Master (via e-serve) 

All Parties (via e-serve) 
LEGMA5708-0088/2868928,1 
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED 
01/08/2014 02:19:38 PM 

Paul P. Terry, Jr., SBN 7192 
Rachel Saturn, SBN 8653 
Aaron C. Yea, SBN 11744 
ANOIUS & TERRY LLP 
1120 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 260 
Las Vegas, NV 89144 
Telephone: (702) 990-2017 
Facsimile: (702) 990-2018 
rsaturius-te rry, m 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
	

FILE WITH 

DISTRICT COURT 
MASTER CALENDAR 

CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA 

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH ) Case No. A542616 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada Dept. No. XII 

others similarly situated, 	 ) 

non-profit corporation, for itself and for all 	) Oral Argument Requested 

) 
Plaintiff 	 ) 

) 
Date: 
Time: 

And Related Third Party Actions, Cross 
Claims, and Consolidated Actions. 

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 
COMES NOW Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS 

ASSOCIATION (hereinafter "HIGH NOON" or "Plaintiff'), a Nevada nonprofit mutual 
benefit corporation, by and through its attorneys, hereby applies to and moves this Honorable 

27 Court for an order shortening time for Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration, pursuant to 
28 EDCR 2.26. This application is made upon the attached affidavit pursuant to EDCR 2,26. 

iNGFUS & TERRY LIP 
20 N. Town Center Dr, 

Suite 260 
.os Vao NV 89144 

(7O2) 990-2017 
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) D.R. HORTON, INC. a Delaware Corporation 
DOE INDIVIDUALS, 1-100, ROE 
BUSINESSES or GOVERNMENTAL 	) 

) 	ECTRO/U tC, el uiu c, c.A.SE3 ENTITIES 1-100 inclusive 	 ) 
) 

Defendants. ) 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 
12/31/2013 11:33:29 AM 

SMO 
FLOYD A. HALE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No, 1873 

3 JAMS 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy. 1 Fl. 

4 II Las Vegas, NV 89169 
5 Ph: (702) 457-5267 

Fax: (702) 437-5267 
Special Master 

DISTRICT COURT 
7 

8 

9 'UGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada 

10 	non-profit corporation, for itself wad for &I 

11 
	others similarly situated, 

12 
	

Plaintiffs, 

13 	V. 

14 D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware Corporation, 

15 DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, ROE BUSINESS 
or GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, 
inclusive, 16 

17 
	

Defendants. 

18 DR. HORTON, INC.. 

19 	
Third-Party Plaintiff, 

20 
VS. 

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, NC., dba IRON 22 SPECIALISTS, A.NSE, INC. dba NEVADA 
STATE PLASTERING, BRANDON LLC dba 23 
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PANT, LLC; 

24 BRAVO UNDERGROUND, INC.; 
CAMPBELL CONCRETE OF NEVADA, NC.; 

25 CIRCLE S DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
dba DECK SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT 26 
ELECTRIC, LLC d/b/a/ EFFICIENT 
ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC.; HARRISON 27 

28 

CASE NO.: A542616 
DEPT. NO.: KKR 

SPECIAL MASTER ORDER 
STRIKING PLAINTIFF'S 
UNTIMELY EXPERT REPORT 
OF FELIX MARTIN 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
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DOOR COMPANY; INFINITY BUILDING 
2 PRODUCTS, L.L.C.; INTEGRITY WALL 

3 SYSTEMS, L.L.C.; LUKESTAR 
CORPORATION; 'NATIONAL BUILDERS 
4  , INC., O.P.M. Inc., d/b/a CONSOLIDATED 

ROOFING; QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, 
5 LTD.; RCR PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL, 

6 
INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE 
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUN PLUMBING, 

7  LLC dibia RSP, INC, SOUTHERN NEVADA 
CABINETS, INC.; SUNRISE MECHANICAL., 

8 INC.; SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. dibia 
SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE; THE SYLVANIE 
COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a DRAKE ASPHALT 
& CONCRETE; UNITED ELECTRIC, INC. 
clib/a UNITED HOME ELECTRIC; 
WALLDESIGN, INC.; WESTERN SHOWER 
DOOR, INC.; DOES I through 150, 

Third-Party Defendants. 

num 	R ORDER suta_attism_____F.K 1__EgztaimatiLs._:___ntiviELuN 
.XPERT REPORT OF FELIX MARTIN 

The Case Agenda in this litigation required the Plaintiff to deposit its final expert reports by 

November 18, 2011 Plaintiff's expert, Felix Martin, did deposit an Affidavit contained within 

Plaintiff's 17 th  Notice of Compliance on December 25, 2011 

Without seeking any leave for the deposit of a supplemental, untimely report, the Plaintiff 

deposited an additional expert report of Felix Martin on December 25,2013.. Section II of the Case 

Management Order provides that an untimely expert report will be stricken by a Special Master Order, 

without a hearing. The Plaintiff has the burden of submitting a Motion for Leave to supplement an 

expert report upon a showing a good cause prior to depositing any expert reports after the Case Agenda 

deadline for those reports, 

IT IS ORDERED that the December 24, 2015, expert report of Felix Martin @served on 
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December 25, 2013) is stricken and that the Plaintiff must seek leave of the Special Master, upon a 

showing a good cause, to supplement any expert report after the deadline established by the Case 

Agenda. 

DATED this 31st day of December, 2013, 

By: ls/ Mold A, Hale 
FLOYD A.. HALE, Special Master 
Nevada Bar No. 1873 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy, 11 th  Fl. 
Las Vegas, NV 89169 
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7674 West Lake Mead Boplekard, Suite 150 

WOOD SMITH 
	

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6544 
HENNING 4, BERMAN LLP 

	
tel 702 2514100 fax 702 251 5405 

Direct dal: (702) 251-4101 

Enid: 	pdouawshtiaw.corn 
We'ssite: 	www,wshblavo.com  

Refer to: 	05708-0085 

December 30, 2013 

 

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED 

12/30/2013 11:54:37 AM 
Floyd Hale 
Special Master 
JAMS 
2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 4900 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

VIA E-SERVE 

 

Re: Arlington Ranch High Noon v. D.R. Horton, Inc. 
Our Client: 	D.R. Horton, inc. 
Case No.: 	Clark County - A542616 

Dear Mr. Hale: 

We have now had an opportunity to review the midnight deposit of files from the 
Plaintiff on Christmas and believe that an Order Striking the untimely Affidavit of Felix 
Martin is appropriate and within your authority. As previously advised, this was 
buried within Plaintiffs 17th Notice of Compliance and is attached hereto. 

In this Affidavit, Mr. Martin makes a number of NEW claims  including the following in 
paragraph 10: 

"My findings further include that the foundation systems for the 
buildings, the post tensioned concrete slabs on ground, were built in 
violation of the requirements of the 2000 International Building Code, the 
building code in effect at the time of construction;" 

In addition to being incredibly vague, this new opinion is in violation of the Court's 
Order that required all final opinions no later than November 18, 2013.  Pursuant to 
Paragraph 11 of the Case Management Order, which provides as follows on page 9, 
lines 3-7, we are requesting the same on behalf of D.R. Horton: 

"No expert is authorized to deposit an untimely expert report, including 
modifications of previously deposited reports, without seeking leave of 
the Special Master upon a showing of good cause. Any party may notify 
the Special Master of the deposit of an untimely expert report which will 
justify the issuance of a Special Master Order striking that report, without 
hearing." 

CALIFORNIA NEVADA *ARIZONA • COLORADO *WASHINGTON 4 OREGON NEW YORK 
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WOOD SMITH 
HENNING & BERMAN LLP 

Special Master Floyd Hale 
Our File No.: 05708-0088 
December 30, 2013 
Page 2 

In this instance, Mr. Martin is attempting to bring in a whole new variety of daim, i.e., 
that the PT Slabs are in some unexplained way, defective In his initial report of 
January 31, 2007, no claim as to the slabs was made at all. In his subsequent report of 
June 3, 2011 (attached hereto), he claimed that there were slab cracks in Section 7.1100 of 
the same. As Discovery is dosing, there is simply no way for the parties to respond to a 
vague claim that the "post tensioned concrete slabs on ground, were built in violation of 
the requirements of the 2000 International Building Code" without more and at this late 
date. 

Based upon the same, we are requesting a recommendation to the Court striking this 
Affidavit in its entirety  and precluding Mr. Martin from offering new opinions that the 
Slabs are improperly designed as this was not contained within his prior reports. While 
his deposition is tentatively set for January 24, unfortunately, our experts would need to 
respond to this new claim next week. 

Thank you for your assistance in this regard. 

Very truly yours, 

WOOD, SMITH, HENNINTG & BERMAN LLP 

/9/ Joel D. Odou 
By: 	  

JOEL D. ODOU 
CHRISTINA M. GILBERTSON 
ANDREW V. HALL 

JDO/CMG/AVH:rmt 
Enclosures 
cc: 	All Parties (via E-Serve) 
LEGAL:05708-0088/2858402.1 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 
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01/1412014 01:45:19 PM 

REPLY 
Paul P. Terry, Jr., SBN 7192 
John J. Stander, SBN 9198 
Rachel B. Saturn, SBN 8653 
ANGIUS & TERRY UP 
1120 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 260 
Las Vegas, NV 89144 
Telephone: (702) 990-2017 
Facsimile: (702) 990-2018 
htgnderfc-bangius-terrv.com  
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GIUS & TERRY LLP 

I 20 N. Town Comer Dr. 
Suite 260 

Las Vegas, NV 89144 
(702)990-2017 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA 

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH ) Case No. A542616 
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada Dept. No. XXII 
non-profit corporation, for itself and for all 
others similarly situated, 	 (Electronic Filing Case) 

Plaintiff 
	

REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR 

V. 
	 RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER 

SHORTENING TIME 
D.R. HORTON, INC. a Delaware Corporation 
DOE INDIVIDUALS, 1-100, ROE 

	
Date: January 16, 2014 

BUSINESSES or GOVERNMENTAL 
	

Time: 9:00 a.m.. 
ENTITIES 1-100 inclusive 

Defendants. 

And Related Third Party Actions, Cross 
Claims, and Consolidated Actions. 

I. 	INTRODUCTION  

Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC.'s ("DRH") Opposition to the Motion for 

Reconsideration is nothing more than a transparent attempt to protect an otherwise 

unwarranted and undeserved windfall that is not supported by the clear mandate of Nevada 

law, and is an invitation to this Court to commit reversible error. The effect of NRS 

116.3102(1)(d) is now crystal clear and there can be no dispute that it grants standing to 
0599 



1 associations where defects are found in two or more units, irrespective of the application of 

2 NRCP 23. DRH's Opposition concedes this by categorically failing to refute that clear 

3 statement of law. Indeed, for all of DRH's protestations, eight exhibits, and fourteen pages of 

4 argument, its Opposition failed to identify a single instance where Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT 

5 ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION ("HIGH NOON") represented 

6 that it was limiting its claims to only 194 units. Therefore, NRS 116.3102(1)(d) applies. 

In contrast, the Opposition relies on ipse dixit representations of the overused term 

"severe prejudice" and claims that DRH "relied" on this Honorable Court's prior orders. 

DRH speaks of prejudice but fails to attach any affidavits by DRH's expert 

witnesses showing that they are incapable of rendering opinions on the cost of repair of 342 

units instead of 194 units. In sum, the revision of this Court's misunderstanding requires 

nothing more than simple arithmetic on the part of all expert witnesses. As this Court has 

stated previously, the parties are to proceed to trial with the evidence they have on hand, and 

thus no additional discovery is necessary. Furtheintore, the expert depositions have yet to 

commence and thus reconsideration involves no wasted efforts for either side. Significantly, 

Plaintiff's expert provided the defense with calculations for 342 units on December 25, 2013 

so they have that information at their disposal — Plaintiff's defect claims remain unchanged. 

DRH's arguments as to the timeliness of Plaintiff's motion for reconsideration 

ignores the fundamental obligation of courts to sua sponte correct orders that are in error or 

that do not comply with the law. DRH's citation to Moore v. City of Las Vegas, 92 Nev. 402 

(1976) is inapposite because this Court has the inherent authority to modify orders that are 

shown to be erroneous. See Trail v. Faretto, 91 Nev. 401, 403 (1975) ('[A] court may, for 

sufficient cause shown, amend, correct, resettle, modify or vacate, as the case may be, an 

order previously made and entered....."). The critical consideration that defeats DRH's 

procedural arguments is that EDCR 2.24 presumes that court rulings comply with the law, and 

thus the requirements of EDCR 2.24 are intended to address the limited cases where facts or 

the law change after issuance of the ruling. EDCR 2.24 cannot constrain a court's inherent 

authority to modify its orders or rulings where those orders or rulings are erroneous or in 

violation of the law, in order to avoid the waste of limited and valuable judicial resources. 
,Ncitus & TW.LRY 
I 20 N. Town Center Dr .  

Suite 260 
Las Vegas, NV 59144 

(702) 990-2017 
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I I 111 . 
LEGAL ARGUMENTS 

A. 	Reconsideration of the Standing Issue is Necessary in Order to Avoid the 
Prejudice to All Parties and the Court Resulting from the Reversible 
Error of an Inappropriate Application of NRS 116.3102(1)(d) 

2 

3 

DRH's argument that HIGH NOON "recycled" prior motions and transcripts ignores 

the fact that this Honorable Court requested that it do so on a motion for reconsideration, in 

order to provide this overburdened and busy Court with the history of the action. That history 

proves the salient fact that HIGH NOON has never limited its claims to 194 units and has 

always asserted that it has standing as to all 342 units. DRH's Opposition categorically failed 

to refute that undisputed fact. Therefore, there is no basis for limitation of HIGH NOON' s 

standing as to all 342 units pursuant to NRS 116.3102(1)(d). 

DRH proclaims "severe prejudice" but its Opposition practically begs this Court to 

commit reversible error. In State v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev., 267 P.3d 777 (2011), 

the Nevada Supreme Court held that, "[a] manifest abuse of discretion is la] clearly 

erroneous interpretation of the law or a clearly erroneous application of a taw or rule.'" Id. at 

780. There is no dispute as to the application of NRS 116.3102(1)(d) in this case — where 

defects are identified in two or more units, HIGH NOON has standing to pursue those claims, 

irrespective of the Court's NRCP 23 analysis. 

As Beazer cogently observed, it is not whether the representative action will proceed, 

but how it will proceed. DRH's Opposition concedes this point by failing to even assert that 

NRS 116.3102(1)(d) is inapplicable here, Instead, the majority of the Opposition focuses on 

procedural deficiencies in HIGH NOON's motion for reconsideration, which are in and of 

themselves without merit. This Honorable Court has a duty and obligation to amend and 

modify its prior misunderstanding as to this issue and DRH's Opposition is nothing more than 

an invitation to commit reversible error. 

B. 	The Prerequisites of EDCR 2.24 are Inapplicable Where a Court's Prior 
Ruling or Order Does Not Comport with Nevada Law 

DRH's claims as to HIGH NOON's alleged non-compliance with EDCR 2.24's time 

requirements for motions for reconsideration is without merit because this Court retains the 
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inherent authority to modify or amend its rulings and orders to comply with the law, 

2 irrespective of EDCR 2.24. EDCR 2.24 presumes that court rulings and orders comply with 

3 the law and its prerequisites were intended to remedy the rare situations where facts or 

4 existing law change after the issuance of the ruling or order. It does not limit a court's 

5 inherent authority to modify or amend its prior rulings that do not comport to existing law. 

Moreover, the express language of EDCR 2.24 grants courts the inherent authority to enlarge 

or modify those prerequisites. EDCR 2.24 ("A party seeking reconsideration of a ruling of 

the court ... must file a motion for such relief within 10 days ... unless the time is shortened or 

enlarged by order."), italics added. Finally, this Court previously requested that HIGH 

NOON bring a motion for reconsideration with a recitation of the history of the action, in 

order to allow this Court to make an informed ruling as to the standing issue. Therefore the 

procedural argument is without merit. 

C. 	Ipse Dixit Proclamations of Severe Prejudice Cannot Serve as a Substitute 
for a Sufficient Showing that Actual and Unjustified Prejudice Exists, and 
Cannot Justify a Ruling or Order that is a Misapplication of the Law 

It is axiomatic that there can be no remedy for a party's unreasonable reliance or 

mistaken intetpretation of the law. DRH attempts to capitalize on an unwarranted and 

undeserved windfall occasioned by this overworked and overburdened Court's 

misunderstanding of the units at issue. Indeed, DRH's Opposition cannot cite to a single 

instance where HIGH NOON represented to the parties or the Court that it was limiting its 

claims to only 194 units. DRH's Opposition is also conspicuously devoid of any evidence 

that it ever made a motion to this Court to limit HIGH NOON's claims to only 194 units. 

There is no real prejudice here — only the transparent machinations of DRH — intended to 

deprive HIGH NOON of its right to a trial upon the merits as to all units it is legally entitled 

to pursue damages for. DRH's extensive and ipse dixit proclamations of severe prejudice ring 

hollow when unsupported by any real evidence of an inability to prepare for trial, especially 

where HIGH NOON has already provided DRH and all defendants with its cost of repair 

report as to 342 units. In sum, DRH's prejudice claims are without merit and even if there 

0602 
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were some merit in those claims, prejudice cannot justify a misapplication of Nevada law. To 

2 claim otherwise is the very definition of a manifest abuse of discretion. See State v. Eighth 

3 Judicial Dist. Court of Nev., supra, 267 P.3d at 780. 

4 III. CONCLUSION 

5 	For the reasons stated above, Plaintiff respectfully requests this Honorable Court to 

6 reconsider its prior order related to the right of HIGH NOON to pursue claims on behalf of all 

of its members and all 342 units located at the Project. 
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Dated: January 14, 2014 ANGIUS & TERRY LLP 

/s/ John J. Stander 
By: 	  

Paul P. Terry, Jr., SBN 7192 
John J. Stander, SBN 9198 
Rachel B.Saturn, SBN 8653 
ANGIUS & TERRY LLP 
1120 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 260 
Las Vegas, NV 89144 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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07A542616 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Construction Defect 	COURT MINUTES  	January 16,2014  

07A542616 
	

High Noon At Arlington Ranch Homeowner 
vs 
D R Horton Inc 

January 16, 2014 	9:00 AM 

HEARD BY: Johnson, Susan 

COURT CLERK: Tiffany Lawrence 
RECORDER: Norma Ramirez 

Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 15D 

PARTIES 
PRESENT: 

Craner, Andrew 
Duncan, Nakesha S. 
Grant, Annalisa N 
Laureano, Rut J 
Mitchell, Shannon L. 
Odou, Joel D. 
Salerno, Nicholas B 
Stander, John J. 
Tiongson, Bernadette 
Trippiedi, Adam R. 
WALKER, KIRK 
Young, Aaron 

Attorney for Summit, United, and Quality Wood 
Attorney for National Builders 
Attorney for Circle S and Rising Sun 
Attorney for Circle S 
Attorney for Circle S 
Attorney for DR Horton 
Attorney for Firestop 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Attorney for OPM 
Attorney for Summit and Rising Sun 
Attorney for Sunstate and Quality Wood 
Attorney for Efficient Electric 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Arguments regarding whether the Court erred in her prior order which limited Pills ability to 
proceed to trial on all 342 units; regarding facts of the case and whether Pills made representations, 
throughout the prior hearings, regarding their intent to litigate all units; whether Pills had clearly 
identified the defects by location, damage, and which units, if any, were affected; whether EDCR 2.24 
applied; regarding whether Defts would be prejudiced by the Court amending its order. COURT 
stated FINDINGS and ORDERED as follows: 

Pills have standing, at all times, to litigate as to the HOA common area elements; 

- Based upon the Court's prior orders and understanding, Pills may litigate as to the interior claims 
(bathtubs, sinks, interior walls, firewalls, structural, HVAC, categories 15.1 and 15.2, etc) for the 194 
units; and 

- Pills may litigate as to the building envelope, as defined on page no. 3 in the Court's 11/12/13 
order, for all 342 units (subject to the various standing categories previously ordered). 
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07A542616 

Court clarified the categories, as outlined in the Court's 11/12/13 order, STAND. Colloquy 
regarding examples of separations by subclass, extrapolation, etc. Additional arguments by Mr. 
Odou regarding how the matter would proceed to trial and be presented to the jury; Court advised 
she would consider Defts arguments in creating the jury form. Mr. Stander to prepare the Order; 
Defts to approve as to form and content. 
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