Clark County Assessor's Ownersl”  istory Page 1 of 1
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
I_ Assessar Map } | _Aerfal View ” Comment Codes l [ Cuerent Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 41
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | oorprer
FITZGERALD JENIFER , -
176-20-714-121 | o o e GORDON 20070706:01775 07/06/2007 | NO STATUS £35
o RECORDED RECORDED - TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-121 |FITZGERALD JENIFER 20070706:01774 | 07/05/2007 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-121 |WALSH JENIFER NICOLE 20050725:01263 | 07/25/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-121 |MASON THURMAN O JR & CATHY 20041018:02745 | 10/18/2004 | IJCINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-121 IHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 MO 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 200104 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

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

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

12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersl  Tistory _ Page 1 of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Axsassor Map I I Azrlal View ] ! Comment Codes I I Cdrrant Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 42
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG B0
CURRENT RECORDED | RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-126 KHZARFYAN YEREM 20120525:02313 05/25/2012 NO STATUS 633
L RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTR]
176-20-714-126 [FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20120217:01178 | 02/17/2012 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-126 |GUSTAW JAMES I 20070326:00935 | £3/26/2007 NO STATUS 63%
176-20-714-126 |GARCEAU RICHARD & LINDA 20040930:05526 | 09/30/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-126 |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.

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0687



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Aerial View || CommentCodes | | Currcnt Dwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION —
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 43
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-127  |JANKOVIC BRANKA 20110415:07445 04/15/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) boco N, oy VESTING DISTGET
176-20-714-127  |RECHSTEINER PAUL E 20040930:00513 09/30/2004 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-714-127  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20.-710-007  |HORTON D RINC 70016427:01513 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspxZinstance=pecl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0688



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

istory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

r.&ssesscr Map I I CAeriel View l [ Conunient Codes t 1 Current Swnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOCN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BCOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIY 103 BLDG 43

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-129  |LEE SANG IM 70113213.02393 12/13/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) v coRD VESTING )
176-20-714-129  |STIRLING ANTHONY 20051007:03389 | 10/07/2005 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-120  |STIRLING ANTHONY & WHITNEY 20050714:04518 | 07/14/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-123 |TURNER WHITNEY L 20040930:05608 | 09/30/2004 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-123 |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 70010427:01513 | 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory . aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1 ...

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1998 through present are available for viewing.

NOTE: THIS RECORD 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. MO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

12/27/2013

0689



Clark County Assessor's Owners  Tistory Page 1 of 1
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
| Assessar Map |[ Aerisl View || Comment Codes }| current Qumnsrsnip
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 44
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING | prsrrIe
176-20-714-132_|8795 TRAVELING BREEZE TRUST 20100427:00132 | 04/27/2010 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT RO. AT VESTING DISTID
176-20-714-132 |[BANK H S 8 C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20100216:00807 | 02/16/2010 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-132 |WESOLEK WILLIAM £ & PATTI 20040930:05350 | 09/30/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-132 |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 I5 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=1... 12/27/2013

06990



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

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

i Asszzsor Map H Aurigl View ] I Caomment Codes Jl Current Gwnorship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 45
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50 :
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-134 |SAENZ GRLANDO & SILVIA M 20100009:02496 | 08/09/2010 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. i VESTING |  JTAX
176-20-714-134 |MURCH RACHEL L 20091214:01329 | 12/14/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-134  |MURCH PATRICK J & RACHEL L 20061002:05477 | 10/02/2006 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-714-134 |REDMOND RACHEL L 20040928:0076 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 D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 _|HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/200% | NO STATUS 635

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0691

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || AerialView [ Comment Codes | | Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 46
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-136 |FAIRWAY 1ZLLC 20120222,02732 02/22/2012 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCELNO. | PRIOR OWNER(S) il s VESTING | | TAX
176-20-714-136 JALPER ELIOT A REVOCABLE TRUST 20110413:01058 | 04/13/2031 | NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-136 [ROSS ELLEN 3 20040831;04145 | 08/31/2004 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-136 |HORTOND R INC 200310427:01513 | Da/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20.710-007 |HORTON B R INC 20010427:01513 | ©4/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176.20-701-002 |HORTON O R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avaltable for viewlng,

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

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parceltistory. aspx?instance=pci2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0692



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || AecriaiView || CommeantCodes ]| Current Ownecenip

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 46
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-137 |AMATO ALFRED & ROXANNE 30090825:04041 | 08/25/2000 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO . i VESTING el
176-20-714-137 |BENEFICIAL MORTGAGE CO NV 20090612:00546 | 06/12/2009 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-137 |CAICO GARRETT S & ALORA 20041115:00814 | 11/15/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-137 |COX CHRISTIAN C & CLAUDIA 0040831:04154 | 08/31/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-137 |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 NG 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 1S ASSUMED

AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0693



Clark County Assessor's Owners”  listory Page 1 of
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
]‘ Assessdr Map I l Asrial View “ Comment Codes } [ Current Qeinership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 47
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-139 . |[FAN MELODY 20120928:05078 09/28/2012 NO STATUS 635
o RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | o oo
176-20-714-139  [FANNIE MAE 20120608:00561 | 06/08/2012 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-13% [CRAME NINO C & M E REV LIV TR 200860404:0460 04/04/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-139 [CRAME NINO C 20050214:00552 | 02/14/2005 | NOSTATUS 635
176-20-714-139 {EROGLU FIKRAN 20041217:01505 | 12/17/2004 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-139 {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 | NOSTATUS 635

Note: Onily 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0694



Clark County Assessor's Owners’

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

{istory

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

Page 1l of 1

|‘ Assessar Map ” Aerial View H ~Comment Codes H Currant Ownesship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT QWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prgyricT
VOGEL CHERYL & PATRICIA .
176-20-714-144 1008 SHERYE 2 0 20090721:03774 07/21/2005 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED * RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO . Ay VESTING oISTRICT
176-20-714-144  {SCIURANO ALEJANDRO L 20040831:04139 | 08/31/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-144 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,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=1..,

12/27/2013

0693



Clark County Assessor's Owners!

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

listory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

| AssessorMap || Aerigiview || Comment Codes || Curcent Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 48

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY

176-20-714-142 TILLMANN ANTHONY 20110107:00952 0E/Q7/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR QWNER(S) i coRD VESTING DIs e

176-20-714-142  |EVANS LISA 20061102:01765 | 11/02/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-142 ISAFIYAD FATEMEH 20060111:00974 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 IBEANIE DOUGLAS C & ELAINE T 20040907: 09/07/2004 | IOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-142 |[HORTON D R INC 20010427,01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427 04/27/2001 NG STATUS £35
176-26-701-002 |HORTON D R ING 20010427.01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 & parcel=1...

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

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

12/27/2013

0696



Clark County Assessor's Owners  istory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Antessar Map { | Aerial View l [ Camment Codes [ { Curreet Qwnership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 49
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-145 |GUARDADO STEVE & JESSICA 20120320:02017 03/20/2012 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-145  |MARCONI ELIZABETH ) 20040925:02956 09/25/2004 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-145  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  |HORTON D R INGC 20010427:0151% 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 _ |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NG STATUS 635

MNote: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avallable for viewing,

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

0697

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx 7instance=pci2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners!

Tistory

Page 1 of

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessarMap || AerialvView || Comment Godes || Current Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 50
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG &0

RECORDED
CURRENT RECORDED 1
PARCEL NO. CURRENT QWNER DOC:(I:ENT VESTING bI1S
176+20-714- IMORTON GREG & . COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF

149 MARY 20120831:03340108/31/2012 SURVIVORSHIP t
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER({S)} DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-14% SCHAFFERMAN LESLIE ) 20080616:04332 06/16/2008 { NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-149 |HOUSEHOLD FINANCE REALTY CORP 20080314:01611 G3/14/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-149 |BRADY SEPTEMBER 20040908:00857 69/08/2004 | NOQ STATUS 635
176-20-714-142 (HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 Q472772001 NO BTATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NOC STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NQ STATUS 635

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory . aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=1..,

Note: Only documents from September 13, 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

12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners'

Tistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of 1

| AssessorMap || Aerisi Viow || Comment Codes

| |”curmn£ Quencyship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 51
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-153  [TORRES JULIE 20110425:03175 04/25/201% NO STATUS 635
RECORDED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S} DOCUMENT |RECORDED VESTING !
NO DATE DIS
ROGERS MICHAEL L & : COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF
176-20-714-153|RaCERo 1 2005042501544 04/25/2005 AL ¢
176-20-714-153/SIRCO L L C 20040908;01 589 09/08/2004 NO STATUS ¢
176-20-714-153{RATNAM INDRAM R 20040831:02493| 08/31/2004 NG STATUS ¢
176-20-714-153{HORTON D R INC 20010427:0155304/27/2001 NO STATUS ¢
176-20-710-007/HORTON D R INC 20010427,01523|04/27/2001 NO STATUS (
176-20-701-002|HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513|04/27/2001 NO STATUS T

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.,

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

(4699



Clark County Assessor's Owners  listory : Pagelof 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMsp || AerialView || Comment Codes || Gurrent Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 52
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT . RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-155 AUPIED CELESTE F 20090826:02667 08/26/2009 NOQ STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED | TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR DWNER({S) BOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRT
176-20-714-155 (FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20090804:00262 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 20010427:0151 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 IHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 | 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/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pclR&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners!

Tistory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessormap || AerialView [ Comment Codes || Current Qwnesship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED | TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, patE | YESTING | prcrRn
HUSSEY JAMES R FAMILY TRUST AGMT :
_ - - N
176-20-714-160 {1 oo ey Tales & PN 20120824:01161 | 08/24/2012 | NOSTATUS 635
: RECORDED RECORDED ' TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) O o, CORD vesting |  TAX
176-20-714-160 ROYFE EUGENE 20060427:044 04/27/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-160  {STIOHN JUDIE L FAMILY TRUST 20060215:03710 | 02/15/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-160  |STIOHN JUDIE 20041028:03267 | 10/28/2004 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-160  |[HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC J0010427:01513 | 0473972001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010477:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2 &parcel=1.,,

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

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

12/27/2013

0701



Clark County Assessor's Owners'

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 ofl

| AssesszorMap || Aerial View || Comment Codes || Current Ownerstip

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prstricr
176-20-714-161  |SHAYNAY HOLDINGS LLC 20120621:05807 | 06/21/2012 | NO STATUS 635

RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO ORDED CoRD VESTING DreX
176-20-714:161 |{NAGELBERG HOLDEN I 20131117:02310 | 11/17/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-161 |STINSON STEPMANIE JEAN 041028:03 10/28/2004 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714:161 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01543 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
175-20-710-007 |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NGO STATUS 635

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=1...

1212772013

0702



Clark County Assessor's Owners!

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of ]

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

| Assussar M{aﬂl Aerlal View “ Comment Codas

t l Lurrent Ownarship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-168 |MCCULLY ROGER D B DAWN O J0080911:04119 | 09/11/2008 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Do R . iy VESTING DIeTacCT
176-20-714-168  [UREND DAVID J 20060117:03230 01/17/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-168  |URENO DAVID J 41130:0455 11/30/2004 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-168  |HORTON B R INC 26010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS £35
176.20-710-007  JHORTON B R INC 2001042701513 0472712001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=1..,

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,

12/27/2013

0703



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst  Tistory Page 1 of 1

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || AerfalView || Comment Codes || Current Qwnerchip

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 56
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
110 YIHONG
- - - N
176-20-714-165 WANG RUOMET 20100407:03514 04/07/2010 JOENT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Do o, ypine VESTING It e
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 20010427:015 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  IHORTON 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 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0704



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

1 Agsassar Map [ L _Qf:ri:_a! Visw l | Comment Codes E l Larrent Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 58
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-173  |MARTIN DAVID E 20120402,01511 0470212012 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-173  |WOODHOUSE-MARRIOTT MELISSA R 20041227:01062 | 12/22/2004 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-173 |HORTON D R INC . 427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002 HORTON D 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 TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HERECON.

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0705



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst™  listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assessar Map ” _Aerial View ] [ Comment Codes ” Curront Qwnership

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED A TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
MA YULONG ,
17620714172 [t vone e 0110325:026 03/25/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635

RECORDED RECORDED ; TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) o, coRe VESTING pronX
176-20-714-172  [HENNING STEPHANIE ] PACE 20100618:02002 | 06/18/2010 NO STATUS 535
176-20-714-172 PACE-HENNING STEPHANIE ] 20060831:05199 08/31/2006 JOINT TENANCY 633
176-20-714-172  |MCCALL SHAWNA T 20050107:00475 | ©1/07/200% NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-172  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 0473772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-761-002 |HORTON D R INC 10427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NG STATUS €35

Note: Only documents from September 13, 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspxZinstance=pcl2&parcel=1.., 12/27/2013

0706



Clark County Assessor's Owners’ ’iistory : Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Assessor Map || Aertal View —! [  Gomment Codas ] [ Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 60
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT . RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-179  |NFLSON SABRINA 20100125:02552 01/25/2010 NO STATUS £35
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR QWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | . oror
| 176-20-714-179 (FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20090910:01159 | 0571072009 | NO STATUS 635
F 176-20-714-179 HITTELL NICHOLAS H & NATASA 20060310:03411 | 03/10/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-179 |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,

4767

http;//sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrReal Prop/ParcelHistory.aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners  listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessurMap || Aerls) View || Comment Codes || Curront Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 62
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | pyorru
176-20-714-184 FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASGN 20120807:00784 | 08/07/2012 | NO STATUS 635
' RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO., DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-184 |WEBSTER JAMES F & OKSANA 20050216:02363 | 02/16/2005 | IJOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-184 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:031513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  |HORTON D & 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,

0708

hitp://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Aermiview || Comment Codes || Current Owsership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION .
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 62
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING BISTRICT
176-20-714-186  |KENNEDY ELIZABETH 20121211:01518 12/11/2012 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) i s VESTING | , TAX
176-20-714-186 |KENNEDY ELIZABETH 22.04304 | 04/22/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-186 |BANK WELLS FARGO N A TRS 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 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 HERECN.

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0709



Clark County Assessor's Ownersk”  Tistory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ AssessorMap || AenlalView || Comment Codas

P

|1 Current Ownorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 1135 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 65
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED | RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRI
176-20-714-193 |STANDLEY CHRISTOPHER B & IRYNA V 20080410:02417 | 04/10/2008 | JOINT TENANCY | 635
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. oy VESTING | [ BN
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 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 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrReal Prop/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=1...

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1899 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.

12/27/2013

a710



Clark County Assessor's Ownershi-  “story . Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap [[ Aerizl View J g Comment Codes || Turront Owneiship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 65
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
Z G SPORT INC :
- - - 4
176-20-724-195 [0 GraTRIx 20081030:03668 10/30/2008 NG STATUS 635
: RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRI:
176-20-714-185 |BANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20080731:03045 | 07/31/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-195 |CABATANA LYDIA CASIMIRO 2007110100202 | 11/01/2007 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-195 [CABATANA ANTONIO C & MARIA V 20060523:03272 | 05/23/2006 | JOINT TENANCY 535
176-20-714-195 CABATANA LYDIAC 20050629:05344 | 06/29/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-195 |[HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:G1513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 JHORTON 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

071t



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessurMap || AerialView || Cofwmeot Codes || Current Qwnersship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 66
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED Tax
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT
LIU LYDIA & SHIN T ,
176-20-714-197 |10 LIRS 20120523:01862 05/23/2012 JONT TENANCY | 635
B RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) o OROED . coRD VESTING e
176-20-714-197 |SECRETARY VETERANS AFFAIRS 20120420:00810 | 04/20/2012 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-197 |BANK U S NATIONAL ASSN 20 02547 | 02/07/2012 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-197 [FORD RANDALL JAY & TAMARA 20100406:01832 | 04/06/2010 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-197 [FORD RANDALL JAY 20080903:00923 | 09/63/2008 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 | 20050829:05132 | 08/20/2005 NO STATUS 635
T
176-20-714-157 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-716-007 |HORTON D & ING 20010427:01513 | D4/27/2001 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,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0712



Clark County Assessor's Owners  listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|7 Assessar rﬁaﬁj[ A=riz] View H Lomment Lodes H Current Dwnecship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANGH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 6LDG 67
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-195  |PATTERSON ALICIA M 20110718:04438 02/18/2011 | NO STATUS 635
' | RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO o, cOoRD vesting | o TAX
176-20-714-199  |SHEETS FAMILY LIVING TRUST 20050630:02383 | 06/30/2005 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-714-199 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20030427:0153 | 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 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0713

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners}

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

fistory

Pagelofl

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

| Assessor Map || Rertsl Wiew || Comment Codes || Cuerent Gumership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 67
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 690

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO., DATE VESTING DISTRIC

176-20-714-200  |CALLAHAN JOHN J & FELIPA G 20110202:01440 | 02/02/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT No. cone VESTING DISTCT
176-20-714-200  ICALLAHAN JOHN ) 20101123:02300 11/23/2010 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-200  BEBOUT ZACKARY 20050630:04830 06/30/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-200  HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  HORTFON D R INC 20010427-01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  IHORTON D R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 1

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

21272013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

AssersarMap || AsrizlView || Commest Codes || Gurrent Ownorchip
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 68
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-202 K&AALLC 20131220:01231 12/26/2011 NO STATUS 635
i . RECORDED RECORDED i OTAX
PARCEL NO. - PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | BDISTRI:
176-20-714-202 {KUO ALICE REVOCABLE LIVING TR 20111220:01230 | 12/20/2011 NG S§TATUS 635
176-20-714-202 CHEN ANNIE 20120216: 1 1 02/16/2012 | JOINT TENANCY i 635
176-20-714-202 DEWEES JACOB 1 20050627:04216 | 06/27/2005 NO STATUS i 635
176-20-714-202 HORTON & R INC 0i0427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 [HORTON D RINC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO 5TATUS 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.

0715

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssiRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pel2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners?

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

fistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of 1

| AssessorWap || AeriziVicw [I. Comment Codes || Current Qwnzrship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED "RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
LTU JUAN .
176-20-714-203 [T IWAN 670 07/06/2012 JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED . TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) it CORD VESTING DIoCT
176-20-714-203  |ALCANTARA LARCY M 20050729:01422 07/29/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-203  {HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04727972001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON B R INC 20010427-01513 042772001 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 HEREQN.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2 &parcel=1...

0716

12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners”  istory f Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| fmspesur Mz Azrizl View Lorunoat Tedes || Current Gwrmrship
L aes o f| A= 1 _zs jL.e

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 69
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-206 _ |MORRISON JASON 201003032:03504 03/03/2010 NG STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) PO o, cono VESTING DI
176-20-714-206  {PETERSON LAUREN' 20050624:03351 06/24/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-206  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 IS5 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0717
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Clark County Assessor's Owners'  ™isfory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

{ Assesszar Wap || A=cizl View || Tomment Cefes || Current Ownorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH FLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 70
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT ~ RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | ,roTRIC
MARKHAM FAMILY TRUST
- - - .
176-20-714-210 e T LANE T8S 20091105:04143 | 11/05/2009 | NO STATUS 635
_ RECORDED RECORDED 1 TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO o, CORD VESTING DIatec
176-20-714-210 |MARKHAM STEVEN L & DIANE 200908728:01563 | 08/28/2009 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-210 |BANK INDYMAC PEDERAL F S B 20090513:03512 | 05/13/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-210 |TRUONG THOMAS H 20050630:04819 | 08/30/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-210 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 50010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NG STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC | 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD 15 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0718

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst™ “istory | Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Ausesuor zp Anrizl View Comment Codes Carrent Cwaneship
L H ? K , L

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 71
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-211  |DIZAR CEM 20080611:03740 06/11/2009 | NO STATUS &35
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. | PRIOR OWNER(S) o R . Sy vesting | TAX
176-20-714-211 FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 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 | 04/2772001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 0472772001 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427-01513 | 04/27/2001 | NG 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners’  “fistory . Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

_Gssessor Wap || AerlalView || Comment Cefes || Carrent Owrership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARIINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLOG 72
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-214 [ WILLIAMS DEBORAH A 20100112:03897 01/12/3010 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUNEED o VESTING DISTCT
176-20-714-214  [RICHARD JUSTIN T 20050519:04116 05/19/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-214  HORTON D R INC 20 7:0151 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  IHORTON D R INC 20010427-01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 _ IHORTON 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 GF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0720
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Clark County Assessor's Owners”  listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssaszorMap || AerizlView || Cowmment Codes | I Current Qwnersiip
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 72
SEC 20 TWF 22 RNG &0
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | pretRICT
COHN TRUST —
176-20-714-216 | SOt AR R e E TRS 20091020:00028 10/20/2009 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. AT VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-216  :COHN DOV & SHEILA E 20050526:04178 05/26/2005 | IJOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-216 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-087 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 04/2772001, 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 HERFON.

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Page 1 of 1

Home  subscribe to newsfeed  type size: A+ A- &2 SHARE o

Residents : Visitors ] Business l About Clark County | Electad Offici

Search.... k

ePayments

Clark County > Departments > Assessor > Property Records

Assessor

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessarMap || Aerial View || Caomment Codes | | Carrent Owhessh
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
RIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLOG 74
'SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED T~
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | 1rorr
176-20-714-227 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20121025:00251 | 10/25/2013 | NO STATUS 53!
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NG, oD VESTING DISTheCT
176-20-714-222  |NING JIA QING 20050505:03418 05/05/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-222  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  [HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513 0472772001 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.

Jobs Site Map Contact Us Privacy Palicy @ 2010 Clark County, NV 50C S. Grand Central Pkwy,

0722

http//www.clarkcountynv.gov/Depts/assessor/Pages/PropertyRecords. aspx 7H=redrock&... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| RssessurWap || AerizlView {| Corument Cedes || Current Qworeship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 74
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | provrrer
176-20-714-221  JHUIBREGTSE ANTHONY 3011121600206 12/16/2011 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) OB ED . ki vesting | | TAX
176-20-714-221 |HOVIOUS KATHLEEN A TRUST 20060124:03644 | 01/24/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-221 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 0472772001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 _:HORTON b R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

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

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

0723

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners'

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of 1

| AssessorMap || AerialView || Commtent Codes || Current Ownrrskip
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 75
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NOC. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-225 |BURROUGHS STEFANIE LEE 20100524:02479 05/24/2010 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) BOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-225 [JAGGI JOHN & DIANE 20050429:04302 04/29/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-225 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NQ STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/200% NG STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NG 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,

http://sandgate co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1...  12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners'  istory Page 1 of1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Mesessor Mizp || Aerial View |1 Cemment Cades || Curront Qwnorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 76
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-227  JALNI TRUST 30120117:01535 01/17/2012 NG STATUS 835
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) oD o, R vesting | TAX
176-20-714-227 COSTIA NICOLETA 20100203:00513 | 02/03/2010 { NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-227 |BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20090918:00646 | 09/18/2009 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-227 [ROGERS JASON M 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 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 IHORTON 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
A5 TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0725

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssiRealProp/ParcelHistory . aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst™ {istory Page 1 of 1

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Aertal View || Comumest Cofes || Current Qwneeship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 76
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-228  |AFSHAR ZOHRE 20120215:00216 02/15/2012 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCMEr NO. oo VESTING DreThreT
176-20-714-228  IWONG WILSON F 20050503:05204 05/03/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-228 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 D4s27/2001 NO STATUS &35
176-20-710-007  HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 _ HORTON D RINC 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
A5 TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0726
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Clark County Assessor's Owners* ™ History Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessoridap || AerialView || ComineatCodes || Cwrent Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 77
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE _ VESTING DISTRICT
MIRANTE ANTONIA , T
176-20-714-230  [VIRATTE ASTEN 20120221:02733 02/21/2012 | NOSTATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO CMENT NO. i VESTING bretatCT
176-20-714-230  |HALVERSON MICHAEL 2010121302426 12/13/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-230 BROOCK KONRAD 20050426:03372 04/26/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-230 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NQ STATUS 635
175-20-710-007 _ |HORTON D R INC 50010437:031513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0727

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessor Bap || AerislvView [T Cammest Codes || Current Ownershin
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 80
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NG, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICI
176-20-714-23% STERBENS BARRY B TINA 20110707:01734 | 07/07/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635
. RECORDED RECORDED TA
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT D, | | oate VESTING DISTE
176-20-714-239 |STERBENS BARRY & TINA 20100802:02805 | 08/02/2010 | NO STATUS/IOINT TENANCY 63!
176-20-714-239 |STEINER NICOLE 20081202:02670 | 12/02/2008 | NO STATUS/JOINT TENANCY 63!
i
176-20-714-239 'BANK U S TRUST NATL ASSN TRS 20080708:03923 | 07/08/2008 NO STATUS 63’
176-20-714-239 ICAMPBELL VICTORIA 0 08720 | 037312008 NO STATUS 63!
176-20-714-239 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 63!
176-20-710-007 {HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 53!
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NG STATUS 63!

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 HERECN.

hﬂp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParceH{istory,aspx?instancempcl.’)..&parceh1 v 12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners!

Tistory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I_Aﬁgsesg-:‘:x{h{lap H Asrizl Yiow ” Canunest Codes

E Lc“rmm dwnprship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNET 102 BLDG 82
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT ' RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWRER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRI
176-20-714-245 |ABRAMSON BERL D & THEODORE D 20111216:01108 | 12/16/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 535
RECCRDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Dot o, coR® VESTING DIotmc
176-20-714-245  {SILVER STATE SCHOOLS C U 20110919:02587 | 09/15/2011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-245 |CARUSO JOSEPH T & DIANE D 20 :05597 | 03/31/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-245 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 IHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002 |HORTON B R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory. aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

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

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

12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners”  History Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AsszscurMap || AerimiView || Comment Codes || Carrent Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH FLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 83
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-248  MAO CHING-CHING >0120907:01556 09/07/2012 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) bR o, oRe | vESTING DISTRCCT
176-20-714-248  [BOCKO BARBARA G 0050429 D4/29/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-248  |MORTON D R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  |HORTON D R INC S0010427:01513 0472772001 | NO STATUS 635
176.20-701-002 _ |HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 54/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NQ LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ ZssescorMap || Asrsl View || Cmumeat Cofey [ current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 87
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prsrarc
COHN ERIC JOSHUA & DARREN M
- - - M
176-20-714-259 {oor B W 20101028:03175 | 10/28/2010 | NO STATUS 635
; ' RECORDED RECORDED T 7ax
PARCEL NO. | PRIOR OWNER(S) DO AEnE RO i VESTING | B
176-20-714-259 |BANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20100907:00278 | 09/07/2010 | MO SYATUS | 635
176-20-714-259 /GALLEGO RAYMUND R 20050531:05435 | 05/31/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-259 '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 | NOSTATUS 635
176-20-701-002 HORTON D 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 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0731
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Clark County Assessor's Owners’

“listory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of 1

| fssessor Mezp ]| Asrlel View || Comment Codes || Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOCK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG &8
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-264  |LIAC WEIMIN 20120217:02:28 02/17/2012 | NO STATUS 635

: ' RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Do aydin VESTING oISTCT
176-20-714-264  |BIORNSTAD TIFFANY A 20050536:04202 05/26/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-264  |HORTON D R INC 20010427: D4f27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 'HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 D4/27/2601 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co‘clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp:’ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pci2&parce1ﬁI.‘,

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.

12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owner:  History Page 1 of 1
~
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
| &ssessor Map || AsriziView || Comment Cades | | Current Banecship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 88
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED ~ RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
WONG FAMILY TRUST ‘
176-20-714-262  |NONE FATILY TRUS 20091231:01035 12/11/2009 | NO STATUS 635
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO CTROED o. RECORDED VESTING ongA:I cr
176-20-714-262  MOO LEELEAN 20050603:03997 06/03/2005 | NOSTATUS 635
176-20-714-262  HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NOSTATUS 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 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.

0733

hitp://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parce History.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners’

istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of 1

| Assessorthap || Aerizl View || comment Cades || curvent Gwnsreip

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED . TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT

176-20-714-267  |MALEKT MEHRAD 20090625:04754 06/25/2009 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) BOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | . o
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 0 0:024 12/20/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-267 [ACOB VIRGINIA N 20050727:04859 | 07/27/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-267 HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NOSTATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS £35
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R ING 20030427:01513 | 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 KEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/P arcelHistdry.aspx?h15tance=pc12&p arcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners”  History : Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

AszessorMap || RerialView || Comment Cofes || Sucrent Gwnership
ASSESSCOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTCN RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 91
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20~714-273 KOTTHOMES L 1. C 20120507:01699 05/07/2012 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRI
175-20-714-273 KOTI HOMES LLC 20120430:02262 04/30/2012 | NC STATUS 635
176-20-714-273 [CORWIN LAN THI 20091014:02752 i0/14/2009 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-273 BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20090901:42408 09/01/2009 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-273 |MORALES RICHARD P IR 20020722:04847 ¢ 07/22/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-273 HORTON B R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2601 RO STATUS 835
176-20-710-007 (HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-2(-701-002 (HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NQ STATUS 635

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1959 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.

0735

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessor Map || AsrizlView || Comment Codes || Rueront Qwosrship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 95
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT RO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-284  |MENDENHMALL STEPHEN 20110218:05697 02/18/2011 NO STATUS 635
) RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-284 EQUISOURCELLC 201031213:00067 12/13/2010 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-284 CARRERE LIVING TRUST 20 4.04478 09/14/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-284 CARRERE MARCIA 20050818:03774 08/18/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-284 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 NQ STATUS 635

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

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

0736

http://sandgate.co.clark. nv.us/AssiRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners” “Iistory : Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessor Map || Rerial View || Comment Cofdes || Gurrent Qwoership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 57
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-289  |SORIAND NANCY C 20120118.00973 01/18/2012 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO . CoRe VESTING DT
176-20-714-282  LETTE JULIANA 2005063004807 06/30/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-289  HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04727/2001 | NO STATUS 535
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,

0737

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AsstReal Prop/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessur Map || A=rial View || Commest Codes || Curcent Qweiewship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 57
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prorRIcT
176-20-714-290  LE LOUISLAM T 20100308:05520 03/08/2010 | NO STATUS 635
RECGRDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO NG, coRo VESTING DISeeT
176-20-714-290  |WILHOITE JEREMY 20100308:05518 03/08/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-290 |1 W W LIVING TRUST 2006063002661 06/30/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-290  |WILHOITE JEREMY W 20060170:01369 01/20/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-290  |FITZEN DEANA M 20050711:03102 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 2001042701513 0472772001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 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. NQ LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0738

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners™  istory Page [ of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessorflzp || Asrial View || Comsment Codes || Carrent Qwnorship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 97
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENTY RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prsrrict
176-20-714-291 PALADIN HOLDINGS L L C 20110819:04472 08/19/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED . . TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-291 JACKSON GUY 20110708:00617 07/08/2011 NO STATUS 635
175-20-714-291 SANDLER AMI 5 20070730:04133 07/30/2007 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-29% BRENNER RUTHIE 20050630:02340 06/30/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-291 HORTON B RINC 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 20010427:01512 0472772001 NO 5TATUS 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
A5 TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQON,

0739

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcetHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor’s Owners’  History _ Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssacsorMep || AsriiView || Comment Codes || Curront Qwnarship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTGN RANCH PLAT BOGK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 8LDG 99
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED ' TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-296  |ERAMYA GHAYDA 2009061%:03510 06/19/2009 NO STATUS 635
‘ RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | |, ooote
176-20-714-296 BANK H 5 B C USA NATL ASSN TRS - 20081023:0559 10/23/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-296 SHAMBAUGH MEGAN 2 26:04 08/26/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-296 HORTON D R INC 0 01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:0151% | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NG 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.

0740

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pel2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Asseweor Map || Aerisl View [| Comwnent Codes || Cutrent Qwnarship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 101
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESYING DISTRICT
176-20-714-301 _ [LUBY TRISHA 20070802.04135 08/02/2007 | NO STATUS 535
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCELNO. |  PRIOR OWNER(S) ettt COR> VESTING DIStCT
176-20-714-301  |SPENCER JAMES P 20050829:05143 08/29/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-301  [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 535
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 200104270151 0472772001 NO STATUS 835

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1998 through present are available for viewing.

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS5 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NG LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0741

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners'

Tistory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assensor Map ‘ﬂﬁ:‘iaﬁal View || Comment Cades || Carrent Jwnzrship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 102
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-305  [VALLEY NANCY ANN 20130215:00841 02/15/2013 NG STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRI
176-20-714-305 |LAURSEN CARA 20080519: 03156 | 05/19/2008 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-305 BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20080312:0226 03/12/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-305 [GEBREMESKEL AMANUEL 20050930:06098 | 09/30/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-305 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 HMORTON D R INC 20 27; 3 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,

0742
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Clark County Assessor's Owners

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of |

_Ascassor Map |1 Aeriz) View || Comument Cedes || Curreat Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pci2&parcel=]

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNKER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
BUDHRANI DEEPAK B .

176-20-714-310 |2 DHRANI DEEPA 20110927:05261 09/27/2011 |  3JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) e CORDED .. e VESTING DIor e
176-20-714-310  |CARNEY ROGER A 20050831:03512 08/31/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-310  {HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/2772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 _ IHORTON D RINC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 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.

0743

12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners’

History

Page 1of1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMzp 11 RscelView |1 Tammest Ceges || Carrent Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prerric
WELLS REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST ]

176-20-714-315 WELLS CLARK R & SHIRLEY M TRS 20100712:00753 07112/2019 NC STATUS 535
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENTE NO. COKD VESTING DISTo
176-20-714-315 |WELLS CLARK R & SHIRLEY M 20100217:03174 | 02/17/2010 ¢ JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-315 {BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20100128:02622 | D1/28/2010 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-315 iBANK ONE WESTF S B 20050917:02910 | 09/17/2008 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-315 |MEHTA TARVINDER S 20050831:06260 | 08/31/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-315 'HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513 | 04/27/2001 |  NO STATUS 635
| 176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | D4/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | O4/27/2001 |  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 1S ASSUMED
AS TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0744
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Clark County Assessor's Owners”  History Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessor fhap || Aerisl View |1 Comment Codes  [| Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 107
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-320 FOLEY FRANCIS 20120125:04126 01/25/2012 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED ' TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-320  [TAU KENNETH W O 20060124:03659 01/24/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-320 HORTON D R INC 2 427: 04/27/2001 NQ 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 047272001 NO STATUS 635

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

MNOTE: THIS RECORD 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TC THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HERFON.

0745
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Clark County Assessor's Owners'

Yistory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessor Map || Aerizl View || Comment Cades

f1 Current Ownsrship

ASSESSOR. DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO., DATE VESTING DISTRICT
BANIEWICZ SANDRA H
- - - N g
176-20-714-322 [ ananicZ SANDRA 20110823:02738 08/23/2011 | IOINT TENANCY 635
' RECORDED .| RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER({S} DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING BISTRI
176-20-714-322 [FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20110315:02087 03/15/2011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-322 [TUNG KATHERINE 20050927:04358 | 09/27/2005 | NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-322 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:03513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513 | 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

htp://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspxtinstance=pcl2 &parcel=1...

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
A5 TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0746

12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners*™ History Page t of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessur Kap || Aerial Winw || Cotnment Godes || Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 109
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX,
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-325 IRVING JOHN 20080502:03959 05/08/2008 NG STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWN ER(S)I DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | o crerer
176-20-714-325 BANKH S B CUSANATRS 20080116:02384 01/16/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-325  ISCHWEITZER JONATHAN 2 104546 09/28/2005 NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-325 {HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 {HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO S5TATUS 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 TGO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQN.

http:f’/sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.%px‘?instance*pclz&parcelml... 12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners, ;ﬁIistory | Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_AssessorMap || AorlalView || CommentCodes || Gurrant Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NGON AT ARLINGTON RANGH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 111
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-332  |-0 JOSERH 20091204:02228 12/04/2009 JOINT TENANCY 635
GU ZHUHUA
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO ENT RO COoRD VESTING DIaecT
176-20-714-332  |PAVUK MARTIN 20051230:05727 12/30/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-332  |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 04/27/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  JHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 | NG STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  [HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS5 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0748
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Clark County Assessor's Owners!  History Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssesssrMap || AzrizlView || Commset Cedfes || Current Ownorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 107 BLDG 113
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-335  |MEYER JAMES 20121210.03453 12/10/2012 | NO STATUS 635
' RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Do o i VESTING DI o
176-20-714-335  |QUIROZ ELOINA 20121009:01933 10/09/2012 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-335  HOBAN AMELIA 1 20060131:03733 01/31/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-335  HORTON O R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  HORTON D R ING 70010427:01513 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 avaitable for viewing.

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

4749

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcellHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst™ listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Zssessurfizp || Aerizl View || Commest Codes [ | Carroal Ownecshg
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 113
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORPED TAX
_ PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | brstricr
176-20-714-339 LIAO WEIMIN 2012022400526 02/24/2012 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED . RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-339 VANCLEVE ZACHARY 20060127:03592 0172772006 NO STATUS 63%
176-20-714-339  [HORTON D R INC | 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 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,

0750
http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Christina M. Gilbertson, Esq.
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cgilbertson@wshblaw.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 | CASE NO.: A542616
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a DEPT NO.: XXil

Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself
(ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)

and for all others similarly situated,
Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC.’S MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

CLERK OF THE COURT

V.

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,
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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,

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 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: January’j_/_\_(_, 2014 WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP

o V0 Ol

EL D. ODOU
Npvada 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.
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DATED: Januaryﬁ, 2014
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NOTICE OF MOTION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that D.R. HORTONEL II;)IC. will bring the foregoing
e »
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on the 27 day of January, 2014, at 3: 00
a.m., in Department XXIi, or as soon thereafter as Counsel can be heard.

WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP

o \ e

YEL 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.
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L
INTRODUCTION

The instani matter involves Plaintiff, High Noon at Arlington Ranch
Homeowners Association's ("Plaintiff'), and claims of purported Construction
Defects allegedly on behalf of the owners of the Common areas and 342 homes at
the High Noon at Arlington Ranch project, which is a 114-building development in

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

matter by filing a Complaint against D.R. Horton on June 7, 2007, rather than by

serving a Notice as required by NRS §40.645. (See, Plaintiffs Complaint, dated
June 7, 2007, attached hereto as Exhibit "A.") Plaintiff has asserted a myriad of
claims regarding the Subject Property, including claims involving the common
interest community, as well as the individual units owned by individual
homeowners.

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 7712 of

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

LEGAL:05708-0088/2854832.1 -4-
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Complaint. Further, as to the interior claims that this court has permitted to be
pursued on a representative basis for a "sub-class” of no more than 192 home
owners, 130 of these homeowners no longer own their homes and their purported
"assignments” are irrelevant. Accordingly, the "subclass” of the 192 interior home
owner claims should oniy be for 62 homeowners'claims as noted in the attached
exhibits. The aforementioned is the basis of this motion.

Specifically, Plaintiff is aftempting to assert claims on behalf of all
subsequent purchasers’ 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 Plaintiff's claims
are limited to 112 homes for exterior claims, and 62 homes for interior ¢laims
pursuant to this court's prior ruﬁngs on the interior "sub-class."?

L.
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, 1028 (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

! Subseguent purchasers/homeowners refer to those who acquired title after Plaintiffs
Complaint was filed.

2 B.R. Horton makes this request without prejudice to its rights to chalienge 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.

LEGAL:05708-0088/2854832.1 -5-
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most favorable to the nonmoving party.” Id. With regard to the instant matter, this
Motion is not dependent on any disputabie factual issues. The subject of this
Motion is strictly an issue of law.
.
THE OWNERS, AT THE TIME THE COMPLAINT WAS FILED, ARE THE REAL

PARTIES ININTEREST TO BRING THEIR ALLEGED CONSTRUCTION

"DEFECT CLAIMS

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

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

purchaser does not automatically become the real party in interest to bring prior
owners' claims. Plaintiff, pursuant to NRS 116.3102, has the right to represent the

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

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

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

The law is explicit: The real party in interest is the party who has title to the
cause of action.® The rights of homeowners to recover for the damages suffered
as a result of construction defect, prior to a sale of the defective property, are not
extinguished due to a subsequent sale of the defective property.

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

L. Ed. 2d 265 (1982), the United States Supreme Court recognized a cause of
action is "a species of property protected by the Fourteenth Amendment's Due
Process Clause.” Further, Article I, Section 8(5) of the Nevada Constitution
incorporates the due process requirement of the 14" Amendment of the United
States Constitution, “No person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property,
without due process of law.” Accordingly, the rights of the former owners can not

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

N
<o

3 Vaughn v Dame Construction Co., 223 Cal App. 3d 144, 148 (1990).
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The rights of persons who sue for construction defects to continue to
maintain their actions after they sell the affected property was addressed in

Vaughn v, Dame Const. Co. 223 Cal. App.3d 144, 272 Cal. Rptr. 261(1890). In

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

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

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

Court rejected this argument finding the prior owner had suffered damage to her
property before the sale and the subsequent sale of the property did not
automatically assign or transfer her cause of action for damages. /d. at 149, 272
Cal. Rptr. 261. The Vaughn Court held:

While ordinarily the owner of the real property is the party
entitled to recover for injury to the property, the essential
element of the cause of action is injury to one's interests in
the property—ownership of the property is not.... Since it
was [Vaughn's] interest in the property which was injured by
[the contractor's] defective construction, she is the owner of
the cause of action entitied to maintain the present action.

The Court went on:

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 fransferred. There is no
authority, however, for the proposition that the fransfer of the
real property automatzcaiiy 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:05708-0086/28545832.1 e
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establish damage to their interests in the properly. /f, 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 properly in its defective condition,
there is little likelihood that the new owners would or could
assert the same claim as [Vaughn].

Id. at 148-149, 272 Cal. Rptr. 261 (fns omitted }(Emphasis added.)
The Vaughn Court distinguished itself from Kriegler v. Eichler Homes, Inc.
(1969) 269 Cal. App.2d 224, 74 Cal. Rbtr. 749, where the subsequent owner of a

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

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

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

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

| failed after the sale. /d. at 149, fn 5, 272 Cal. Rptr. 261.

The right of a subsequent owner to recover for damage done to property as
result of construction defect before the property was acquired was more recently

addressed in Krusi v. S.J. Amoroso Construction Co. 87 Cal. App.4th 995, 97 Cal.

Rptr.2d 294 (2000), where the Court determined not only was a subsequent
owner's claim separate from its seller, its claim could not be essentially the same
as its seller. In Krusi, the seller of a building knew there had been leaks and floor
deterioration due to defective construction prior to selling the building but believed
the issues had been repaired. The buyer was unaware of the defects and the
defects could not have been discovered without invasive inspection. After the
sale, the leaks and floor deterioration increased in “frequency and magnitude” or
as also described by the Court “there was a continuation, in increased form, of the

same problems extent during the prior ownership.” Id. at 1006.

&N
{171

11
111

LEGAL.05708-0088/2854832.1 -8-




WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP

Attomeys at Law
7674 WEST LAKE MEAD BOULEVARD, SUITE 150

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89128-8852
TELEPHONE 702 251 4100 4 Fao{ 702 251 5405

o © o ~N O s W N -

NN N R N N N NN = o ek i sk owh oed el b e
e ~N O ¢ H WwN =D W 0N W N -

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

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

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

the Court recognized:

g
111!
111!
It
It
i1!
I

..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-uniess, 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.)*

% 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,

LEGAL:0570B-0088/2854632.1 -8~
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As Vaughn and Krusi make clear, and as due process dictates, a former
homeowner cannot lose vested rights simply due to the sale of her property and
subsequent purchasers do not simply step into the shoes of the prior owner.’

Currently, only 112 of the 342 homeowners in this project owned their
homes at the time the Complaint was filed on June 7, 2007. For the "sub-class” of
192 interior claims, only 62 homeowners still own their homes. Regardless of
whether or not the "Assignments” are valid or not (an issue not addressed here),
this court has frequently observed that once a “claimant” sells his or her house, or
otherwise fransfers their interest in the property's title, that claimant no longer has
a claim for construction defects that currently exist or continue to exist in the house

as the claimant is no longer an "owner” as defined by NRS §40.610.

Several units have had more than one subsequent purchaser since the
Complaint was filed and numerous homes were foreclosed upon by lenders and
subsequently sold to the current owners. Accordingly, the subsequent purchasers
must prove their claims for construction defect were assigned from the former
owners subsequent to the time the Complaint was filed (and in some cases
assigned more than once} AND they must further 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 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 secord 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.

| LEGAL:05708-0088/2654532.1 -10-
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" Moreover, if

the new owners would or could assert the same claim as plaintiff.
the subsequent purchaser purchased the unit from a lender it is likely it took
ownership with knowledge of the defects, for less than fair market value and in an
“"AS IS” condition.

‘ Finally, Plaintiff will likely make an argument that the purported
Assignments of claims by former owners to the HOA Plaintiff have somehow
preserved these claims. In addition to the fact that the "Assignments"” on their face
took place after the commencement of the lawsuit, they are not irrevocable, they
are not signed by the new homeowners to whom the Plaintiff seeks to bind, and to
accept such an argument would give rise to issues of champerty and
maintenance.

Further complicating this analysis is the fact that the Plaintiff HOA can not
even provide access to all the homes wherein interior claims are being made. As
the Plaintiff has shown time and time again, they have homeowners who have no
interest in this litigation and have difficulty forcing them to participate.” Some of
this is due to the fact that the claim is being brought on a representational basis,
but a large part is equally due to the changes in ownership over the course of this

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 47.250(16) (disputable presumption the law has been cbeyed).

7 As shown by pricr 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
purstied 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 ail too
common tactic of having to pay an expert to "hurry up and wait." As shown in Exhibit "D" 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 @ home. While an Order can be fashioned in Discovery by the
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 muitipie 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 fawsuit was commenced.
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cases is not the same homeowner now that is being required to provide access.
By the time that any repairs are performed by the HOA (assuming that they do
repairs), there is simply no way to know who will own the homes that purportedly
need repairs and whether or not they will permit strangers to enter their homes
and perform this work.

As such, the Plaintiff should only be permitted to pursue claims on behalf of
homeowners that owned their homes when this case was commenced and still
own them now, all other claims should be dismissed.

Iv.
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT IS APPROPRIATE ON ALL CAUSES OF
ACTIONS BROUGHT ON BEHALF OF HOMEOWNERS WHICH PURCHASED
A SUBJECT UNIT AFTER THE COMPLAINT WAS FILED

A. Plaintiff Has No Standina To Assert Claims On Behalf Of
Prospective Purchasers

NRS 116.3102(d) provides an association can institute an action on behalf
of itself and two or more unit owners on matters affecting the common interest
community. Homeowners who purchased property after the Complaint was filed

were not “unit owners” at the time of the Complaint was filed. Further, as a future

lowner's damages cannot be identical to those of its seller, the damages a future
 owner may have once the property is purchased cannot “affect the common

linterest community” prior to the time the damages are suffered. Therefore,

Plaintiff had no standing under NRS 116.3102(d) to institute an action on behalf of

prospective owners.

Additionally, in D.R. Horton v. District Court ( First Light il ), 125 Nev. 449, 215

P.3d 697 (2009), when determining an association had standing to assert claims
that affect individual units, the Court stated:
Our conclusion is further supported by section 6.11 of the

Restatement (Third) of Property and its commentary....
Comment a. to section 6.11 of the Restatement explains:

LEGAL:05708-0086/2854832.1 -12-
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...either the members on hehalf of whom the association
sues or the association meets normal standing requirements,

Id. at 457 (emphasis added).

Plaintiff does not meet any “normal standing requirements” in this case with

respect to the individual units which were purchased after the litigation |

commenced. Under such circumstances, an association’s standing to bring suit
on behalf of individual members is only as good as the standing of the members
on whose behalf it acts. At the time of the Complaint, no one other than the
individua! owners themselves would have had standing to assert claims for their
homes. For homeowners who came later, they were prospective plaintiffs and
would not be able to satisfy normal standing requirements. The Complaint was
brought on behalf of "the owners" (Exhibit "A," paragraph 2 and 4) not the
"prospective buyers” as that would clearly not meet the "nommal standing"
requirements discussed above. Accordingty' Plaintiff has never had any standing
to prosecute claims on behalf of homeowners yet to come (after the Complaint
was filed) and standing under NRS 116.3102(d) does not cure this problem.
Further, this type of litigation for prospective future purchasers was rejected in

independent Roofing Contractors of California Unilateral _Apprenticeship

Committee v California Apprenticeship Counsel, 114 Cal. App.4th 1330, 9 Cal.

Rptr.3d 4250 (2003). In that case an organization challenged geographical
restrictions placed on its new programs by a state apprenticeship counsel in part
on the grounds it violated the rights of apprentices. The Court stated “An
association may have standing on behalf of its members (independent of any harm
to itself) only if their rights are threatened as a result of a challenged action. The
class of people whom the geographical restriction affects are prospective
apprentices, not apprentices already enrolled in the Independent Roofers

Program... These people thus do not in any sense belong to independent Roofers.
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' The various constitutional claims as a result must be assessed solely for their

effect on Independent Roofers.” 114 Cal. App.4th at 1341, 9 Cal. Rptr.3d at 484.

While it may be said Plaintiff currently has standing to assert an action on

:beha!f of those which became unit owners after the Complaint was filed, they did

not have standing to assert prospective claims on behalf of prospective owners at

'the time the Complaint was filed. Therefore, Plaintiff cannot obtain recovery on

behalf of any owners which purchased after the Complaint was filed on the

grounds the Complaint was intended to include claims on behalf of future

'members. The Plaintiff's Complaint addressed only damages to current

| owners. Subsequent purchasers, individually, or represented by Pilaintiff would

have to file a new Complaint (hopefully preceded by a new Chap. 40 Notice)

1 alleging new damages.

B. Allowinag Plaintiff to Represent Homeowners Who Purchased
after the Complaint was filed would Violate the Rights of
Defendant and the Rights of the Post-Complaint Homeowners

Plaintiff represented specific homeowners at the time the Complaint was

filed. Those represented at the time of the Complaint cannot automatically change

1 on any given day after that filing. To allow such unchecked fluidity of represented

parties would violate defendants’ rights. Defendant has the right to know whose
exact claims are being asserted against it. Without such knowledge, its ability to
prepare a defense with respect to any individual homeowner would be laid to
waste.

Further, a new owner cannot automatically be forced to take part in litigation
ofr have its post-complaint claims represented by an HOA simply because it
purchased a residence within a common-interest-community. Should a new
homeowner discover defects in their home, in which Plaintiff did not include in its
Complaint, the new homeowner would be precluded from acting independently
and/or obtaining relief for such defect(s). Moreover, there may be homeowners

who purchased their home after the Complaint was filed based on the belief that

LEGAL:G5708-0088/2854832. 1 ~14-




WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP

Attorneys at i aw
7674 WEST LAKE MEAD BOULEVARD, SUITE 150

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89128-8852
TELEPHONE 702251 4100 + Fax 702 251 5405

QO O o N g AR W N .-

N N R N N el e e et wd wd ek owd
HOWON = OO 0N R W N -

N NN
0 ~N O

]
15

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 nofice 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, Ermnest

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 | discovered |
was going to be stuck being the president [of the
HOAL

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
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Q. Who are the claimants that you are aware of —the
experts that have made a claim for fees against the
association?

A. 1don't remember their names.

See, Transcript at Exhibit "E" at pg. 24:9-12

Here, this homeowner, who later became the HOA Board President, did not

even know his home was involved in litigation when he purchased it. As Mr.

Lindberg is an attorney, it seems like he would be the type of homeowner to be

aware of such a fact if there were significant defects in the interior of his home.
Further, he purchased his home without knowing there are claims against his
Association that may personally affect him, as the Quon experts were not paid.
These facts raise due process issues for a subsequent purchaser as a buyer
should not be subjected to the risks of litigation without making an informed choice
to do so. As such, without accepting an assignment from a former owner (seller),
which outlines ali risks involved in entering litigation, to claim that a subsequent
purchaser "step into the shoes" of the former owner is not only a violation of case
law, but also an unconscionable violation of their Due Process Rights.

For the reasons previously mentioned, having an ever-changing group of
homeowners represented in this action would violate Defendant's rights under
NRS Chapter 40, force new homeowners to have claims they may have against
Defendant limited to those raised in the current suit, force homeowners to disclose

or litigate claims they may contend do not exist in their own home, and expose

| homeowners to liability that they aren't even aware of. As such, this Court should
';ﬁnd Plaintiffs “representation” may not include individuals which became

:mem.bers of the community after the Complaint was filed and grant summary

judgment as to any claims brought on behalf of the post-Complaint homeowner
members identified in Exhibit B.

Iy

1
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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 pemit 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: January?_i, 2014 WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP

o \ N Ol

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.
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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 g
88
COUNTY OF CLARK )

ANDREW V. HALL, ESQ. being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

1. | am an associate at the Law Firm of Wood, Smith, Henning and Berman,
LLP, counsel for the Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, D.R. Horton, Inc., (hereinafter "D.R.
Horton") in this matter.

2. | am making this Affidavit in support of D.R. Horton's MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT.

3. On June 7, 2007, Plaintiff commenced the instant matter by filing a

Complaint against D.R. Horton asserting a myriad of construction defects related to the

_fcommon areas and individual units within the subject property. (A true and correct copy

| of Plaintiff's Complaint is attached hereto as Exhibit "A.")

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

5. Since Plaintiff's filed its operative Complaint, 230 of the 342 homeowners,
on whose behalf the Complaint was filed, sold their homes. | had a printout made of the
relevant parcel ownership history, from the Clark County Assessor's records, for each of
the 230 homes that are the subject of the instant Motion. (True and correct copies of the
County Recorder Property Records, for the subject 230 homes, are attached hereto as

Exhibit "C.")

0623
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6. To assist this Court in its evaluation of the Clark County Recorder Property
Records, my office prepared a matrix of the information included in the Records be
prepared. This matrix includes a list of the subject 230 homes by address and current
hormeowner, Additionally, the matrix includes each homes corresponding original close of
escrow date and the home's most recent close of escrow date related to the current
homeowner. (D.R. Horton's matrix is attached hereto as Exhibit "C.") | compared this
matrix to the printouts attached as Exhibit "B" and, to the best of my knowledge, the
matrix is accurate. |

7. Based on my analysis of the Clark County Recorder Property Records and
the related matrix, it is my betief that only 112 of the current homeowners owned their
home at the time Plaintiff filed its operative Compiaint.

8. It is aiso my belief that, as to the interior claims that this court has permitted
Plaintiff to pursue, on a representative basis, for a "sub-class" of no more than 192 home
owners for which Plaintiff has obtained assignments of claims, 130 of these homeowners
no longer own their homes. Accordingly, only 62 of the homeowners, that provided an
assignment to Plaintiff to pursue interior claims related to their home, still own their
property.

9. D.R. Horton and | believe Plaintiff is attempting to assert claims on behalf of
the subsequent purchasers, who purchased their property after the case was

commenced. As a matter of law, as discussed in the foregoing points and authorities,

1 this is improper.,

10.  Additionally, D.R. Horton and Third Party Defendants continue to be

prejudiced by Plaintiff's continual failure to provide access to the subject properties fo

inspect so that the defending parties may prepare a proper defense. The defending

parties have been forced to show up early to inspections, just to wait around all day to get
into a home or be denied access altogether all while incurring significant costs in doing
the same. (See, Third Party Defendant, Firestop's correspondence to Special Master

Floyd Hale, A true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "D.") D.R.
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SUBSCRIBEE AND SWORN to beforeme
this 24™ day of January, 2014. /

N
W

Horton and | believe that the cause of various homeowners' failure to allow access to

 their homes is related to the homeowners' avoidance of being involved in litigation.

11. In some cases, homeowners were not even aware their homes are involved

| in litigation when they purchased it. (Ses, Deposition Transcript of homeowner, Ernest

Lindberg, at pgs. 20:23-25 and 21:1, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit "E.") D.R. Horton and | believe that Plaintiff's maintenance of litigation on

 behalf of non-consenting homeowners severely violates the due process rights of

homeowners in the subject community as doing so forces new homeowners to have
claims they may have against Defendant fimited to those raised in the current suit, forces
homeowners to disclose or litigate claims they may contend do not exist in their own

home, and exposes homeowners to liability that they are not even aware they may be

| subject to.

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.

—  ANDREW V.'HAL?.

AT / ’

fz‘ - .
"NOTARY PUBLIC

/ ) |
L ’Xmﬁm\gu\ M 3000 !

alary Pubtic - State of Hevads ‘ H
Agpointn?em Racorded in Ciark Cout )i! 5
ey Sppeintment Expires on Apdl 24, 20 itﬁ

98-3742-1

)
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NANCY QUON, ESQ. ¢
Nevada Bar No. 6099 4 F/ é E D s
JASON W. BRUCE, ESQ. y :
Nevada Bar No. 6916 W p ‘
JAMES R. CHRISTENSEN, ESQ. q 50 Py -
Nevada Bar No. 3861 /74
QUON BRUCE CHRISTENSEN LAW FIRM o p
2330 Paseo Del Prado, Suite C101 Rhe Ok 22
Las Vegas, NV 89102 3 COUR
(702) 942-1600 r
Attorneys for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA

. HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH ) CASENO.: A 54
F HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a ) DEPT. NO.: Xx! l
Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself )
and for all athers similarly situated, )
)] COMPLAINT
)
- )
PlaintifT, )
)
)
V. }
)
;
D R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware )
Corporation DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )
ROE BUSINESS or GOVERNMENTAL )
ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive, ) RECENED
g JUN 072007
)} (4 ub’JHT
Defendants. ) CLERK OF In
)

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:
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I. PARTIES

I. Plaintiff, 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
Nevada, and has its principal piace of business within the County of Clark, State of Nevada.

2. 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.
The Common Areas of the Subject Property include the entire property, except the separate
interests therein, as well as all facilities, improvements, and landscaping located within the
Common Areas.

3. The Association has the responsibility to maintain the Common Areas of the Subject
Property. Additionally its members have the duty, responsibility and obligation to paint,
maintain, repair and replace all structures and appurtenances, including but not {imited to,
buildings, outbuildings, roads, driveways, parking areas, fences, screening walls, retaining walls,
tandscaping, exterior air-conditioning components, including, but not limited to, paint, repair,
replacement, and care of roofs, exterior building surfaces, building framing, and other exterior
improvements within the Subject Property.

4. Plaintiff’s members are the individual owners of units within the Subject Property,
Plaintiff brings this suit in its own name on behalf of itself and all of the High Noon 2t Arlington
Ranch Homeowners Association unit owners, The constructional deficiencies and damages
resulting therefrom are matters affecting the High Noon at Arlington Ranch Commen Interest
Community. Ifit is subsequently determined that this action, and/or any claims within the scope
of this action, should more properly have been brought in the name of each individual unit owner
or as a class action, Plaintiff will seek leave to amend this Complaint to include unit owners
and/or Class Representatives.

5. Atall times relevant hereto, Defendant, D.R. HORTON, INC., was and remains a

business entity doing business in the County of Clark, State of Nevada.

6. Atall times relevant hereto, Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware Corporation
(“Defendant”), was engaged in the business of planning, developing, designing, mass producing,

2
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building, constructing, and selling residential real property in the County of Clark, State of
Nevada, and was the owner, developer, general contractor, and seller of the Subject Property.

7. As the owner, developer, general contractor, and seller of the Subject Property,
Defendant was directly responsible for the planning, design, mass production, construction,
and/or supervision of construction of the Subject Property and, therefore, is responsible in some
manner for the defects and deficiencies in the planning, development, design, and/or construction
of the Subject Property, as alleged herein, and Plaintiff’s damages related to such defects and
deficiencies, ‘

8. The true names and capacities of Defendants sued herein as DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-
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."

9. The DOE INDIVIDUALS 1- 100, and ROE BUSINESS or GOVERNMENTAL
ENTITIES [-100, inclusive, and eaph of them, are responsible for the planning, development,
design, mass production, construction, supervision of construction, and/or sale of the Subject
Property and, therefore, they are responsible in some manner for the defects and deficiencies in
the planning, development, design, and/or construction, inspection and/or approval of the Subject
Property as alleged herein, and Plaintiff’s damages related to such defects and deficiencies.

II. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS
10. The Subject Property is located in the County of Clark, State of Nevada. A site map

of the Subject Property is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. The Community is composed of 342

residences contained in 114 buildings. Sales of residences began in 2004 and continued through
2006, |

11. Atall times relevant herein, Defendants, including DOE and ROE INDIVIDUALS 1-
100 or ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100, were the officers, agents, employees and/or
representatives of each other in doing the things alleged herein and in so doing were acting in the
scope of their respective authority and agency.

12. Defendants, and each of them, (excluding, however, ROE GOVERNMENTAL
ENTITIES 1-100 unless hereinafter specifically included), undertook certain works of

3
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improvement upon the undeveloped Subject Property, including all works of development,
design, construction and sale of the Subject Property, products, and individual units therein to the
general public, including the Plaintiff, its members and/or their predecessors in inferest.

13. Defendants were merchants and sellers with respect to the Subject Property, non-
integrated products, and all individual units therein, which are the subject of this action as
described above.

14. By reason of the sale, transfer, grant and conveyance to Plaintiff and its members,
Defendants impliedly warranted that the Subject Property and all individual units therein, were of
merchantable quality.

15. Defendants failed to properly and adequately investigate, design, inspect, plan,
engineer, supervise, construct, produce, manufacture, develop, prepare, market, distribute, supply
and/or sell the Subject Property, non-integrated products and all individual units therein, in that
said Subject Property, non-integrated products and individual units therein have experienced, and
continue to experience, defects and deficiencies, and damages resulting therefrom, as more
specifically described below,

16. The defects and deficiencies include, but are not necessarily limited to, structural
defects, fire-safety defects, waterproofing defects, civil engineering/landscaping, roofing, stucco
and drainage defects, architectural defects, mechanical defects, plumbing and HVAC defects,
sulfate contamination, acoustical defects, defects relating to the operation of windows and sliding
glass doors, and electrical defects.

[7. The Subject Property may be defective or deficient in other ways and 1o other extent

 not presently known to Plaintiff, and not specified above. Plaintiff reserves the right to amend

this Complaint upon discovery of any additional defects or deficiencies not referenced herein,
and/or to present evidence of the same at the time of trial of this action,

18, Due to the failures of Defendants and the defects, deficiencies, and resuiting
damage, the Subject Property has been adversely impacted so as to diminish the function of the
Subject Property and individual units thereon, thereby affecting and interfering with the health,

safety and welfare of the Plaintiff and its members, and their use, habitation and peaceful and

4
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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 Jocal 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, inchuding 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. Plantiff hereby incorporates and realleges Paragraphs | 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 qua]iéy, 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
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to issue permits and/or provide approvals of any nature as to the Subject Property, which were at
all refevant times defective and known by Defendants to be so defective,

27. Defendants breached their implied warranties in that the Subject Property was not,
and is not, of workmanlike quality, nor fit for the purpose intended, in that the Subject Property
was not, and is not, safely, properly and adequately constructed,

28. Defendants have been notified and have full knowledge of the alleged breaches of
warranties and Defendants have fatled and refused to take adequate steps to rectify and/or repair
said breaches.

29. As a proximate legal result of the breaches of said implied warranties by Defendants
and the defective conditions affecting the Subject Property, Plaintiff and its members have been,
and will continue to be, caused damage, as more fully describe herein.

30. As a further proximate and legal result of the breaches of the implied warranties by
Defendants and the defective conditions affecting said Subject Property, Plaintiff and its

members have been, and will continue to be, caused further damage in that the defects and

 deficiencies have resulted in conditions which breach the implied warranty of habitability.

31, Plaintff incorporates by reference, as if set forth herein, the particular statement of

- damages described in the prayer for relief.

32. Plaintiff is entitled to recover damages pursuant to NRS 116.4114,

33. Plaintiff has been required to retain the services of Quon Bruce Christensen 10
prosecute this matter and is entitled to an award of atiorney’s fees based thereon.

34. Plaintiffis entitled to recover its attorney’s fees, costs and expenses pursuant to
NRS 116.4114,

35. The monies recoverable for attorney’s fees, costs and expenses under NRS 40.600 ¢f
seq. and NRS 116 et seq., include, but are not limited to, all efforts by Quon Bruce Christensen

on behalf of Plaintiff prior to the filing of this Complaint.
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IV. SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
{Breach of Contract)

36. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 35 of the

| Complaint as though fully set forth herein.

37.  On various dates, each of the Plaintif’s members and Defendants entered into a
written contract pursuant to which Plaintiff’s members would purchase a unit in the Subject
Praperty and Defendants would sell a code-compliant and habitable unit to purchasers.

38. Plaintiff and its members have at all times performed the terms of the contract in
the manner spectfied by the contract, except those terms which could not be fulfilled without
faunlt atributable to Plaintiff or its members.

39. Defendants have failed and refused, and continue to refuse to tender its
performance as required by the contract in that said units were not and are not in a habitable and
code-compliant condition.

40.  Said contracts contain a provision that if the subject of the contract should go to
litigation, the prevailing party is entitled to attorneys’ fees and costs.

Y. THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
{Breach of Express Warranties)

41.  Plaintiff incorporates and realleges paragraphs 1-41 hereof by reference as though
fully set forth herein.

42.  When marketing and selling the residences and improvements and appurtenances
therelo 1o the general public and to Plaintiff and its members, Defendants, with the exception of
ROE GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, by and through their agents or employees, expressly
warranted by verbal, written and demonstrative means, that the design and construction of said
residences and improvements and appurtenances thereto, were designed and constructed free
from defect or deficiency in materials or workmanship in compliance with applicable building
and construction codes, ordinances and industry standards, and are fit for human habitation.

43. By designing and constructing the residences, improvements and appurtenances
incident thereto in a defective and deficient manner violating building and construction codes,

ordinances and industry standards then in force as described herein above, Defendants breached

7
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sald express warrantics 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 appurienances therete, 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 Daliars) and continuing,

44.  Plaintiff is entitled to damages pursuant to NRS 116,4113,

45.  Asaresult 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 stalutory requirements prior to litigation and to institute and prosecute these proceedings,
and to retain expert consultants and witnesses as reasonably necessary 1o prove their case, thus
entitling Plaintiff 1o an award of attorneys fees and costs in amounts to be established at the time
of trial,

V1. 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 Commeon 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
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owed a fiduciary duty to disclose material facts pertinent 10 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
continuing in nature, including the duty to disclose to Plaintiff®s members the nature and existence
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.

49.  Defendants breached their fiduciary duties by failing and refusing to disclose the
existence and nature of such defects to Plaintiff’s members, by failing and refusing to repair said
defects, and by failing and refusing to take necessary action to have those responsible for the defects
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

development, design and construction of the Subject Property, the Common Areas thereof and

improvements and appustenances incident thereto, Defendants knew or should have known of said |

defects and deficiencies therein at or before the commencement of sales to the public, and their
failure to disclose, repair or pay to repair said defects and deficiencies constitutes an act of self-
dealing in reckless disregard for the health, safety and well-being of Plaintiff and its members.

50.  Plaintiffis informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Defendants have further
breached their fiduciary duties by (1) entering into agreements, contracts and financial arrangements
contrary to the best interests of the Association, (2) entering into unauthorized transactions resulting
in losses to the Association, (3) maintaining conflicts of interest with the Association and failing to
disclose said conflicts, (4) negligently and recklessly handling of Association revenues, income and
accounts to the detriment of the Association, (5) promoting a marketing scheme that directly
benefitted Defendants to the detfiment of the Association, and (6) failing to coilect adequate
assessment income and prepare adequate operating budgets to meet the reasonable repair and
maintenance needs and related Assoctation needs.

51.  As a proximate cause of Defendants’ conduct, Plaintiff and its members have

suffered and continue to suffer damages, including without limitation, the cost to repair the defects
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and deficiencies in the design and construction of the Subject Property, the Common Areas thereof
and the improvements and appurtenances incident thereto, which are now and will continue to pose
a threat to the health, safety and weifare of Plaintiff, its members, and their guests and the general
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.

52. Defendants’ breaches of the fiduciary duties owed to Plaintiff and its members were
was at all times malicious and undertaken with the intent to defraud and oppress Plaintiff and its
members for Defendants® own enrichment, thus warranting the imposition of punitive damages
sufficient to punish and embarrass Defendants, and to deter such conduct by them in the future.

53.  As a result of Defendants’ conduct, Plaintiff has been compelled to retain the

services of the law firm of Quon Bruce Christensen in order to comply with statutory requirements -

prior to litigation and to institute and prosecute these proceedings, and to retain expert consultants
and withesses 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.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendants as follows:
1. For general and special damages all in an amount in excess of $10,000.00;
2. For such other relief that the Court deems just and proper, including, but not

limited to equitable relief,

Dated this_ T2 day of June, 2007.

QUON BRUCE CHRISTENSEN

BW
NAKCY QUBKESQ,

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff

10
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Clark County Assessor's Owners  {istory : Page il of

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_AssessorMap |[ AerislView || CommentCodes |[ Current Qwnesship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 1
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. ~ CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prstrrcr
176-20-714-003 RICHARDSOGN JANET M 20120511:00152 05/11/2012 NC STATUS 533
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) P pind vesting | TRX
176-20-714-003  [YEATTS JAMES W IR 20080807:02085 | O0B/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 O R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | WO STATUS 635
176-20-7G1-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2061 | 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 HEREDN,

0645

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspxZinstance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst ™ “istory

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

| AssessorMap || AerialView || Comment Codes I curreat Ownarship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 3

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT

176-20-714-007  |HALL DAVID 20081110:03658 11/10/2008 NG STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) BOCI I G s VESTING DISe

176-20-714-007 |BANK H S B C USAN A TRS 20080707:0255Q | 07/07/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-007 |MORALES LORAINE V & JAMES B 20051026:03183 | 10/26/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-007 |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 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 HERFON,

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx Zinstance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners’ “fistory Page 1 of |

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

{ Ausesnor Map 1 [ Aerial View l | Camment Codes I L Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NODN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 3
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE - VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-008  |TON GORDON 70100915.01166 09/15/2010 NG STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO N . ATE VESTING DIem T
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 2001042701513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  JHORTON DRINC - 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 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0647

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pci2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l 'Assessm Mg f ! Aeris] View I | Comment Codes ] L Currant Qwnership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 4
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT ' RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prsrrICcT
176-20-714-010 L P S K ENTERPRISES LL C 20121207:03337 1270772012 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-010 |BANK U S NATIONAL ASSN TRS 20120921:02339 09/21/2012 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-010 [KOBES LUCAS 20051203:02148 12/01/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-010 [HORTON D R INC . 1 20010427:01513 D4/27/2001 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 TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0648

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Ownersk  Tistory Page 1 of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || AeraiView || CommentCodes || Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 5
SEC 70 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-013  |MISKALLC 0315:0243 03/15/2010 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Do o CORD VESTING DIstReCT
176-20-714-013  |LOMELI MIGUEL 20051025:03087 10/25/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-013  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 _ |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 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
A3 TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0649

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners'

fistory

Page 1 of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_ Asgensar Map ” Acrial View “ _ Gomment Codes ” Gurrent Owhership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 5
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. |  DATE VESTING | p1sTRI
176-20-714-014 |STEPHEN KIMBERLY L & DANIEL C 200711316:03468 | 11/16/2007 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED “RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING PISTRICT
176-20-714-014  [BANK NEW YORK TRS 20071031:0325 10/3172007 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-014  [BURGOS PRYMROSE B 2006012403655 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 204010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

Note: Cnly documents from September 15, 1998 through present are available for viewing.

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

0650

12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Ownersk™ listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Aerial View || CommentCodes || Curreat Ownership

" IASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 5
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT ' ' RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY
176-20-714-015  [HAPKA RENAE K 20091230:02590 12/30/2009 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING BISTRIC
176-20-714-015 |MARTIN GEOFF 20060331:04763 03/31/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-015 |MARTIN GARY A & LINDA [ 2 1:04762 03/31/2006 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-015 |MARTIN FAMILY TRUST 20060125.0419] 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 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 200104727:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS £35

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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0651



Clark County Assessor's Owners’  listory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Azmessar fap H Aerinl View H Camment Codes H Curreat Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-017  |MURRAY FRED W IR & KELLY E Z0081001:01238 | 10/01/2008 | JOINT TENANCY 635

) - RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO o i vesTING | . TAX

| 176-20-714-017 |BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20080618:01062 | 06/18/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-017 |GUNN APRIL R 20051103:03519 | 11/03/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-017 |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04727/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427-01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssiRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

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

12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners’

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Tistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of 1

| AssessorMap || AcrislView || CommentCodes || Current Ownesship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 8
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 80

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prorpict
GHOLAMI FARHAD
- - - M
176:20-714-024  |oH AN A 63365 20081231:03309 | 12/31/2008 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED " RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) R com VESTING DISraCT
176-20-714-024  |SUMMERS JOHN W 2005123005634 12/30/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-024  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010427-01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1899 through present are available for viewing.

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx 7instance=pcl2 & parcel=1...

0653
12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_AssessarMap || AcrialView || CommentCodes || Curremt Ownecship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 12
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-034 _ |WU HAD YU 20110728,05715 07/26/2011 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) R o CORD vesting | o TEX
| 176-20-714-034  INO LOOKING BACK LLC 20110714:03189 07/14/2011 | NO STATUS 635
176.20-714-034 SARKISSIAN KOGARIK 20050831:03583 08/31/2005 NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-034 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 6358
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 5635
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D 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,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013

0654



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Asgessor Map H Acrlal View H . Comument Codes “ Lurrent Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 14
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NQ. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-040 |LP S KENTERPRISESLLC 20120428:02529 4/25/2012 NG STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED YAX
FARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-040 |[MONTECARLO INVESTMENTSLL C 20310712:02481 07/12/2011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-340 |KELLI KERI 20050831:03488 08/31/2005 NO 5TATUS 635
176-2G-714-040 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01533 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-71C0-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NQ 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 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0655

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Assessor Map ” Aegrial View } [ Comntent Codes [Lﬁurmnt Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANGH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 15
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-044  |OGLE BREANNA . 2010120202889 13/02/2010 | NG STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. ] DATE VESTING 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 535
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 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

8630
http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx 7instance=pel2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Owners’

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

listory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

1 Aesgsuar Map “ Agrial .'\ficw“” )

Comment Codes l l Current Qwnerehip

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 16
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT

176-20-714-047  |XIONG MING 50120720:03050 07/20/2012 | NO STATUS 635

RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR DWNER(S) DO o, CORD VESTING DISCT

176-20-714-047 |CLOYD HSIU H & JOHN D 20120720:03045 | 07/20/2012 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-047  |CLOYD HSIU H 20060608:02253 | 06/08/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-047  |CLOYD JOHN D & HSIU H 20050920:03707 | 09/20/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-047 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01533 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |[HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | G4/27/2001 NG STATUS 535
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 0472772001 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
A5 TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2 & parcel=1...

12/27/2013

0637



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

L Assessor Map l | Rarial View ! ! Camment Codes ] ! Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION —
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 17
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-045  |[TAKAHASHI MASAT & AYUMI 20081217:03758 | 12/17/2008 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED . TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER{S) DOCUMENT NO. pytini VESTING )
176-20-714-049 |BANK H & B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20081104:0385¢ | 11/04/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-040 |MANIKIS GIRARD P 20050825:04 08/25/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-048 |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 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.

0658

http:// sandgate.co.ciark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParceiHistory.aé.px?instancempciZ&parcei=1 .. 1272772013



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Asrial¥iew || Comment Codes | Current Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT B0OK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 18
SEC 20 TWP 22 BRNG 60
RECORDED
CURRENT RECORDED 1
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOC'::;!ENT DATE VESTING Dis
176-20-7 14~ [TABAEE MIKE A 8 SUSAN , COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF
054 p 20100616:03488 06/].6/20.1{) SURVIVORSHIP t
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE YESTING DISTRT
176-20-714-054 |PICARD PAMELA K 20100616:03487 06/16/2010 NQ STATUS 635
176-20-714-054 [PICARD ERIC R & PAMELA K 2 29:G17 25/29/2008 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176~20-714-054 [PICARD ERIC R 20080529:01788 | 05/29/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-054 PICARD ERIC R REVOCABLE LIV TR 20070419:00824 | 04/19/2007 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-054 ({PICARD ERIC 2005082304983 08/23/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-054 [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 535

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

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

0659

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Page 1 0of 1

Clark County Assessor's Owners  listory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessartap || AerialView || CommentCodes || Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 18
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prsTRI
176-20-714-052 |HAWKINS WARREN DAVIS & DEBORAH K 20121206:02347 | 32/06/2012 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) i gy CORD VESTING DISTNCT
176-20-714-052  |BOYER RONALD 20121109:037219 11/09/2012 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-052  |GAILEY BRIAN S 0050825:03961 08/25/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-052  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 _ |HORTON D R INC 70010427-01513 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

http://sandgate.co.clark. nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx Tinstance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst  ‘istory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ AssessorMap || AerialView |[ CommentCodes || Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 19
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
GARDNER MIKE
176-20-714-057 [tk MIKE 2010030401962 03/04/2010 | 3OINT TENANCY 635

RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. _ PRIOR OWNER(S) i coRs vEsTING | [ TAX
176-20-714-057  |BANK NEW YORK MELLON TRS 0091029:04064 | 10/29/2009 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-057 |HOUSE NATHANIEL G 20050825:03958 | 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 70010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC J0010427:01513 | 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’

“fistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page l of 1

| AssessorMap || Aerial View ][ Comment Codes || Cusront Gwnership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOCN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 19
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
RECORDED
CURRENT RECORDED 1
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT "= v VESTING pIs
176-20~714~ [YAMANO HIRQYOSHI & B COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF
055 MAYLIKA 20091113:03738|11/13/2009 SURVIVORSHIP ¢
- RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-055 VESTEDSPEC INC 20091026 & 10/256/2009 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-055 CRANE JEVON - 20050826:04291 08/26/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-055 HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 Q472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NG STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

Note: Cnly 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.

12/27/2013

0662



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[. Assessor Map f | JBertal View } ] Comment Codes ] | Current Qeenershig

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UUNIT 101 BLDG 20
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-058  |ULIAR SANJA 20110617:01831 06/17/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) i coR® vesting | TAX
176-20-714-058  |CASSIDY MARY ANN ETAL 20050914:02991 0971472005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-058  |VERDERAME JERRY 20050725:04 183 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 ING 20010427:01513 0472772061 | 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.

0663
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Clark County Assessor's Owners!  Tstory Page 1 ofl

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Aerial View || Comment Codes || Gurrent Ownreship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 20
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-059  |KIM TAI SON 20100216:00051 02/16/2010 NO STATUS 635
o : = TRECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. - - | PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT MO, i VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-059  |MCCLARNAN TIMOTHY A 20050916:02779 09/16/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-059  HORTON D R ING 7:01513 04/27/20601 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2061 | 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners’

listory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of 1

| AssessorMap || AerfaiView |[ Comment Codes

}! Current Qwnarship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 21

MORTGAGE CORP

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-063  |ALACHADZHYAN LEVON 20130319:01982 03/19/2013 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED | ‘
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT ‘REE:‘T*EED VESTING 1
NG. DIS
176-20-714-063|  EDERAL HOME LOAN 20121220:01618|12/20/2012 NO STATUS ¢

176-20-714-063|BAILITZ RICHARD M

20070803:02394(08/03/2007

COMMUNITY PROPERYTY WITH RIGHTS OF

_ SURVIVORSHIP
176-20-714-063IGAMBINO SAM & PATRICIA 20060823:01825|08/23/2006 JOINT TENANCY 4
176-20-714-063|GAMBING SAM D & PATRICIA  |20051123:02650|11/23/2005 JOINT TENANCY 4
176-20-714-063|GAMBIND SAM D & PATRICIA  [20050728:05084107/28/2005 JOINT TENANCY {
176-20-714~CG63|/HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513104/27/2001 NO STATUS £
176-20-710-007/HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513104/27/2001 NO STATUS {
176-20-701-002)JHORTON [ R INC 20010427:01513104/27/2001 NO STATUS €

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NG LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY COF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQON.,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory . aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=1...

0665
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Clark County Assessor's Gwnerst

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 0of1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

{}_ fssassor MapIJL Aerlal ¥iew 1| Comment Cades H Carrent Owntrship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOQON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 21

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-062 |LEVY RAVID 20081723:03367 12/29/2008 | NO STATUS 635
. RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO . ppfin vesTing | . TBX
176-20-714-062 |BANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 2008100604 10/06/2608 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-062 |STENBERG OLGA 20050729:0517L | 07/29/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-062 |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC S0010427:015 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 50010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrReal Prop/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

Note: Only documents frem 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,

12/27/2013

0666



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst  Tistory Page 1 of 1
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
| Asgassor Map I ! Acrial View } i Camment Codes ! i Earrent Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 24
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-071 |FERNANDEZ CARLITO & CERES 20110718;02503 | 07/18/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR QWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRI
176-20-714-071 |LANE JOYCE ANN 20110718:02502 | 07/18/2011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-071 |LANE FIELDING R & J A JR REV TR 20110718:02501 | 07/18/2011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-071 |LANE FIELDING R & J A JR REV TR 20070319:02649 | 03/15/2007 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-071 JLANE FIELDING R IR & JOYCE A 20050325:03639 | 03/25/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-071 |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-D07 |HORTCN D R INC 20010427.03513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parcel History .aspxZinstance=pcl2&parcel=1....

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQN.

12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners’  listory Page 1 of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

; Agsessor Map ] Lﬁg(ia_i View l { Gamment Codes f l Current Qwnership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 24
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER |_DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING | p1stRxt
176-20-714-070 |WOODLEY WILLIAM & MICHELLE | 20111220:03257 12/20/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-070  \FINNEGAN SEAN & KAREN L 20050902:02753 05/02/2005 NO STATUS 633
176-20-714-070  |FINNEGAN SEAN D 20030330:04897 03/30/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714~-070 [HORTON D R INC ‘ 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NQO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 JHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 [HORTON D R INC 20010477:01513 04/27/2001 NQO STATUS 635

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1959 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.

0668
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Clark County Assessor's Owners’  Tistory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessorbtap || AertalView || CommentCodes || Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARILINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 25
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER POCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
ROSALES JOHN
- “ - M
176-20-714-074 SEAR NIKKT 20130628:03278 06/28/2013 NO STATUS 633
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRE
176-20-714-074 |ROSALES JOHN 20110624:04509 06/24/2011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-074 |GOMEZ MARY BETH & FREDRICK R 20061114:23078 11/14/2006 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-074 |MORALES MICHEAL G & ANGELA S 20050401:03622 04/01/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-074 [HORTON D R INC 427 13 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 0472772001 NO STATUS 635

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NGO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0669
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Clark County Assessor's Owners’  listory : Pagel of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assossar Map ” Aerial View ” Comment Codes ” Current Qwnership
ASSESSQR DESCRIPTION .
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOCK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 26
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
RECORDED
CURRENT RECORDED 1
PARCEL ND. CURRENT OWNER DDCI:‘J(!;JENT DATE VESTING DIS
176-20-714- |HOADREA JIMMY & MONCI . COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF
078 10 20130415:00860!04/15/2013 SURVIVORSHIP £
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. BATE VESTING DISTRL
176-20-714-078 [HOADREA JIMMY 2011 :02290 1 05/18/2011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-078 M G L LIVING TRUST 201103113:00615 | 01/13/2011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-078 (PALLADINETTI GLORIA A & GLORIA 20060214:02238 | 02/14/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714~078 [PALLADINETTI GLORIA A 328:04 03/28/2005 | JOINT TENANCY €35
176-20-714-078 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:03513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NQ STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS 7O THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

4670
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Clark County Assessor's Ownerst

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

“istory

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of 1

[_. Assessaf”ﬁap H CAerial Wiew ” Comment Codes H Curront Ownoership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTICN

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 27
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-079  |CHRISTENSEN DANIEL 20120106,02034 01/06/2012 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED. TAX
PARCEL NO. PRICR OWNER(S) BOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-079  |FIELDING MELISSA 20061201:04210 | 12/01/2006 NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-079  |LARA LUISA L & MIGUEL A 20050329041 03/28/2005 | 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 ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/9601 NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1995 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.

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

0671
12/27/2013



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl  istory Pagelof 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Aertsl view || CommentCodes || Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 28
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-087  |WONG ALICE 20100813:00669 08/13/2010 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCoNEE No. CoRD VESTING 1T
176-20-714-087  |CARROLL RONALD 3 20050316:04073 © | 03/16/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-087  IHORTON 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 £33
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

Note: Only decuments 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,

0672
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Clark County Assessor's Owners’

{istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1l of'1

!__ Assessor Map I [_‘_ﬁa'r'fa_! View ] [ Comment Codes “ Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 30
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG &0

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-088 KB AALLC 20111220:01225 12/20/2011 NO STATUS 535

RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCELNO. | PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMET BO. s VESTING prat
176-20-714-088 |KUO ALICE MEI REVOCABLE LIV TR 20111220:01228 1 12/20/2011 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-088 |CHEN ANNIE 20110819:02451 | 0B/18/2011 | 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 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

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

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  listory _ Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

] Assessor Map l | _Aerial Viewr ] [ Comment Codes J I Current Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 31
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-091  |KIM HYUN SEUNG & MISUN 20101221:03065 | 12/21/2010 | JOINT TENANCY 635
i RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. . PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT HO. i VESTING | o 28X
176-20-714-091 |BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20100928:03438 | 09/28/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-091 |DILLARD MIKALA L 0 :02924 | 08/13/2007 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-001 |JONES MIKALA L 20050228:04203 | 02/28/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-091 |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

fistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of 1

| Assessormap |[ Aertalview || Gomment Cofes | | Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 32
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT

176-20-714-095 | DONDSO ROSA 041300874 04/13/2010 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) | , MUCORDED CoRD VESTING Do

176-20-714-095 |PEREZ NICHOLAS 20061204:03620 | 12/04/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-095 |PEREZ NICK 200 102444 | 02/11/2005 |  NO STATUS/IOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-095 |[HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427.01513 | 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 JHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 655

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.

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AsscRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pel2 &parcel=1...

12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersk

istory

Pagelofl

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ assessorMap || AeriaiView || Comment Codes || Curront Gwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NCON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOlK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 32
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

TAX

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prerricy

STROBEHN PATRICIA A TRUST , i

176-20-714-094 SR oEn R A e 20080408:00143 | 04/08/2008 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. corn VESTING e
176-20-714-094 |STROBEHN FATRICIA 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 € € 20050412:03330 | 04/12/2005 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-094 |[BUCK BENIAMIN 2006011702964 | 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.

http://sandgate co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners!  Tistory : Pagelof 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Ansessar Map ’ I HRerial View j | Camment Codes i Lturr&gﬁ_cwnerghig
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 33
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECGRDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prstricr
176-20-714-088  IMARTIROSYAN ARMAN 20051215:01164 12/15/2009 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NG. BATE VESTING DISTR!
176-20-714-088 |BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20090828:03408 | 08/28/2009 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-098 |BAUMGART DEBORAH L 17:0214 08/17/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176~20-714-098 |BAUMGART DEBORAH L 20050201:03430 | G2/01/2005 NC STATUS 635
176-20~714-098 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D RINC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 JHORTON 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 HEREQON.

0677
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Clark County Assessor's Ownerst

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Pagel of 1

] Assessor Map ] ! Acrial View ; | Comment Codes I l Current Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 34
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prsrricT
176-20-714-101  |LIN FAMILY PROPERTY L L C S013052L-00606 | 05/21/2013 | NO STATUS 535
“RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) o ORED o i VESTING IS e
176-20-714-101  |LIN FAMILY TRUST 20130108:01852 01/08/2013 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-101  |RIDILLA LINDA M 0125:027 01/25/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-101  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/200% NO STATUS 535
176-20-710-007 _ |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

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

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

0678
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Clark County Assessor's Ownerst

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

‘istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1l of 1

| AssessorMap || AerioiView || Gomment Codes |l Gurrent Dwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLiDG 35
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
CHAN RAYMOND
- - - .
176-20-714-103  [SEANRAY 2011110301801 11/03/2011 JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO CENT N, TE VESTING L
176-20-714-103  [HETZEL HILLARY B 200501 14:04097 01/14/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-103  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS §35
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 NG 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 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory. aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=1...

12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners!  listory : Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Azseusor Map I l Acrial View J | Cammeat Codes E [ Lurrent Dwnarship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 36
SEC 20 TWP 22 BRNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY
176-20-714-108 |[LEE SANG IM & HARMON 20121109:01811 11/09/2012 JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED’ RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER({S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-108 ARANDA-RIVERA EZEQUIEL 200412317:04446 12/17/2004 RO STATUS 635
176-20-714-108 |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 200 H 13 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,

0680
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh

‘story

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[[Assessarttap ][ Aeriolview ][ CommentCodes || Curront Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOCN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOO
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

K 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 37

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-110  |SCOTT CHARLES & VERONICA 70110800:03267 | 0870972031 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO MENT NO. iyt VESTING ISt
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 20080214:01837 | 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 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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=1..,

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 HERECN.

12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners]

Tistory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assensor Map ” Aerial Viewr j l Comment Codes f i Currant Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NGON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 38
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 6D

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prstRIC
176-20-714-114  |8735 TRAVELING BREEZE TRUST 20100623:00874 | 06/23/2010 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOt ED . s VESTING L
176-20-714-114  |D LT FAMILY TRUST 0527:02363 05/27/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-114 HAUCK JUNE MARIE 20041130:03115 11/30/2004 NG STATUS 635
i76-20-714-114 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 _ |HORTON D R INC I0010427:01553 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01543 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners!  listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

] Asseszor Map H Aerial View ” Camment Codes H Current Qwnorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 39
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL ND. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-117 [BFM2-4LLC 20121228:01127 12/26/2012 NG STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCu T o, e vesting | [ TAX
176-20-714-117 [HARTARD WAYNE 2 10:02824 | 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 835
176-20-714-117 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS | 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010627:01513 | 04/27/2001 ] NO STATUS 635

176-20-701-002 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01533 04/27/2001 NQ 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory. aspx Pinstance=pcl2 &parcel=1... 12/27/2013
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Clark County As

sessor's Ownerst  Tistory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

1 _ Assessar Map I l Aeriat View I l Comment Codos f I Current Gwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 40
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT AECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT

176-20-714-120 EVTIMOVA ELINA 120207:02604 02/07/2012 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRI
176-20-714-120 FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20111213:01154 | 12/13/2011 NO STATUS B35
176-20-714-126 |BUTLER FRIC & CHRISTINE A 20110121:00992 | 01/21/2011 } JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-120 |BUTLER ERIC B CHRISTINE A 20051205:01587 | 12/05/2005 NQ 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 20010427:0151 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/72001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 [HORTON I3 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 15 -FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
A5 TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=1. .

12/27/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersl

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of 1

| AssessarMap || Aerial View || Comment Codes || Curront ownersnip

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 41
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DiSTRICT
176-20-714-123  |FERNANDES EDWARD 2012091801276 09718/2012 | NO STATUS 635
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DORCEEfS::‘EzO RE%%?:ED VESTING nxgx{rm
176-20-714-123  |KUK JENNIFER 20070315:00444 | 03/15/2007 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-123  |WYNDER EDWARD & RIKA 20041019:00413 | 10/19/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-123  |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 2001042701 042772001 NO STATUS 535
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 50010427.01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535

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.

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssiRealPrep/ParcelHistory . aspx 7instance=pcl2 & parcel=1 ...
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Supreme Court No.:
District Case Court No. 07A542616

Electronically File
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS @5;9@@‘{{9@3
a Nevada non-profit corporation, Clerk of Supreme

Petitioner,

V.
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
of the State of Nevada, in and for the COUNTY OF CLARK;
and the HONORABLE SUSAN H. JOHNSON, District Judge,
Respondent,
D.R. HORTON, INC.

Real Party in Interest.

APPENDIX TO PETITIONER, HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF
PROHIBITION OR MANDAMUS VOLUME III OF V

Paul P. Terry, Esq. (SBN 7192)
John J. Stander, Esq. (SBN 9198)
Scott P. Kelsey, Esq. (SBN 7770)

ANGIUS & TERRY, LLP
1120 N. Town Center Drive, Ste. 260
Las Vegas, NV 89144
Telephone: (702) 990-2017
Facsimile: (702) 990-2018
pterry@angius-terry,com
jstander@angius-terry.com
skelsey@angius-terry.com
Attorneys for Petitioner, HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

1

d
3 a.m.
AN

Court

Docket 65456 Document 2014-12579



No. Document Description Filed | Vol Bates
Date
I | Plaintiff’s Complaint 06-07-07 | I |0001-0012
2 | Order re: Plaintiff’s Standing 11-12-13 | I 10013-0022
3 | Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration on | 01-08-14 | I |0023-0250
Order Shortening Time
3 | Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration on | 01-08-14 | II | 0251-0501
Order Shortening Time |
3 | Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsiderationon | 01-08-14 | III | 0502-0531
Order Shortening Time
4 | Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Opposition | 01-13-14 | I | 0532-0598
to Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration
on Order Shortening Time
5 | Plaintiff’s Reply In Support of Plaintiff’s | 01-14-14 | TII | 0599-0603
Motion for Reconsideration on Order
Shortening Time
6 | Court Minutes on Plaintiff’s Motion for 01-16-14 | 1II | 0604-0605
Reconsideration on Order Shortening
Time
7 | Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion for | 01-24-14 | III | 0606-0750
Partial Summary Judgment
7 | Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion for | 01-24-14 | TV | 0751-0884
Partial Summary Judgment |
8 | Third-Party Defendant OPM, Inc. dba 01-29-14 | IV | 0885-0886
Consolidated Roofing's Joinder to D.R
Horton, Inc.'s Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment
9 | Third-Party Defendant National Builders, | 01-29-14 | IV | 0887-0889
Inc. Joinder to D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment
10 | Third-Party Defendant, Efficient 01-29-14 | IV | 0890-0891
Enterprises, LLC dba Efficient Electric’s
Joinder to D.R. Horton’s Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment
11 | Third-Party Defendant Circle S. 01-30-14 | IV ] 0892-0894

Development Corp. dba Deck Systems’
Joinder to Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff
D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

2
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
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19

20
21
22
23
24
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26
27
28

12

Third-Party Defendant Firestop, Inc.’s
Joinder to D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment

01-31-14

v

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

AY

0897-0898

14

Plaintift’s Opposition to Defendant, D.R.
Horton, Inc.’s Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment and Joinders Thereto

02-10-14

v

0899-0909

5

Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Reply to
Plaintiff’s Opposition, and in Further
Support of D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment

02-20-14

vV

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

v

0967-0968

18

Order in the matter of Balle v. Carina
Corp., Case No. A557753

09-09-09

A%

0969-0984

19

Order Granting Defendant D.R. Horton,
Inc.’s Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment

03-18-14

1AY

0985-0995

20

Order Regarding Plaintiff’s Motion for
Reconsideration

03-20-14

IV

0996-0998

21

Plaintiff’s Motion for Stay of Proceedings
on Order Shortening Time

03-24-14

0999-1006

22

Defendant, D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Non-
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for Stay
of Proceedings on Order Shortening Time

03-26-14

1007-1008

23

Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Stay
of Proceedings on Order Shortening Time

03-31-14

1009-1010




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ﬂ day of April, 2014, 1 submitted for
electronic filing and electronic service the foregoing APPENDIX TO
PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR MANDAMUS,

VOLUME I OF V,

IHEREBY CERTIFY that on the {ES of April, 2014, a copy of APPENDIX
TO PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR

MANDAMUS, VOLUME III OF V was hand delivered to the following:

Honorable Judge Susan H. Johnson
Regional Justice Center, Department XXII

Eighth Judicial District Court

200 Lewis Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89101

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Lg of April, 2014, a copy of APPENDIX
TO PETTTIONER’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR

MANDAMUS, VOLUME III OF V was hand delivered to the following:

Joel D. Odou, Esq.

Victoria Hightower, Esq.

WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV §9128-6644

Attorneys for Real Party in Interest

/ %Ma

Employeé of Angius & Terry, LLP
4
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2. As Set Forth In The Moving Papers, 4 Rale 23 Ansalysis Is Sativfied

As iz morg fully set foxth in the Moving Papers, even if 8 Rule 23 analysis (s applied,

such an analysis ix satisfied in this matiter.
g, Common Issuss OFf Law And Fact Predominate

DR, Horton attempts to muddy the water by focusing oo minutiz within the defect
groups, and Beusing on certain subcategories of defects which were not urdversally observed.
In this manner, by drawing focus awsy from the big picture, DR, Horion attempts (o paint &
distorted picture of the High Neon at Arlington Ranch develumment which does not sonvey the
bue natwre of the defoctive components in the development. The minutia und ihe small
differences in the investigative cbservations that D.R. Horton poinis to ate irrelevant. More
relevant is the larger pichue of the defective conditions. The fact is that with regard o each
major component: roofs, decks, stucco, windows, fire resistive, and structural components: thers

is & combination of similer dofective conditions that render all of the somponent syalems

i defective. See Adcock Report, Bxhibit 2 to Moving Papers, pp. 41-59 (re roofs), pp. 83-73 {re
j

;fdecks}, pp. 7483 {re stuceo), pp. 134-160 {re windows) pp. 107-121 fre fire remistivel, and

[ Marcon Report matrix, Exkibit 4 10 Movin g Papers {re shructural.}

While every deck, for example, may not exhitit the exact same combination of defopt
subeategories in the exact sare locations, each deck docs exhibit a combinstion of similsr
defective conditions which renders the deck defoctive, and requiring repair. Mareover, because

i of the similarity o the combination of defective conditions in each componént, the components

virtually all require the same comprehensive repair scops.

Here, every residest of High Noon at Aslington Ranch is affected by cumilar

10

constructional defects both in their own units and in the other unite in their buildings, which will

a2
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gequim the same scope of repairs. Common issees include whether DR, Horton negligently
constructed the unit owners’ residences and whether D.R. Horion breached any express and
tplied warrantes in Hght of constructing the Plaintffs’ residences. For these reasons, the
*eormmmonality” prong of Rule 23 is satisfed. In addifion, since common issues by for
predomingie over individual fssues, Rule 23(bY3) is satisfed.
b, Typivakity
The “typloality” prong of Role 23 is casily satisfied in this oase. The Association stands
i the shoes of the cluse reprosentative n 4 more traditiona] cless sction scenario.  The
Association iz the assignes of the claims of & maionity of the homeowners, The homeowner
claimy which the Association has the assignment for de not differ in any material manner from
the clarms of the other homeowners,
€ Numerosity
The “pumeresity” prong of Rule 23 is also easily satisfied. * . [A] putative class of
forty or move generafly will be found *numerous.’” Shuette v. Beazer Homes Holdings Corp,
i21 Nev, B37, 847, 124 P.3d 53D, 537 {2005). Here there are 342 it awners in the putative
class,

d. LR, Horton Does Not Challenge the Rematning Isyues in the Rule
23 Analysis

Beeause TLR. Herton doss not challenge the Association’s analysiy with respect to the
recnaming issues in the Association’s Rule 23 anglysis, the Associalion does not reiterate iig
analysis here.

UL CONCLUSION
The Associntion has standing o pursue claims on behalf of its horeowners for 2 number

of reascns:
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First, the Asgocialion 8 the nssignee of the claims of 199 homeowners, The Association
therefore has standing pursuant to the essigements 1o pursue sl of the defedt olaims arising
from or velated to those 199 units (including defects that are solely in the interior of the vnits),

Second, by virlue of the assignments, the Association has standing to assert clafws in
the huiidings of the assigned units whish affect the assigned units. Such “buflding wide” claims
inciude defects with the bullding envelope, the structural sysiem and the five resistive system.
There are 107 buildings that contsin assigned units,

Finally, pursuant to NRE 116.3102(1){d}, Association has standing to pursue slaims “on
behalf of itself or two or more undi owners on matters affecting the common-interest
commpnity.”  As set forth above, consistent with the First Light 11 decislon, Association urges
Hhat sinoe the clalms that it makes pursnsat to NRS U1A310201)) are “buflding wide” and
aftect every owner of 2 building by thelr very nalure, 8 Rule 23 snalysis i3 not needed.
However, even if 4 Ruole 23 analysis {s applied, the facts of this case pass that seratiny.

Por the forgoing reasons, Association’s motion should be eranied in s entirety,
HIDE g ¥

Drated. November 3 , 2010 ANG?J{}' TERRY 1Lp
/b, /]
By: L

o 4
Faul P, 'I‘m‘;L, Jr.
Mevads Bar No. 7192
Johm 1. Stander
Mevada Bar No, 9108
Relizza Bybes
Mevadn Bar No, 8390
Astnara Tarsr
MNevads Bar No, 10500
ANCGHIIS & TERRY LLp
UI20 N, Town Center D, Ste. 260
Las Vegas, NV 88144
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
THEARBY CERYTFY that on the 3% day of Nevensber 2010, I slectronieally filed

with this court and sevved on all pariies via the WIZNET olectonic sourt fling system, a
copy of the within PLAINTIFF'S REFLY TO OFPOSITION TO MOTION FOR
DECLARATORY RELIEF RE: STANDING PURSUANT TO ASSIGNMENT AND
PURSUANT TONES 1163102 (1) ()

lervae of Angius & Termry, LLP,
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AFFIDAYIT OF THOMAS SANDERS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

3%
COUNTY OF $AN DIEGO 3

Thomas L. Banders, NCARB, being fivet duly swor on outh, depoves and says:

1. [ have personal knowledge of the matters set forth below and [ can festify competently thereto
if ealled upon o do so.

2. { have been retained by the representative plaintiff High Noon 8t Arlington Ranch
Homeowners Association is inspect the High Noon &t Arlington Ranch development (hereafier “High
Noon®) for iﬁe existence of constuction related defects in the roofs and fire resistive systems, among
other components, and damage that has boen caussed by such defects. [ am a registered mrehitest in
the Siate of Nevada, Registration No. 3812, A e and correct oopy of my C.¥. is atached hereto,
3 The buildings st High Noon are two story iriplexes, snd the three units in the buildings are in
& stacked configuration. At locations in sach of the buildings, units are on top of other upits.  Also,
the garages for the units are in the seme buildings, with units stacked on top of the garages. A copy of
the bullding plas dizgram which depicts the configuration of the bulldings is attzched hereto,

4, Due 1o this stacked configuration, the same area of roof is, at some pants of the building, over
more than one unit Oor garage, and the exterior wall planes enclose more than one unit of garege. It
would not b possible to repair one units’ reof or extedor walls without also repairing the neighboring
units® roof or walls,

5. Similarly, due to the stacked configuration of the units and garages, there is a compleated
.mnﬁ guration of both horizonta! and vertics! intercornected fire separation walls and flooveeiiing
assemnblies separating onit from unit and noit from pgerage.  The fire wall sssemblies protect moee
thanone unil. It would not be possible to repair one unit's fre separation walls without also repairing
the neighbors® walls, because they share components, snd the walls and construction fsﬁeﬁaam& ave ail
intcrmmem!egt.

. Stmilarty, due 1o the stacked configuration of the units and garages, sach of the units relies

Latn Yegm, DIV FREIE 0566



b upon the structural integrity of each of the other units in the building.  If there is 1 defect in the

2 structural integrity of any one unit, it must be repaired in order to protect the stroctural integrity of
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(700 990-2017

each of the other units in the building.

Further affiant sayeth naught.

Sworm 1o and acknowledged before
me o this 3™ day of Mov ember 2010

S (- thensss

Mutary Public, in and for San Diege County,
California

LR Ve BV

Resa

Thomas L. Sanders

OFMCIAL SEAL ,

& F A HENKELS
L NDTARY PUBLIC-CAUFORNIATS |

| COMM. NO, 1838340 %
SAN DIEGO COUNTY g
MY COMM, EXP. JULY 12, 2013 B

LN 2T
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San Diego

Thom L. Sanders/ Architect, NCARB

120 fslmned Avenue, Subis 448
Han ideps, Califorela 92105753

{510) 230-1844

thom@hidingdesignanalysisoom
Fagsinsile (R 19) S50 1847

Currieuivm Vitse

i fanuary 2010

Thomss L. Ssnders

Firmss

Bullaing Design and Analysis, Ine.
1340 Istand Avenue, Suite 448
San Diego, California 921017053

Educatlon:  University of Michigun
Ann Arbor, Michigan
Coliege of Architecture and Urban Planning
Master of Archifecture 197
Lrdversity of Michigan
Amn Arbor, Michigse
Colisge of Arsbdiectors and Urben Planning
Bachelor of Science 1678
{iensing: Regisiered Architeot No. 7055, State of Texas 1976
Licensed Architect No 15302, State of Califivmia 1984
Bagisiersd] Architect Mo 3819, State of Mavaga 1997
Watlonat Councl! of Architectorsl Boards Cortification No.4R806 1947
Repistered Architect No 32042, Stase of Arizona §998
Livermed Architect Ne. 303662, Stgte of Colorado 14499
Previocus Whitmore & Assosizies, Archilects IGE. 1905
Feofessional  San Dioge, California
Erperisnes:  Associate Architect
Thom L. Sanders Assovinisy (98 | 9RD
San Diego, Unlifornis
Principal
Morris Asbry Archilects 19771983
Houstan, Texag
Praject Archilect
foars California Mewads At Lobsrzadn

0508



Thom L. Sanders { Architest

Busllding Deuign and Analysig, Int.

Rapert Superior Uourt of the State of Californis 1992 proveny
Testimony: Superior Cowrt of the Sials of Mevads
Pulisation: "Was That an Barthaguake? — The Case of'a
Vibreting Floor™; ¥ond Desipn Focoy,
Jeplomber 1995
Membreship: Western Siates Roofing Contractors Assoclslion 7
Continuing
Fducalion: Mold Remediation In Buildings
Beminar 2002
Fireplacy Repair & Tnstallstion 1995
Reminar
REEY, Modified Biumen Roofing Systems 1899
Sewminsy
Al& Loss Prevention Warkshop 1953
Professionsl Sarvices Contraeis
LICST2 Bxtension 1862
Americans with Disabiiities At
Uniform Butlding Code
AlA Loss Prevention Warkshop PR
Qoatity Contral for Architests
Building Inchustry Association 1991
Constraction Quality Workshop
RIEL Rooiing Technology HE
Four day Seminar Workshop
Farmas Cufiforua Nevala Arizsns Cetorado
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1 NEVADA, INC., A NEVADA
| CORPORATION; AND RICHMOND
} AMERICAN BOMES OF NEVADA,

AL

IN THE S8UPREME COURT OF THE BTATE OF MEVADA

MONARUH BOTATES HOMEOWNERS Np. 81848
ASBOCIATION, 4 NONPROPIT
COBPORATION,

Fatitioner,

73,
THE BIGHTH JUDICIAL BISTRICT
COURY OF THE STATE OF NEVADA,
IN AND FOR THER COUNTY OF
CLARE, AND THE HONORABLE FE L g
TIMOTHY C. WILLIAMS, DISTRICT -
JUDGE,
Respondents,

and
JOHNSON COMMUNITIES OF

INC., A FORBIGN COBFORATION,
Hesl Partiss in Dnterset

This ie an original petition for & writ of mandamus or

- prohibition challenging a distriet court order Agrantingiyariial summery

judgment in & constructiona] defoot action,
Petitioner Monarch FButates Homsowsners Aaédﬁaﬁm

T (Monareh) governs 2 planned community that way developed by xaati%:arﬁy
i in intereat, Johneon Communities of Nevada {Jahmﬁ)g'%ﬂmmh owns
{he common elements of the planned community, and merbbera of Monarch

own. thelr respective units. A condfdle mastnry unit wall (OMD)
surrounds the community snd abuts the properiiss of spprofdimately 35
out of 84 unite, The MU wall ie not'lodated in the comion slements, and
property owners whose propertiss shut the CMU wall are, under

B9 - giefaf

1’%%“‘}
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o 183

Monarch’s Declarstion of Covenants, Conditions, and Reshvictionz agd
Reservation of Besements {CO&Rs), respopsible for maintaining sud
repairing the portion of the CMYU wall adjoining thely property,

In July 2008, Munerch fed sult on behalf of its moembers

sgainst Johnson, alleging, in part, that the OMYJ wall was defoctively

constructed, Johnson Hlsd 2 motion for summary judgment, contending
that becauss Monarch doss not heve mn ownership intevest in the CMU
wali and dees not have the duly to maintain or repair the CMIT wall,
Monarch did not have standing to sesert claims for &mag&é for the
defective CMU wsll. The district court granted J@hﬁacﬁ’s motion for
summary juwigment based on the langusge of NES 118.5102(1)(d). This
original petition followed, |

in s petition, Monarch argues that NES 116510800
sonfers SEaniding o o Roieiwhirs Secaistion te ssert daims affecking
individual unite. In opposition, Jobnson contends thab the stabtuls
prohibits & homeownery asascistion from rm&mg claime that do not

involve common preas,

We recently resvlved this lssue in DR Horton v Dias
Wew, __ . E?%d — Adv, Op. Mo, 85, Septembe:r 3 EQGE}, and
concluded that a " hoxseowners ﬂasmmtmn hae standing to instifute
Ltigation on behalf of uwners for defects in individual units s long sp the
claims are subject to class ceriification. Therefors, ws grant Monaroh's
petition. Hee Wa the Peopls Navads v Sgevatsy Brate 124 Nev,
et 132 P34 1188, 1170 (ZO0B) A writ of mandamus is available {o
compel the performance of an act that the law reguizes e 8 duty resulling
from an office, trast, or station, er to confrol & manifést abuse of

discretion.”); gue alue WHS B4, 180,
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In ,_{3 & ﬁ FEOR V. 1};5{&, {gt " 125 N«’f? i L PEd e (A,

Up. No. 35, Beptember 8, 3008}, we revognized that in the abaence of an

. exprens statntory grant, s homerwosrs' association does not have standing

1o gus. Therefore, we turned to NRS 118.3102(1) to determine whether
NES chapter 118 granis standing to a homenwners’ assoaiation to 9 UL
bebalf of its members for constructional deforts in individual units,

MRS 116.3102(1) provides, in pertinent part:

Exeept ne otherwiss provided in suhesction 2, nad
subject to tha provisions of the declaration, the
asgomation may do may or all of the following:

@y Instilute, defend or intervens in
Htgation or sdministrative proceedings in ite own
name on behalf of iteslf or twe or more wmits
ewnsrs on matiers affecting the cormen-interest
eomonunity.

The parties in this cese do net dispute thad Monarch has

¢ standing under NRS 118.3102(1) to asesrt claime that affoct the commen -

elements’ of the common-interest community, However, Johnson argpies
ﬁh&t‘&ny‘ defecta ralated to the OMU wall are not considered g part of the

INES 118,017 dafines "Tdommon slements® sa:

1. ... all poriions of the sowrnon-faberest
cortmunity other then the units, incloding
easements in favor of unils or ths common
elemenis aver other units; and

2. In a planned coxpmunity, any veal sstale
within the plenned community owned or leased by
the sssociation, other than 2 wmit”
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common-intdreal coramunity beeause the CMI wall is & part of an
individual homeowner's unit. Thua, Jobinson contends bhat indiﬁdmﬁﬁt
homeowners, not Manarch, have sianding to sue for defects affecting their
uaits,® A
Parsuant to sur helding n DB Horlon, we comclude that

where NRS 118.3102005) confers stunding on 8 homeowners’ ssscciabion

to susert claims “on mabters affecting the common-interest community,” &

- homeowners' associalion has standing to assert constructionsl defoct
claims that affect individual wrdts. 125 Nev. et ___, - P3dat___, The

definitions of “tommon-intersst communily,” NES nmm, “wnit,” NRES
116.0838, and “comwmon elements,” NRE 116.617, demonatrate that the
Legislature intended & common-intersst community to include both waite
Jorton, I8 Nev.wt ___, . R3dat___, In

and common elements, DR Hr
sddition, section 6,11 of the Restelement (Third} of Property supports our
interpretation of the ferm “commen-interest commumity” to include
individus] units, [doat __, __ Pidat _ %ﬁi@fﬂf@, becanse alleged
constructional defects mffect individual unite in the Moparch community,
the alleged damages sre “matters affecting the . commoen-interest
communidy” nnder NES 1163107, and Monarch haxé a‘ﬁaﬁﬂmgtn BuR,
Nevarthelssr, we alas ruled in M that =
horeowners' association flsg & suit on hehalf of its members will be

treated much the same as & plaintiff in clase sction Ytigation. Jd. st

*Hecanse Johnson i¢ not avsking to enfores provisions of Monarch's
CO&Rs, we do not discuss whether the CC&Rs lwit Monsrcl's stending
te sesext claims affecting the OMU wall. However, to the extent that
Johnson argues that the UC&RBs limit Mansrch' stan&mg, we conciude
that Johneon's argoments have ne merit,
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o BBd et Thus, altheugh Monsrch bas standing to essert claims on

behalf of ity members for defects related fo the MU wall, the sult mus
flfill the requirsmsents of NECP 23 and the principles wnd concerns
discussed in Shuette v. Boszer Homes Holdings Corg, 121 Nev, 837, 124
P.54 B30 (2008}, In purticular, Mongrch may assert elaims on behalf of it
members only if the claims snd various theories of lability eatinfy the

reguirements of numerosity, commenality, {ypieslity, adequazy, 2nd mest

+ one of the three conditions set forth in NBCY 23 See id. at 848-850,

124 P.34d st BEY-530,
In this esse, we concludes that sonstruckiemal defsct clairs

1 velated to the CMU wall are subject to class cortification because they .

atisly the elemente of numeresity, commonality, typicality, adequscy and
because “common quasstions of law o fact predominate aver individuesl
- queetiona.”  Jes id, at 846, 860, 124 P.3d at 537, 699; see slen NRCP
‘ 23¢h3(3). The claime are numerons. Specifically, 38 of the 84 singls family
homes within the Menareh community sbut the CMU wall, and thue, the
claime related to the ableged defoctive construction of the OMIT petentially
affect at lomat 36 of the 84 single family properties.? Tha claime are alsa
voramon to snd typical of the 35 propsviies that abut the wall. The
defenses and theorier of lability apply to the entirs swrrounding wall,
regardiess of which unit 2 portion of the wall sbuts, Moreover, sven if
partions of the wall suffer from various stages of disrepair, Monsarch may
edeguately ssexrt claims on hehalf of ite moembere and protest the

interests of the homeowpsre whoss properifes asbhut the CRU wall,

“Notubly, the remaining 49 single ferily homeowners are not named
28 parties,

-
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Because Monaveh, by virtue of s CC&Bs, may ropsie or veplecs the
portions of the wall sccording o their stale of disrepair, there will not be

divided. Thue, we conclude that, in this action, common guestions

predominate over lndividusl ones, and individualived proof of demeges is

not necesiary as Monarsh wmay, in § representative capacity, properly
agsert cladms on behalf of its members whoss properfies abut the wall,
Ascordingly, we grant the pelifion and divect the derk of this eourt i
issus & writ of mandamus instroctng the dintrict oourt o mﬂwﬁ‘. further
procesdings consistent with this order,

It is so ORDERED,

(ibhons iﬂk&ﬁng [

eer  Hom, Timothy C. Willisme, Disteict Judge
Feinberg Grant Mayfeld Kaneda & Lite, LLP
Les, Hernandes, Eelsey, Brouks, Oarofele, & Blsks .
Murquis & Aurbach )
Marguiz Lew Office
Pennne M. Bymarowics
Snell & Wilwer, LLP/Las Vegas
Fighth District Court Clerk

overly conflicking views regarding how any damagss, if warranded, will be-
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Y OO AVE

YES

Adchavan, Pardvash BB8E Tom Moon Ave 2102 YEE
Adoantara, Larcy M 8862 Horlzon Wind Ave #1062 YEE
Amsto, Alfrad & Roxanne B85 Traveling Broove Ave £102 YES
Anderson, Willam & Dals BT 15 Traveling Bresre Ave #1804 YES
Arands, Erequial 8715 Traveling Brasze Ave 3103 YES
Armerd Androvandi, Paoia 8854 Traveling Breers Ave #103 YES
Aupiad, Delesta F 8784 Traveling Brasze Ave $102 YES
Bailite, Richard & Maursr, Kathren BEZS Tom Noon Ave 4103 YES
Bunnerman, Paul ofo Nicklin Prop Man 18804 Traveling Breaze Ave $107 YES
Bebout, Zuukety 8885 Horron Wind Ave 102 YES
Blomstsd, Tifany A §760 Horizon Wind Ave 2103 YES
Bocks, Babara (8 8810 Horlzon Wind Ave 8102 YES
Bonke, Robin A 8754 Traveling Breszs Ava #1063 ¥EB
Brogck, Konied 8788 Horixon Wind Ave #9102 YES
Burroughe, Stefanis §768 Horlzon Wind Ave #103 YES
Burt, Kandrick M Ba07 Tom Moon Ave #1602 YEB
Butler, Eric & Christine 87556 Traveling Brears Ave #1053 YES
Carannania, Sarm B ofo Mabaccs Mol 8793 Hardzon Wing Ave #1073 YES
Damey, Roger & Carmen Neorisgs. EHEE Tom Noon Ave 8901 YES
Oamey

Carara-Fodwards, Janel L ofo Ools 8878 Traveling Breoze Ave #1803 YES
Carrara

Carrers, Marcls 8670 Hoslzon Wind Ave $102 YES
Carrell, Ronald J B480 Thundar Shy S18103 YES
Cansso, Adam W 8420 Thundey Bhy SEE10 Y&
{ansso, Joseph & Dians 8820 Hortzon \Wind Ave 8107 YES
Casaldy, Mary Ann 5838 Tom Noon Ave #1014 YES
Cilovd, Jobn & Maly 2678 Vo Noon Ave #1082 YES
Cohn, Dov & Sheila 8738 Morizon Wing Ave #103 YES
Coorwin, Lan Thi 2720 Horizon Wind Ave #1073 YES
Lostia, Micolsin H778 Horizon Wind Ave 2102 YER
Lrane, Ning © 8825 Traveling Braezs Ave 8101 YER
Cravdord, Jarad 8489 Thunder Bky St #1014 YES
Dachaux |1, Francols A 8518 Tom Moon &ve #1102 YES
Dawsas, Jocab J 5588 Horlzon Wing Ave #1101 YES
Ditlard, dikaia L {A) 8835 Traveling Breazs sve #104 YES
Dizar, Com 8728 Horizen Wind Ave #1034 YES
Enepper, Jannier L Y08 Tom Moon Sve #4101 YES
Conose, Rose BBEE Traveling Breezs Ave B102 YES
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Fosland Duans R (A 8730 Horzen Wind Ave 2101 YES
Ernrnya, Ghavea BAAT Tom Noon Ave #4902 YES
£yvans, Lisa BO3S Traveling Bresze Ave #1801 YES
Farley, Mary 8814 Traveling Breors Ave #3103 YES
Fielding, Melissa 2470 Thuncar Sky St#101 YES
Finnegan, Sean D 8440 Thundsr Sky St #1014 YES
Fighar, Heather & Jored 8855 Traveling Bregrs Sve #1072 YES
Fishman, Staven 748 Tomry Moon Ave #1603 YES
Fitzgarald, Jennifer Micols 3785 Traveling Bresze Ave #104 YES
Flores, Maris & Seilr, Grag 8787 Tom Noon Ave #7103 YES
Ford, Randall 4844 Morizan Wind Sve $103 YES
Franoess, Bruno & Catering 23710 Horlzon Wingd Ave #1062 YES
Frank, Jody b 88534 Traveling Brosze Ave #1014 YES
Erank, veilam 8575 Travellng Brosze Ave #4101 YES
Gallsy, Biisn 8 BGS8 Tom Noon Ave 8101 YER
Gatiego, Raymund H (8) 8780 Hordzon Wind Ave 101 YES
Gardner Mike, Sue Ans Moreland BB4E Tom Moeon Avn 103 YES
Gardoer, Amanda 8684 Traveling Breeze Ave $102 YES
Ghotaml, Farhad BYEE Tom Noon Ave $3103 YES
Gitson, Thomas A B77 T Tom Hoon Ave $103 YES
Gomez, Fradnick & Mary Bein S450 Thunder Sy S5 @100 YES
Grasss, Robert J &784 Traveling Braare Ave #1014 YES
ustaw, James J 8778 Traveling Bresze Ave $103 YES
Mall, Dlavid J B0 Torm Noon Ave $101 TES
Harnillon, Tamesan B7 38 Hortoon Wind Ave 102 YES
Haoka, Range F788 Tom Noon Ave $103 YES
Harison, Rogar 18820 Horlzon Wind Ave 103 YES
Hartard, Wayne 745 Vraveling Brosze Ave $103 YES
Hayford, Charies A, 8844 Traveling Rresze fve 103 YES
Holzel, Hillary B 8885 Travelirg Brasrg Ave #104 vEG
Hohen, Amehs J 8757 Tom Noon Ave 8102 YES
Hodaes, Sheryl BETS Tor Moon Ave #4103 YES
HMawius, Kalhisen 18769 Horlron Wind Ave 8152 YES
irving, John 18727 Tom Noon Ave #1071 YES
Jackel, Julle B80E T om Noon Ave $403 YES
Jones, Janice M B7E0 Morizon Wind Ave #103 YES
Haays, Devin 7 BESD Morieon Wind Ave 4102 YES
Halll, Ber S508 Tom Nown Ave 2104 YER
Kennedy, Blizabath 8664 Tavaling Brasze Ave $103 YES
Kim, Tai Son 8638 Tom Moon Ave #1402 YE&
Kobes, Lucas HT98 Tom Moon &ve $101 YES
Krupinski Michue! 5 Martiner, Edwin B737 Tom Noon A8 §103 YES
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Kyihen, Dale & Dorothy

BTES Tomn Moon Ave #1037

YES

Kuk, Mu, Jennifar 8768 Traveling Broeve Ave 2103 YES
Lane Fiakiing & Joves 2440 Thunder ke St #1027 YES
Langill, Karing & Jay 8888 Tom Moon Ave #103 YEZR
Laursen, Cars 8657 Tom Noon Ave #102 YES
Le, Louistem T 888D Horlzon Wing Ave #4102 YER
Lefte, Juliana 8680 Hovbzon Wind Ave #48 YES
Lavy, Ravid BE2E Tom Moon Ave $102 YES
L, Yihong B744 Traveling Sresrs Ave 2101 YES
Loper, Gustavo & Elzsheth 8780 Horizon Wind Ave #1103 YES
Love, Androw & Healher 8644 Traveling Breeze Ave 5102 YEZ
Lowe, David BEard 8874 Traveling Breszs Ave § 102 YES
Li, Joseph BY87 Tom MHoon Ave #1102 YES
Lusby, Trighs L 8857 Yom Moon Ave 8101 YES
Lung, fnwin & Grace B7S7 Tom Noon Ave #102 YES
Ma, Ying Ying 8748 Hordzon Wind Ave 2103 YES
Malak:, Mabrad 8740 Haorlzon Wind Ava #1103 YES
Menu, Cormned 8684 Traveling Brases Ave 8102 YES
tarconi, Elizabeth B824 Traveling Breeze Ave $101 YES
Markham, Steven L & Diane BEAY Horleon Wind Ave #9103 YES
Bartirosyan, Armarn 8878 Traveling Broozs Ave 2102 YES
Mauck, Michasi W BBE5 Travaling Breeze Ave #1094 YES
Mayre, Paula M 8450 Thunds: Sky B #1019 YES
RicCutly, Roger D & Dawn D 8744 Traveding Hrears Ave #1053 YES
Mifhman, Clyde P B210 Horizon Wing Ave 101 YES
Rhigka, LLE, oo Liss J Callahan 8788 Tom MNoon Ave #1041 YES
Mittelstadt, Patricia 8645 Taveling Sreeae Ave #1014 YES
orales, Emesio 8738 Torm Noon Ava §902 YES
Moran, John F {8 2450 Thunder Sky 81 #4103 YES
Moreng, Adrlang A5T] Horlzon Wind Ave 8403 _YES
Hdorison, Jason 879 Morizon Wind Sve 407 YES
HMuslisr, James & Lilla 8800 Horlzon Wind Ave 2303 YES
Mrch, Aachet L 8205 Traveling Sreaze Ave #4062 YES
Morray, Fred 8778 Tom Moon Ave 102 YES
Malson, Sabring 2684 Travaling Braege Ave $167 YER
Rikolic, 2Ikois BY35 Travelng Brosze Ave #1030 YES
Ning, Jis Ging BYSD Horizon Wind Avg $103 YES
Ko, Deboreh & BE70 Thundar By St & 102 YES
Raorris, Padrick Q5BR Tom Mown Ave #4902 YES
Muzen, Frank & Mariens 84884 Traveling Breezs Ave #1014 YES
O'Stenn, Ginger 8825 Traveling Breeze #102 YES
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Paca-Hennlng, Stephanie BY24 Traveling Brogre Ave 2101 | YES
Palladinett], Slorls $480 Tnunder Sky 8 £103 YES
Pascu, Gabrista BA28 Tom Noop Ave #1602 YES
Fayalio Marmaret & 5430 Thunder Sky St 4103 YES
Pacorg, Merln © 8748 Horzon Wing Ave #1001 YES
Parilio, Breno & Gajl Ba44 Traveling Breeze Ave #4103 YES
Praglining, Thris #7418 Horizan Wind Ave 2901 YES
Raglend, Noman 2808 Horizon Wind Ave 2402 YES
Racheleingy, Paul B 8788 Travaling Breeye Ave $#101 YER
Fiidills, Linda M 8885 Traveling Breaze Ave #1102 YER
Rodgers, Mars K B854 Traveling Breeze Ave #1040 YES
Regers, Michas) & Darlene B804 Teavaling Bresgs Ave #1072 YR
Rogs, Elen J B815 Travaling Brogre duwe 2104 YES
Roth, Lisa P 8470 Thunder Sky St g0 YES
Reyle, Bugens 8784 Traveling Brosze Ave 104 YES
Sedruddin, Armalh H738 Tom Noon Ave £103 YES
Sandler, A S G850 Horizon Wind Ave 303 YES
Saniiate, Vile 8750 Horlzon Wind Ave 2102 YES
Sarkissian, Kogarlk 8718 Tom MNuon Ave #101 YES
Bohatforman, Lesle B214 Traveling Breszs Ave 8102 YES
Schmitt, Princilta & Michae! 8828 Horizan Wing Ave #1102 YES
Schneider, Benjamin 8747 Torn Noon Awe #5103 YEL
Sehnem, David & Yvalls 8777 Tom Noon Ave 814032 YES
Bedby, Denania 8754 Trasepling Brosse Ave #1072 YES
Serne, Alain & Jonet 8735 Travaling Breeze Aws #1073 YES
Shaw, Robert J & Rosemary D 8728 Travelng Bresze Ave $102 YES
Shests, Thomas snd Sandrg 8653 Horizon Wind Sve #1081 YEB
Silvaira, Cary 8804 Travaling Breaze Ave #1531 YES
Sroith, Martha B778 Tam Noon Ave 3103 YES
Sandioy, Chiistopher & frvne 8838 Hoezon Wind Ave 2901 YES
Stosle, Savie L & Thomas § 8818 Tom Moon Ave #103 YES
Stephen, Rimberly L & Danjel © BYRE Tom Moon Ave 2102 YiES
Starbens, Barry & Tiog 8318 Horizon Wind fve #1902 YES
Stingon, Sephani Jean 764 Traveling Brenze Ave $102 YES
Stirfing, Anfhony & Whilney 2785 Travaling Breays Ave 2103 YE&
Strubehn, Patricia & A888 Trayaling Breaze Ave #2101 ¥ES
Swmliow, Mark & Dawn 8754 Traveling Breere Ave #1017 YES
Tabees, Mike & Susen BEE8 Tom Moo Ave $103 YES
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Tajlic, Yasmin 8718 Tom Noon Ave 8102 YES
Takahashi, Mased 4 Avurd AS8E Tom Noon Ave B0 ¥YES
Tau, Kennsih WO 8737 Tom Mogn Ave 8102 YEB
Thatford, Bruce 8840 Horizon Wind Ave £103 YES
Treo, Camning 740 Horbron Wind Ave #1082 VES
Trash, Amber 8817 Tom Noon Ave 2103 YES
Tromelo, Salvators B&ES Traveling Breaze Ave #1063 YES
Tung, Henry Kuchan 8808 Torn Noon Ave #1032 YER
Tung, Kathering BT4T Tom Moan Avs #1081 YES
Turne:, Kathryn & John Ashoor £758 Tom Nown Ave #1072 YRS
Yalder, Jesse & Baatrlz BYGE Tom Hoon Ave $103 YES
Van Cleva, Zachary 3BT Tom Hoon Ave #1103 YES
Vareie, Ralph & Kalhleen Wood Varela 18728 Morfron Wind Ave $H02 YE®
were Dg Roas, Ninon D oo RDD 430 Thunder Sky ST#101 YES
Propaties LLO

Vinoiguama, Christian BGS4 Traveilng Brosze Avg #1803 YES
Wogel, Chenyl & Palricia 45385 Travellng Brewrs Ave $103 YEG
Warren, Galinda 83848 Haorlzon Windg Ave #103 YER
Wabhber, Hoberla 8683 Traveling Broers Ave $103 YES
Wetster, James & Disans 838584 Travelng Broers Ave #1019 YES
Wisintraub, Fred & Mary 8720 Hortzon Wind Ave #1032 YES
Yails Clark & Shirley 8747 Tom Noon Ave #1403 YES
Weaolsk, Willam £ & Pattl (&) 8785 Traveling Braezs Awe $103 YES
Witeow, Todd B778 Tom Noon Ave $103 YES
VWilliarms, Daborah 8739 Morizon Wing Ave 8108 YES
Wilgon, Mary BE79 Tom Koon Ave £103 YES
Yyise, Stacia A 8720 Horzon Wind Ave #101 YES
Wiviel Invastments LLC 449 Thundar Sky S1£103 YES
Wolf, Lamy & Jansl 8730 Hordzon YWind Ave #103 YES
Wong, David & Karen 8747 Tom MNoon fws $101 YES
Wong, Malson 8750 Hovmon Wind Ave 8901 YES
Yyang, Willy F BYBY Tom Noon Ave 2103 YES
Wong, Wison 8¥78 Horizon Wind Ave #1503 YES
Woorhouse-Marriah, Melissz B 8724 Traveling Broeze Ava #1062 YEE
Weright, Paul £764 Traveling Breezs Sve $103 YES
Yamans, Hiravoshi & Mayuka BB448 Tom Moon Ave 2101 YES
Yeulis, James W 2828 Tom Moon Ave 2103 YEE
Yeungs, Michse! & Pauls 8734 Traveling Bresre Ave #1403 YES
Zorps, Meliny & Olps 8588 Horzen Wind Ave 2103 YES
Z05 Sport, Ing, B838 Hoveon Wind fvs £103 YEB
Aller, Jerod J & Sheeler AOER Tom Noon Ave #3102

Agtonio I, Carles & 744 Horizen Wind Ave #4103

Argusta, Brands BETO Horizon Wind Ave #9054

Aemnsirong, Eleanor

8845 Travaling Bresze Ave #1032
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Ampl], James & Anna

734 Traveling Breere Ave #102

Alkinson, Steven

4738 Traveling Bresce Ava #102

Avecila, Denisa BB0E Horren Wind Ave 101
Bank HSED LIRA NATL ASSM THS BERE Horlzon Wind Ave #1014
Banks, Haviey BE218 Tom Noon Ave #1102

Berger, Richard & Jody

8838 Traveling Bragze Ave §102

Batisncous, Angela b

8584 Traveling Brecze Ave #103

Biock, Bim (4}

8798 Tom Noon Ave 102

Bowles, Jason

8808 Traveling Bresze Ave #103

Bovanan, Michae! M B708 Tom Moo Ave #1049
Hrand, Marcelle 8 8717 Tom Mogn Ave 0
Budde, Jacousine P 8640 Horlzon Wind Ave 8109
Bumbasi, Emiteda 2568 Tom Noon Ava 8302
Calgron, Michas D & Sarah J Waber 8747 Tom Moon Ave 21032
Ceite, i BE8Y Tom Noon Ave #1402
Chandizr, Malinsa 2817 Tom Noon Ave #4032
thage Home Finanes (4) 2720 Hordzon Wind Svs #1603
Lhen, Jeong Shan 8750 Hodzon Wind Ave #103

Charvinghy, Sandra

8H28 Horizen Wind Ave #1014

Ohibvers, Victona

E588 Tom Moon Ave #103

oo, By

2840 Honzon Wind Aye #1032

Cohn, e, Darren & Evan

BYSE Traveling Sreers dyve #1017

Contreyas, Lucy T 8348 Hotizon Wind Ave #1014
fonlreras, Palick B §738 Tom Hoon Ave 2101
Cerain, Bratt BEES Tom Noon Ave 2101

Crite-hicCiure, Prvilis

BE74 Traveling Breezs Ave #101

Crue, Saira M

B7O8 Tam Noon Ave #4103

Do Los Sanios, Leandrs 8 Nely (8)

BEBE Tom Moon Ave #1103

YER

Dahioh, Cornelivs A 8880 Hordzon Wind Ave 8103
Deutshe National Bank CfO American 8557 Torm Moon Sve #1103
Home Motlgags -

Devishe Nationg! Benk CI0 One Wast 18480 Thunder Shy 5t #4063
Bank

 Pigiacemo, Mike 28067 Tom Noon Ave 2101
foarr. Dalmar BYZ8 Tom Moon Ave #1032
Brous, David & BYS0 Horizon Wind fve $101
Fedton, Balinda 8737 Yom Noon Ave #103%
Flarusel, Michas 8538 Tom Noon Ave #1053
Fiahman, Lisa 8787 Torm Noon Ave 8403
Fitznerald Erin M B788 Horiron Wind Ave #103
FhbA clo Evechome Morinags Do, 2479 Hariron Wind Ave 2101
Fox, Grag & Patrcis 8798 Horzon Wind Ava #103
Gaten, Fiint 8480 Thunder Shy St 8102
Sambing Frank & Cynthis B548 Tom MNoon Ave #1032

Carden, Tody {4

8777 Tor Moon Ave #1041

Geans, David A

8845 Troveling Breens Ave £403

SHasrapule, fray & Palicla

8789 Horzon Wind Ave £102
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Gill, Kavin L.

B850 Hortzon Wind Ave 101

Godfrey, Thomas

#7585 Traveling Brogre Ave #1012

Gordon, Jagon B

3825 Horizon Wind Ava #103

Harvey, Jenpnifer b

8710 Horlron Wing Aye 2103

Hanson, Rachel Lynn

8784 Traveling Bresze Ave $i03

Hernandez, Ding & Rowena

8748 Tom Noon Ave #4102

Harghey, Melissa L

8715 Hodzon Wind Awe 3104

HEBC BANK ofe Everhome Morlgage
(o,

5849 Hozan Wind Ave #1072

Huang, Yun Shan

BEEY Morzon Wind Ave #103

dacol | Kennuth Bradiey

BY1S Travellng Broszs Ave #1402

Jefis. fgor

SHG0 Modzon Wind Ava #1071

Jannings, Jogeph A

B75E Travaling Breaze Ave #1014

Jolas, Tasls

8824 Traveling Breeze Ave £103

Jordan, Dande!

BE94 Traveling Braszs Ave #1014

Kaviani, Javed

2800 Horizon Wind Ave $102

Krause, Kars i

8775 Traveling Brease Ave #1001

Lachics, Hesther (A

B21G Horlaor Wind Ave $103

Les, Rosa (A}

BYED Horlgon Wind Ave #1014

Latierman, Cifford O & Rhohda K

BGEE Traveling Breeze Ave 103

Linidbarg, Ermnest

8635 Traveling Bresze Ave #1003

Linton, Michast BB4T Tom Mooy Ave #2103
Loker, Zachary 8780 Horkzen Wind Ave 2102
Licasn, Bryan 8759 Horzen Wind Ave 2101
LV Propurtias & Investments, Horlzon BY79 Hormon Wing Svs #1014
Wingd Series

Meddy, Jdndeo L E637 Tom hoon Ave #1014

Mgttwon, Meather

8885 Travaling Droars Ave 102

Meoreie, Donise L

8828 Tom Noon Ave B101

Mehally, Milra B200 Hurlron Wind Ave #1023
Menatt, Jemila L & James 8818 Tom Noon Ave B13]
Meadows, Manly 8728 Tom Moon Ave #1038
ihdilter, Constance L 8748 Taveling Broees Ava $101
NMizoyan, Shamds 8872 Harlron Wind Ave #4103
Milohell, Ronaid 083 E572 Tam Moon Ave $1014
Muorgand, Danis! (AR 8828 Tom Noon Avs #1031
komis, Jeremy & Taren 758 Tom Hoon Ave #1814

Milsson, Kria

8745 Travaling Bresze Ave $101

Nunn, Geegosy

8728 Traveling Yreeze Ave §103

annor, Madeine

8225 Traveling Bresre Ave #1063

Paell, Daninl M

8737 Towm Moon Sve #10%

Onsledt, Chedes & Barbara

8708 Tem Moon Ave #1003
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O'Shes, Joan BE37 Tom Neon Ave #1903
Ofte, Marpo 8727 Yom Moon Ave #1402
Paliadinetti, Aot 8887 Tom Noon Ave #400

Falsgha, Tam

8824 Traveling Sresze Ave #1032

Pappas, Anthony § & Bridgset A

BT45 Traveling Brasye Ave #107

Fattersan, YWilliam J 04

£618 Tom Moon Ave #1053

Fentony, Shannon M

8794 Travaing Brosze Avs 4100

Paitel 1], John &7 80 Horizon Wind Ave #1027
Plamzkibwicz, Darlusz LR Horizon Wind Ave #1563
Price, Kathisan (8} BETS Tom Moon Ave 8102

Tiumnl, Manore ¥ 2830 Horlzon Wind Sve 8104

Rlecards, Steve

8784 Traveling Brosze Ave #1012

Rivas Zablan

A788 Mordran Wind Ave #3102

Rogers, Michas! & Datlens

B818 Traveling Breers foee #4103

Ross, Tylar M 2450 Thunder Sky 5t #1014
Russo, Julie G 8718 Tom Noon Ave 8103
Saludarss, Ranets C {A) 9430 Thundsr Sky 81 #1017

Satoming, Robart James (&)

#8744 Traveling Bresze Sve #1027

Sohneidsr, Kathering

2817 Tom Noon Ave 2101

Sehorgl, Veitiam G

&574 Traveling Bresze Ave #4103

Sehultr, Josh B 8T27 Tom Noon Sye #1071
Shimizy, Anthony BERS Horizon Wind Ave #3102
Smith, Catheiine L 2818 Teur Moon Ave 2101

Smith, Colaite D {A)

8734 Treveling Breeve Ave F101

Solis, Rizardn 8580 Horlzon Wind Ava #5102
Southlands Real Exlste S8RBE Tom Moon Ave #1043
Stenjay, GrantRichard/anice BE4T Tom Noun Ave #1071
Sivickland Proparilas, LLD 8784 Traveling Breaze Sve #1971
Stuhmer, Maeghan 8 8749 Horizon YWind Avs #1502
Sulliban, Ms Megan R 8787 Tom Noon Ave #101
Tacker, Jahn & Cheria 5788 Tom Noon Ave 2103
Tahaldbanian, Varan IBTRE Horlzon Wind Ava 101

Teat, Trang

8785 Travaling Bresze Sve 8102

Tavier, Los P &)

B465 Thunder Sk St $102

Thompson, Dandalle D

87565 Traveling Broors Ave #1102

Tolenting, Fressle &

BB7E Tor Moun Ave #1041

Trayior, dsremy D, Jery & Onloe Traylor

8728 Tom Noon Ave 8501

Trent, Jusiin (&)

8775 Traveling Brasze Ave $102

Turia, Romusuelkds & Annsbele (AL

AB3E Toam Noow Ave #1032

LIS Bank Matlong

8T Tom Hoon Ave #101

US Bank Matlonst

S808 Horlron Wind Ave #1083
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U8 Bank Nationa! ofo One West Banl,

8588 Traveling Brosze Ave £103

Van Adstyne, Berdemin & Condey, Wendi

8784 Traveling Broses Ave #1023

Yasilvey, Sergel

8814 Traveling Breezs Ave #1101

Vail, Ronald & (&)

BE60 Morzon Wind Ave #4903

Wickars, Matalis H

8738 Traveling Breezs Ave 104

Yorg, Vany 2818 Horlzon Wind Swe #1103
Ward, Kathlsen, Nancy, & Harbent 8780 Horlzon Wind Ave #1014
Waison, Edward & Paarl 2820 Horzon Wind Ave 101
Wells Fareo Bank (A} B748 Tom Noon Ave 8101
Winter, Fonaid & Tradl G480 Thunder Sky St #1102
Yamanield, Jovos & Jerenw J847 Tam Moon Ave #9102
Zemors, Manust 760 Horlzon Wind Sye #1802
Zema, Addana BY 30 Horlzon Wing Ave 3107
Zhao, Shan BE33 Horizon Wind Ave #1032
TOTAL BLDGS 114

TOTAL UNITS 342

Umnits wiseatunanis 188

Unlts wic seslgnmanis 43

Bidne wions or more seslpnments 1107
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WoobD, SMiTH, HENNING & BERMANLLP
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6652

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

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH | CASE NO.: A542616
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a DEPT NO.: XXl
Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself
and for all others similarly situated, - (ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)
Plaintiff,
D.R. HORTON, INC.'S OPPOSITION
V. TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER
D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware SHORTENING TIME
Corporation DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100,
ROE BUSINESSES or DATE: January 16, 2014
GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, TIME: 9:00 am.
inclusive,
Defendants.

| EGAL:05706-0086/2869682. 1 R
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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
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 dibla 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
| thmugh 150,

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.

/11
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This Opposition is based upon this Memorandum of Points, the aftached

| exhibits, and any oral argument that may occur at the hearing of this matter.

'DATED: January 13, 2014 WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP
5 /8/ Joel D. Odoy
y:
JOEL D. ODOU

Nevada Bar No. 007468
CHRISTINA M. GILBERTSON
Nevada Bar No. 009707

ANDREW V. HALL

Nevada Bar No. 012762

7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard,
Suite 1580

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6652
Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party
Piaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC,

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I INTRODUCTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

(Hereinafter the "ASSOCIATION" or "Plaintiff) apparently seeks belated

reconsideration on shertened notice of this Court's April 29, 2013 ruling which

provided in unambiguous terms the following:

"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
construcfional defects outlined above, the Association cannot meet
its burden of demonstrating the existence e of all four (4) conditions
as set forth in NRCP 23(a).

"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 Shuetfe, 127 Nev. At 858,
124 P.3d at 545, a shared experience alone does not justify a class
action.”

(Citations omitted) (Emphasis added).
(Please see Exhibit "A" page 14, paragraph 16-17 lines 1-11).

| LEGAL:05708-0088/2869682.1 -3~

05p4a




WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP
Aftormeys at Law

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA B9125-6652
TELEPHONE 702 2514100 + £ax 702 251 5405

7674 WEST LAKE MEAD BOULEVARD, SUITE 150

10
11

12 |
13 |

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

O o ~N O D W N

In this same Order, this Court noted that as to these 194 homeowners
composing the purported class, issues existed as to how it should proceed:

"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, ie the 194 townhouse (sic.)’ 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 avoidfing] duplicative proceedings and inconsistent
results.”" If anything, Plaintiff's 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 buiit by D.R.
Horton, were the first of their kind in Clark County, so there is, as yet, no familiar, colloguial 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 avidence 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 fo 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.

05
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However, this conclusive ruling was clearly and unambiguously provided on

November 12, 2013 wherein the Court explicitly stated "[tlhis Court

understands Plaintiff has obtained the assignments of 194 townhouse
owners and, thus, is proceeding on behalf of these owners only. (Please see

Exhibit "B" page 3, foot note 2). Based upon the same, but after consideration

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.®

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.

® 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 Plaintiff's 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. '
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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 (Mitis
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 Plaintiff's
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, Plaintiff's 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. (Plaintiff's Motion, page 6, lines 21-22).  In support of the same the

| LEGAL:05708-0085/2869682. 1 -6-
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Plaintiff attaches the same papers previously considered by this Court and ignores
this Court's prior Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.

As an example, this Court's April 29, 2013, Order, discuses the claims of all
342 homes in great detail, and why class certification as to them is impossible ["In
short, without specific facts shown to the Court every one of the 342 or the
“assigned 194 homeowners suffers all of the same constructional defects outlined
above, the Association cannot meet its burden of demonstrating the existence of
alt four {4) conditions set forth in NRCP 23 (a)"].* Plaintiff's present motion ignores
this completely and literally recycles the pleadings and argument the Plaintiff has
| previously made.

This Court's November 12, 2013, Order unambiguously states "[f]his Court
understands Plaintiff has obtained the assignments of 194 townhouse
owners and, thus, is proceeding on behalf of these owners only."® Plaintiff's
motion ignores that completely as well.

Now, two (2) days before D.R. Horton's expert reports were due, Plaintiff
moved this Court to include additional homes in this matter and reconsider the
prior Orders which had finally provided D.R. Horton and the other defendants with
some semblance of the scope and nature of Plaintiff's claims. For Plaintiff to have
| waited to file this request on shortened time and after D.R. Horton's experts were
forced to work through the holidays and on short notice to try to prepare for an
incredibly aggressive trial date, simply underscores the Piaintiff's tactics all through

out this case.

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 D.R. Horton and third-party
defendants who have been doing their best to complete expert reports and

prepare a defense. Accordingly, this Court should not reconsider its prior Orders

and should deny this incredibly late motion.
. STANDARD FOR RECONSIDERATION

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.” If a motion for reconsideration is timely filed, it is only in "very

rare instances” in which "new issues of fact or law are raised supporting a ruling

| contrary to the ruling already reached should a motion for rehearing be granted.”

Moore v. City of Las Vegas, 92 Nev. 402, 405, 661 P.2d 244, 246 (1976). Points
or contentions not raised in the original hearing cannot be maintained or
considered on rehearing. Achrem v. Expressway Plaza Ltd., 112 Nev. 737, 742,
917 P.2d 447, 450 (1996).

Here, Plaintiff not only filed its Motion for reconsideration untimely, Plaintiff

! also fails to raise any new issue of law or fact. Rather, Plaintiff seeks to have the

Court declare that its "belief" that this matter involves 194 homes is incorrect. The

Court should refrain from entertaining Plaintiff's motion based upon such a strange

and poorly supported assertion considering the lengths that this Court went to in

considering these issues for the past 12 months.

. LEGAL ARGUMENT
A. This Court Must Not Reconsider Its Prior Order As Plaintiff's

Failed To Timely File [ts Motion For Reconsideration

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
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Plaintiffs claims. As to the April 29, 2013, Order, the gap in time is even more
excessive -nearly 9 months!

In that time this case has been scheduled for a trial and expert discovery
has commenced. As discussed below, aside from the fact that Plaintiff's Motion is
procedurally improper, Plaintiff's delay in bringing said Motion is prejudicial to D.R.
Horton and Third-Party Defendants.

B. Reconsideration Is Not Appropriate As Plaintiffs Have Not
Provided Any New Facts or Law For This Court To Consider

it is only in "very rare instances" in which "new issues of fact or law are
raised supporting a ruling contrary to the ruling aiready reached should a motion
for rehearing be granted." Moore v. City of Las Vegas, 92 Nev. 402, 405, 661
P.2d 244, 246 (1976).

Here, Piaintiff's contention that this issue must be viewed in the "historical
context of not only the facts specific to this action, but the evolving state of Nevada
law" is telling. In the instant Motion, Plaintiff merely reiterates the same facts and
law that have been before this Court for years in an attempt to "take a second bite
at the apple." Aside from the fact that Plaintiffs contentions are without merit in
fact and law, Piaintiff does not cite one new fact it discovered or even a recent

case that could change this Court's April 29, 2013, or November 12, 2013, Orders.

1 In fact, the most recent case Plaintiff relies on in its Motion is Beazer Homes

Holding Com. v. The Eight Judicial District Court, 291 P.3d 128, which was
decided on December 27, 2012.° As such, Plaintiffs atternpt td prompt this Court
to consider its prior ruling must be denied as a Motion for Reconsideration may
only be brought when a new issue of fact or law is discovered subsequent to a

Court's Order.

& See, Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration on Order Shortening Time, pg. 6, 1§ 5-6.
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Plaintiff does not meet the stringent requirement for reconsideration and are

simply unhappy with this Court's prior Orders. That is unfortunate, but not enough,

 especially in consideration of the prejudice to the defendants that this will cause

and the gamesmanship that has been undertaken to date.

C.  Any Alferation To This Court's Prior Order Will Further Severely
Prejudice 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
case forward. Plaintiff's delays have caused the parties involved in this matter to
incur excessive expenses in even getting access to the homes, let alone
responding to multiple defect reports, multiple plaintiff attorneys, and differing

inconsistent claims. Meanwhile, Plaintiff has been permitted to amend their claims

1 freely and has been permitted to. miss deadlines time_after time. - These_are well

documented in D.R. Horton's prior motions before this Court.
If these tactics were not bad enough, until recently, significant confusion
existed during the same as to the scope and identity of Plaintiff's Experts:

"Another issue arose regarding the numerous experts that have been
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 ag to which experts will be testifying and upon

what re%m the opinions of those experts will be based. At the

request of the Special Master, counsel #or the Plainfiff 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 a.m. on December 19, 2013,
wgéch) Plaintiffs counsel thought was acceptable." (Emphasis
added).

(Please see Special Master Report and Order Regarding Discovery
Scheduling Served December 18, 2013, page 3, lines 7-15, attached
hereto as Exhibit "C").

't
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As soon as these were provided, D.R. Horton noticed these experts for
deposition. Plaintiff then began making excuses why these depaositions could not
go forward as scheduled on January 6, 2014 (Please see Special Master Hale's
letter to Plaintiff's counsel dated December 30, 2013, attached hereto as Exhibit

"D"). Coincidentally, right after D.R. Horton again agreed to move some of these

 depositions back, a few hours later a courtesy copy of the present Motion on an

 Order shortening time was served.’

Just as the identity of the experts and their deposition dates have been
moving targets, so have their opinions and “final" reports. Plaintiff's "final" cost of
repair was provided at midnight on December 25-26 and the experts for D.R.
Horton were given a mere 14 days including holidays, and Saturdays and Sundays
to inspect the project (if they could as many could not due to the holidays and the
inadequate notice), and respond to the same. Several Subcontractors have been
given extensions to conduct further inspections but D.R. Horton was still required
to have its expert reports disclosed by January 10, 2014, a date which it met.

In contrast, Plaintiff has introduéed and continues fo try to introduce new
issues, requiring multiple motions to strike from D.R. Horton, including the striking

of a new report in the form of an affidavit from expert Felix Martin (Please see

 Special Master Hale's Order of December 31, 2013, attached hereto as Exhibit |
"'G"). In this new affidavit filed in the middie of the night on Christmas, Mr. Martin

attempted to make new claims including (but not fimited to) a claim that the
“foundation system for the buildings, the post-tensioned concrete slabs on ground,

were built in viclation of the requirements of the 2000 International Building

7 Please see January 8, 2014 ietter to Rachael Saturn e-served at 11:59 a.m. 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
IIFIII
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|Code.® In addition to being just plain wrong as the slabs were built in compliance
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| dismissal caused by the application of NRCP §41(e).

with the Code, the tactic of filing things in the middle of the night buried within
other things, highlights why a shortened discovery schedule is prejudicial to the
defendants who do apparently have to read everything closely.

The trial date of April 21, 2014 is already prejudicial to the defendants and
to add additional homes to this case aﬁer expert disclosures and with just over 90
days left to the commencement of Trial would result in a further denial of the
defendants Due Process Rights to discovery and notice.’™® It is well established by
this Court and the Special Master that to adequately prepare a construction defect
case for trial requires twelve months of discovery. Typically, the Defendants are
provided with a final defect list and final cost of repair and then aflowed a final
opportunity to have their experts inspect the homes at issue to prepare for trial.

Thereatter, depositions commence and a case proceeds before the jury on its

8 Please see D.R. Horton's e-sefved letter dated December 30, 2013, with exhibits
omitted, attached hereto as Exhibit "H.”

® Just as the Plaintiff has disregarded this court's prior Orders, ironicaily the Plaintiff has
also disregarded both the Case Management Order and Floyd Hale'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 Biscovery 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.

% 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. §40.845. 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 delfays in this case. The abbreviated discovery schedule, coupled with
the Plaintiffs continued delays in the same, as well as the HOA's continued attempt to bring new
claims in violation of NRS 40.610 and NRS. §40.645, warrant the court's inguiry into whether or not
the trial date must be vacated in faimess to the defendants, despite the risks of an involuntary

343
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111

merits or lack thereof. Here, the Plaintiff is still trying to add new claims and as
well as argue which homes are actually at issue.
Paragraph 17 of this Court's April 29, 2013, Order was clear, unambiguous,
and was explicitly restated in this Court's second Order dated November 12, 2013.
Any appeal of those Orders now, is far too late and too severely prejudicial to the
defending parties in this matter.
Iv.
CONCLUSION

This case began without a clear statement of claims as required by NRS

| §40.645, and it has continued for nearly 7 years. In that time the Defendants have

requested on multiple occasions a complete and final listing of the Plaintiffs claims
(including which homes are purportedly at issue), as well as an opportunity to
investigate and respond to the same. In reply the Plaintiff has made inspecting the
homes as expensive as possible, has ignored this Court's numerous Procedural
and Discovery Orders, has changed its claims, and has even brought new ciaims
in violation of NRS §40.645. Cumulatively, these tactics and the setting of a quick
trial date have resulted in prejudice to the defendants to the extent that they
cannot adequately respond to them and prepare for trial. Now, on the eave of the
close of Discovery, Plaintiff would like to compound this prejudice and add even
more homes to this case, completely disregarding the rights of the defendants. In
support for its request to add more homes to this case, the Plaintiff dumped 496

pages of previously considered materials on this Court and then conciuded that

this Court "misunderstood” it and the. defendants will suffer no prejudice. As

shown above, these conclusions lack any factual report and do not even address
this Court's prior Orders.

111
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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

. /s/ Joel D. Odou
By:

JOEL D. ODOU

Nevada Bar No. 007468
CHRISTINA M. GILBERTSON
Nevada Bar No. 009707
ANDREW V. HALL

Nevada Bar No. 012762
7674 West L.ake Mead Boulevard,

Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6652
Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party
Plaintiff, D.R. HORTON, INC.
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AFFIDAVIT OF JOEL D. ODOU IN SUPPORT OF
D.R. HORTON, INC.’S OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR

BECOI’N‘QDERATION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME

STATE OF NEVADA )
) §8
COUNTY OF CLARK )

JOEL D. ODOU, ESQ. being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

1. I am a Partner at the Law Firm of Wood, Smith, Henning and Berman, LLP,

|counsel for the Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, D.R. Horton, Inc., (hereinafter "D.R.

Horton") in this matter.

2. | am making this Affidavit in support of D.R. Horton's Opposition to the
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME.

3. On April 28, 2013, this Court issued its Findings of Fact, Conclusions of
Law and Order, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A."”

4, Contained within this Court's April Order, is a comprehensive discussion of

all 342 homes at the High Noon at Arlington Ranch development at issue in this matter,

and legal basis as to why the Plaintiff has failed to satisfy all of the Rule 23 requirements
to pursue this claim on behalf of each and every homeowner. There is no mistake or
misunderstanding anywhere in this Order that the Plaintiff's current motion discusses.

5. D.R. Horton and | believe the other Defendants, relied upon this Court's
April Order in handling this matter and preparing for Discovery,

6. On November 12, 2013, this Court issued an Order discussing how the
claims as to the Plaintiff's 194 homeowner-members Class would proceed and that the
Plaintiff could pursue construction defects that may exist in 100 percent of the homes. It

also permitted the use statistical proof to extrapolate or show such constructional defects

i found in 100 percent of the homes inspected also exist within all 194 homes. Finally, 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. A frue and correct copy

of this Order is attached hereto as Exhibit "B."
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7. D.R. Horton and | believe the other Defendants relied upon this November
Order in preparing their case for Discovery. Specifically, | had numerous discussions
with D.R. Horton's experts on the ruling and its meaning so that they could determine
how best to respond to the Plaintiffs claims. | had this Order sent to each and ever
:_expert D.R. Horton retained in this case. We further discussed whether or not the
.F’Iaintiff would amend the Complaint to pursue individual claims and how we could handle
these. However, no amendment was ever filed.

8. Unfortunately, while this Order cleared up which homes were in this case, it
was still completely unclear what claims would be pursued at these homes by the
Plaintiff's experts. This was due fo the fact that Plaintiff has had multiple attorneys and
multiple experts over the 7 year course of this litigation. To attempt to figure out what
claims remained and were being pursued, D.R. Horton's experts looked to Plaintiff's
'_“final" cost of repair estimate.
| 9. This too proved to be difficult, as Plaintiff has missed numerous deadlines
to disciose a "final” cost of repair estimate, including but not limited to July 31, 2009, June
17, 2011, July 1, 2011, August 15, 2011, November 8, 2013 and December 25-26, 2013.
Further, the documents disclosed, upon until December 25-26, 2013, were completely
ambiguous on a number of claims and also added new claims in violation of NRS
§40.645.

10. As examples, without a final cost of repair estimate, D.R. Horton and the
i other defendants could not determine the scope and costs of Plaintiffs Geotechnical,
'Piumbing, and Electrical Claims. Some of these claims have been abandoned, others
have had experts stricken, and yet others are factually impossible, like the yellow brass
claim when the project was re-plumbed. Even others are being made by experts who
have been withdrawn.

11.  Despite these missed deadlines and ambiguities, D.R. Horton was required
to designate experts and provide final reports on January 10, 2014, as this case was set

for Trial on April 21, 2014 over its cbjection.
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12. D.R. Horton and | believe the other Defendants have been prejudiced by
this tr?al setting. It, coupled with Plaintiffs shifting claims, has prevented them from
adequately preparing for trial. Numerous experis were not abie to get to the site and
conduct inspections by the deadlines imposed by this trial date such that they needed to

rely upon the work of other experts, rather than conduct their own inspections. This

‘prejudice is particularly devastating as to the Plaintiffs claims that are false and could

| have been proven to be untrue by further inspections, such as the extrapolated claims.

13.  Normally, it takes 12 months to prepare a complex construction defect case
for trial. Due to the Court's concern about the application of NRCP §41(e) and the
Plaintiff's tactical gamesmanship in dragging their feet on discovery, the parties here are
being forced to do so in just over 80 days. This irreparable harm, coupled with the delays
in this case which is nearly 7 years old, means that evidence will have been lost and
parties will not have adequate time to prove claims that are based upon erroneous
information and false assumptions.

14.  On December 18, 2013, the Special Master issued a Report and Order
Regarding Discovery which is attached hereto as Exhibit "C."

15.  While Plaintiff finally provided the parties a listing of experts and reports as
required by the Special Master's December 18 Order, this required the parties to
scramble over the holidays to try to have their own experts respond to these reports,
some of which confirmed that new claims are being brought in violation of NRS §40.645.

16.  While the parties set the depositions of Plaintiff's experts to try to evaluate
these claims, Plaintiff has also dragged their feet in producing them for deposition.
Attached here as Exhibit "D" is a true and correct copy of the Special Master's letter to
Plaintiff with regard to the purported "unavailability” of Plaintiff's expert, Mr. Valine.

17.  The defendants attempted to extend professional courtesy to Plaintiff in
setting these depositions and attached hereto as Exhibit "E," is a true and correct copy
of a letter that | sent to Plaintiff's counsel on January 8, 2014, via e-serve at 11:59 a.m.

after receiving numerous phone calls from Plaintiff's office requesting continuances.
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18.  Shortly after sending this letter, | received a "courtesy copy" of Plaintiff's
Motion for Reconsideration on an Order shortening time at 2:19 p.m.

19. These depositions are vital as Plaintiff's experts have added claims in
violation of NRS §40.645, yet they have been stalled so that the instant Motion could be
heard on shortened notice and with a limited opportunity for the Defendants to respond.

20.  As an example, as recently as December 26, 2013, Plaintiff attempted to
interject into this case via Affidavit new claims of improper slab design by Expert, Felix
Martin, such that D.R. Horton was forced to file a Motion to Strike with Special Master
Floyd Hale. A true and correct copy of his December 31, 2013 Order is attached hereto

as Exhibit "G."”

21.  The letter requesting Mr. Hale strike Mr. Martin's opinions, minus Mr.

'Martin's reports, is attached hereto as Exhibit "H™ and was e-served on December 30,

2013.
22.  Both the Order and the Case Management Order, provide that the Plaintiff

must make a showing of "Good Cause" to the Special Master for untimely reports, yet
Plaintiff has filed a further frivolous Motion before this Court set to be heard on February
11, 2014, after much of the Discovery will be compieted. By doing s0, if the Plaintiff is
granted the relief requested, no party will have an expert report in opposition to their
positions since the defense reports were due on January 10, 2014 for D.R. Horton and
February 10, 2014 for the Third-Party Defendants.

23.  Ali throughout the course of this litigation, Plaintiff's claims have changed
such that it has been impossible to have a complete and final listing of the claims and the
homes affected. In that time, nurmerous homes have changed ownership and the parties
have spent hundreds of thousands of dollars on experts to try to evaluate the shifting
claims.

24.  While the Court wishes to avoid the application of NRCP §41(e), the setting

of trial with little discovery, coupled with these delays, have irreparably prejudiced D.R.
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Horton as numerous subconfractors who have become insolvent and/or exhausted

insurance,

25,  Further, the current trial date and Plaintiff's shifting claims have prevented

|D.R. Horton from adequately preparing for trial in the short time remaining before its

commencement.

26.  While this Court has suggested that the parties stipulate to continue trial
and the application of any deadlines under NRCP §41(e), if D.R. Horton did so insurance
carriers for the Third-Party Defendants could raise this as a coverage defense. As most

of the Third-Party Defendants are out of business, the denial of insurance coverage for

|them would prejudice D.R. Horton even more than the difficult current discovery

schedule.

27. These delays and these shifting claims are not the fault of the Defendants
who are being offered a Faustian Bargain:-suffer prejudice due to inadequate time to
prepare for trial or agree to continue trial and suffer prejudice from insurance carriers and
parties that will assert this agreement as a defense to their contractual obligations.

28.  Neither "bargain” is acceptable and both are punitive in their application to

the defendants who have been attempting since the premature filing of the complaint on

1June 7, 2007, to determine what are the claims and which homes do they apply to at this

project. Unfortunately, these simple questions are still open as shown by the instant
motion which seeks to add homes back into this case.

29. As this Motion is exiremely untimely and seeks reconsideration of this
Court's Orders from April 29, 2013 and November 12, 2013, the time for reconsideration
as permitted by EDCR 2.24(b) has long since elapsed. To consider this Motion now,

would simply prejudice the defendants more than they already have been by this

| impossible discovery schedule.

30. Based upon the foregoing and the points and authorities filed concurrently
herewith, D.R. Horton requests that this Motion be denied.

Iy
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CLERK OF THE COURTY

2
3
4 PISTRICT COURT
5 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
6
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH | Case No. 07A542616
7 | HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Dept, No. XXH
Nevada non-profit corperation, for itself
8 and for all others similarly situated,
9 Electronic Filing Case
Plaintiff,
10 :
Vs,
11 |
12 D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware
Corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100;
13 | ROE BUSINESS or GOVERNMENTAL
ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive,
14 FINDINGS OF FACT,
15 Defendants, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND
D.R. HORTON, INC., ORDER
16
17 Third-Party Plaintiff,
18 Vs.
19 | ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. d/b/a
IRON SPECIALISTS; ANSE, INC. d/b/a
20 | NEVADA STATE PLASTERING;
BRANDON, LLC d/b/a SUMMIT
21 | DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC; BRAVO
22 | DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC; BRAVO
UNDERGROUND, INC.; CAMPBELL
23 | CONCRETE OF NEVDA, INC.; CIRCLE
S DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
24 I d/b/a DECK SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT
»s | ENTERPRISES, LLC, d/b/a EFFICIENT
ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC.;
. 26 | HARRISON DOOR DOMPANY;
5.3 INFINITY BUILDING PRODUCTS, LLC;
£8 5 27 | INFINITY WALL SYSTEMS, LLC:
s5¢ 28 || LUKESTAR CORPORATION;
B
| 552 f
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I NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC.; O.P.M.,,
INC. d/b/a CONSQLIDATED ROOFING;
3 QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD.,
RCR PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL,
3 INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUN
4 i& PLUMBING, LLC d/b/a RSP, INC.;
5 SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS, INC.;
SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC.;
6 || SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a
SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE; THE
7| SYLVANIE COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a
8 DRAKE ASPHALT & CONCRETE;
UNITED ELECTRIC, INC, d/b/a UNITED
9 HOME ELECTRIC; WALLDESIGN,
INC.; WESTERN SHOWER DOOR, INC,;
10 | DOES 1 through 150,
1 Third-Party Defendants,
12
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
13
14 On or about January 25, 2013, the Supreme Court of Nevada issued a Writ of Mandamus to
15 i JUDGE SUSAN H. JOHNSON of Department XX of the Eighth Judicial District Court, in and for
16 | Clark County, Nevada, with respect to the aforementioned matter. Specifically, the high court
17 1 instructed the judge to “conduct further proceedings in light of this order and this court’s recent
18 decision in Beazer Homes Holding Corp. v. District Court, in the case entitled High Noon at
19
2 “ Arlington Ranch Homeowners Association vs, D.R. Horton, Inc., case no. AS42616.” In its Order
21 Granting Petition for Writ of Mandamus or Prohibition filed January 25, 2013, the Nevada Supreme
22 || Court noted the district court did conduct a full NRCP 23 analysis as to the claims assigned by the
23 || homeowners to Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
H
24§ ASSOCIATION—that being the alleged constructional defects located within the individual units—
25
however, the lower court “failed to perform a full and thorough NRCP 23 analysis as to the claims
- 26
é o 8 wnvolving the building envelopes.” It further noted this court interpreted the Supreme Court’s
% g & 27
op 28
2
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holding in First Light Il' as applicable only to the alleged interior defects of individual units located

[a—

within a common-interest community, and thus, found, without performing a NRCP 23 analysis, that

2
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
j ' defect claims conformed to class action principles. In meeting the requirements of the Nevada
g Supreme Court’s mandate, this Court renders its analysis within the following Findings of Fact and
¢ | Conclusions of Law:
10 FINDINGS OF FACT
1 1. Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
12 ASSOCIATION is non-profit corporation and governing body of a 342-unit triplex townhouse
:z planned development/ common-interest community created pursuant to NRS Chapter 116 and
15 | located within Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada. The community consists of townhouse units,
16 || owned by the Association’s members, as well as common elements owned by Plaintiff over which
17 1 the homeowners have easements and enjoyment,
18 L 2 The community was developed, constructed and sold by Defendant D.R. HORTON,
;z L' INC. in or about 2004 to 2006.2
21 3 The subject property consists of 114 structures, each building of which contains three

22 [ (3)units, for a total of 342 homes. The instant action involves claims for damages arising out of
23 || constructional defects within the common areas, the building envelopes in which Plaintiff has no

24 ownership interest, and within the interiors of 194 units for which Plaintiff has obtained assignments

25
]
- 26
z &
&% w
£X 5 27 'Lawyers and judges have referred to the case, D.R, Horton. Inc, v. District Court, 125 Nev, 449, 215 P.2d §97
== E (2009) as the Firss Light I decision.
z % g 28 *See Complaint filed Junc 7, 2007, Paragraph 10, p, 3,
SEX
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from those homes’ owners.” The alleged constructional defects include, but are not limited to

1
2 {i structural, fire safety, waterproofing defects, and deficiencies in the civil engineering/landscaping,
3 I roofing, stucco and drainage, architectural, mechanical, plumbing, HVAC, acoustical, electrical, and
4 1 those relating to the operating of windows and sliding doors.* As a result of the aforementioned
> h constructional defects, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
: ASSOCIATION brings the following claims on behalf of itself and their homeowner-members:
8 ’} 1. Breach of implied warranties of workmanlike quality and habitability:
g9 2. Breach of contract;
10 h 3. Breach of express warranties; and
1 | 4. Breach of fiduciary duty.
12 Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC. has, in turn, filed its Third-Party Complaint against the
:2 subcontractors who provided both labor and supplies to the project’s construction.
15 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
16 1. There is no question an action must be commenced by the real party in interest, or the
17} “one who possesses the right to enforce the claim and has a significant interest in the litigation.”
18 Szilgagyi v. Testa, 99 Nev. 834, 838, 673 P.2d 495, 498 (1983); NRCP 17(a). Generally, and
19 because of this limitation, a party has standing only to assert its own rights and cannot raise the
2(1} claims of a third party not before the court. See Deal v, 999 Lakeshore Association, 94 Nev. 301,
22 | 304,579 P.2d 775, 777 (1978).
23 2. In 1991, the Nevada Legislature enacted NRS Chapter 116, and adopted the Uniform
24 | Common-Interest Ovwnership Act. This legislation conferred standing on common-interest
25
;g 26 "As this Court noted previously in its Order filed February 10, 2011, Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc. claims the
§ § * 27 aRss:igSI:;nnzl:;s a;lt::llll:n ??onics:ii 93 and m»:i 194, See Det‘enda?!s'. Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for Decflaratory Relief
5_ = % f E:hibit 3 togPlaintiﬁ"s Moﬁong?al?g'zc?:rathog&ﬁg? tgv]:{ds Se;)gez:igezr{ ;}éd %g!llgd October 13, 2010, p. 11; also see
: g 5 28 “See 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

[y

noted in pertinent part within NRS 116.3102(1):

2
3 Except as otherwise provided in subsection 2, and subject to the provisions of the
4 declaration, the association may do any or all of the following:
5 (d)  Institute, defend or intervene in litigation or administrative
proceedings in its own name on behalf of itself or two or more units’ owners on
6 matters affecting the common-interest community.
7 ! Hence, so long as a common-interest community association is acting on behalf of two or more
8 units’ owners, it can represent its members in actions concerning the community. NRS 116.3102
9
affords the common-interest community association not only the right to come to court, but also to
10
1 obtain relief solely on behalf of its members. See Friendly Village Community Association, Inc. v,
12 i silva & Hill Construction Company, 107 Cal.Rptr. 123, 125 (Cal.App. 1973 )(explaining the
13 § difference between the capacity to sue and standing concepts).
14 3. In its recent decision, Beazer Homes Holding Corp. v. District Court, 128
1
> Nev.Ad.Op. 66, 291 P.3d 128, 134 (2012), the Nevada Supreme Court held failure to meet any
16
17 additional procedural requirements, inchuding those that may be imposed under Rule 23 of the
13 Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure (NRCP), cannot strip 2 common-interest community association of
19 (| its standing to proceed on behalf of its members under NRS 116.3102(1)(d). Citing State v,
20 l Conngry, 99 Nev. 342, 245, 661 P.2d 1298, 1300 (1983 )(recognizing procedural rules promulgated
|
21 | under the court’s inherent powers may not “abridge, enlarge or modify” substantive rights),’
22
03 Examining NRS 116.3102(1)(d) in light of its holding in D.R. Horton, Inc., 125 Nev. at 457, 215
24 P.3d at 702-703, the high court further concluded the plain meaning of that statutory provision
24 || confers standing on the associations to essert their members’ claims regarding the common-interest
_ 26 | community, including claims affecting individual units. Accordingly, common-interest community
b
287 27 .
[& =] .
; E % 28 1 ‘ SHowever, as d:scu_ssed in Ho ing Corp. and infra, failure to abide by additional precedural
z 3 E requirements, such as those imposed by NRCP 23, may influence how the case proceeds.
g b
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associations can bring suit not only to recovery damages pertaining to common areas and elements

|

over which they are responsible for maintenance and repair, but also on a purely representative

[

2
3 u basis.
4 4. However, in concluding NRS 116.3102(1)(d) permits representative actions, the
3 Nevada Supreme Court also recognized, when the common-interest community association is
: pursuing the individual constructional defect claims of multiple unit owners, the actions “are
g 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 1| thorough NRCP 23 analysis 1o determine whether the Association, on behalf of its homeowner-
H members, can maintain a class action. The high court’s holding largely was based on the practical
2 difficulties in managing sizeable constructional defect cases, the concerns with the use of
:j generalized proof to determine liability and compensation in such cases, and the court’s
15 acknowledgement in Shuette v, Beazer Homes Holding Corp., 121 Nev. 837, 854, 124 P.3d 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
:} ' proceed,; rather, it is to decide Aow the litigation should proceed, i.e. as a class, joinder or
21 consolidated action, or in some other manner. Beazer Homes Holding Corp., 128 Nev.Ad.Op. 66,
79 {| 291 P.3d at 134.
23 8. Under NRCP 23(a), Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON HOMEOQOWNERS
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
§§ E 22 T proposed class be so numerous that separate joinder of each member is impracticable. See NRCP
g é § 28 23(a)(1). Second, “commonality” necessitates the existence of questions of law or fact common to
288
6
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cach member of the class. See NRCP 23(a)(2). Third, the “typicality” factor calls for a showing the
representative parties’ claims or defenses are typical of the class’ claims or defenses. See NRCP
" 23(2)(3). Fourth and lastly, the “adequacy” prerequisite mandates the representative parties be able
u 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 members,® a putative class of

e ~3 N L B W b

9 | forty (40) or more generally will be found “numerous.” Shuette, 124 Nev. at 847, citing Cummings

10 | v. Charter Hospital, 111 Nev. 639, 643, 896 P.2d 1137, 1140 {1995)(concluding a class of three or

¥ four plaintiffs is not sufficient to justify certification as a class action). The impracticability of

12

joinder of parties cannot be speculatively based on merely the number of ¢class members, but must be
13
14 positively demonstrated in an “’examination of the specific facts of each case.”™ Golden, 404 F.3d

s || & 963-966, quoting General Telephone Co. v. EEOC, 446 U.S. 318, 330 (1980). “Impracticable
16 || does not mean impossible.” Robidoux v, Celani, 987 F.2d 931, 936 (2™ Cir. 1993). Thus, in

17 | examining the circumstances under which impracticality is asserted, this Court may consider

18 “judicial economy arising from the avoidance of a multiplicity of actions, geographic dispersion of
19

class members, financial resources of class members, the ability of claimants to institute individual
20
21 suits, and requests for prospective injunctive relief which would involve future class members,”

272 || among any other relevant factors. Robidoux, 987 F.2d at 936.

23 8. Under the “commonality” requirement, class action certification is proper only when

24 ¥ “there are questions of law or fact common to the class.” NRCP 23(a)(2). Questions are common to

25 .
the class when their answers as to one class member hold true for all. Shuette, 124 Nev. at 848,

= 26
Z
% 3 27
= é E 28 “See Golden v. Citv of Columbus, 404 F.3d 950, 965 (6 Cir. 2005); Stewart v, Abraham, 275 F.3d 330, 336-
z8E 337 (3" Cir. 2001).
zD o
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citing Spera v, Fleming, Hovenkamp & Grayson, P.C., 4 $.W.3d 805, 810 (Tex.App.

P

1999){interpreting the analogous Texas provision, TRCP 42(a)(2)]. Commonality does not require

2
3 |t “all questions of law and fact must be identical, but that an issue of Jaw or fact exists that inheres in
41 the complaints of all the class members.” Spera, 4 S.W.3d at 811. This prerequisite may be
> satisfied by a single common question of Jaw or fact. Shuette, 121 Nev. at 848, citing Monaco v.
: Stone, 187 F.R.D. 50, 61 (E.D.N.Y. 1999).
8 9. “Typicality” demands the claims or defenses of the representative parties are typical
9 | ofthose of the class. See NRCP 23(a)(3). Generally, the typicality prerequisite concentrates upon
10 | the defendant’s actions, not upon the plaintiffs’ conduct. Shuette, 121 Nev. at 848, citing Wagner v.
1 Nutrasweet Co., 95 F.3d 527, 534 (7‘*‘ Cir. 1996). Thus, defenses that are unique to the
12 representative party rarely will defeat this prerequisite, unless they “threaten to become the focus of
Z the litigation.” Shuette, 121 Nev. at 848, citing Gary Plastic Packaging v. Merrill Lynch, 903 F.2d
15 176, 180 (2" Cir. 1990). The “typicality” requirement can be satisfied by showing “each class
16 || member’s claim arises from the same course of events and each class member makes similar legal
17 | arguments to prove the defendant’s liability.” Shuette, 121 Nev. at 848-849, citing Robidoux, 897
18 F.2d at 936. Thus, the representatives’ claims need not be identical, and class action certification
;z | will not be prevented by mere factual variations among class members’ underlying individual
21 claims. /d. For example, and as noted by the Nevada Supreme Court in Shuette, 121 Nev. at 849,
22 || “typicality of claims can result when each owner in a condominium complex ‘sufferfs] damage’ by
23 || way of being assessed for repairs to leaky common area roofs, even though some of the individual
24 " unit owners have not otherwise suffered from leakage problems.” Citing Deal, 94 Nev. at 306, 579
25 P.2d at 778.
z 26 . .- . .
g § : ” 10. A class action may proceed only when it is shown the representative parties have the
i é g 28 ability to “fairly and adequately protect the interests of the class.” See NRCP 23(a)4). This inquiry
288
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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 Products, 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
class members. AmChem Products, Inc,, 521 U.S. at 625-626, quoting East Texas Motor Freight v.
Rodriquez, 431 U.S, 395, 403 (1977).

11.  Inaddition to following the NRCP 23(a) requirements, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION must show one of the three conditions
set forth in NRCP 23(b):

(1)  that separate litigation by individuals in the class would create a risk the
opposing part would be held to inconsistent standards of conduct or the non-party members’
interests might be unfairly impacted by the other members’ individual litigation;

(2) the party opposing the class has acted or refused to act on grounds generally
applicable to the class, thereby making appropriate financial injunctive relief or
corresponding declaratory relief with respect to the class as a whole; or

(3)  common questions of law or fact predominate over individual questions, and a
class action is superior to other methods of adjudication.

Also see Shuette, 121 Nev. at 849-850,

12.  The first two conditions of NRCP 23(b) are self-explanatory as set forth above. The
“predominance” prong of the third condition “tests whether proposed classes are sufficiently
cohesive to warrant adjudication by representation.” Shuette, 121 Nev. at 850, citing AmChem

Products, 521 U.8. at 623, The “questions of law or fact” at issue are those that “qualify each class

member’s case as genuine controversy.” Id. The questions that class members have in commion

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" Cir. 1978)(“In order to
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make the findings required to certify a class action under [FRCP] 23(b)(3)..., one must initially
identify the substantive Jaw issues which will control the outcome of the litigation.”), While the
NRCP (b)(3) predominance inguiry is related to the NRCP 23(a) commonality and typicality

requirements, if is more demanding. Shuette, 121 Nev, at 850, citing AmChem Products, Inc., 521

U.S. at 623-624. The importance of common questions must predominate over that peculiar to
individual ciass members. As noted in Shuette, 121 Nev. at 851, “common questions predominate

l‘ 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 Mogre v. PaineWebber, Inc,, 306 F.3d 1247, 1252 (2™ 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,” individual
questions predominate whereby class action is an inappropriate method of adjudication. Shuette,
12] 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.” AmChem Products, Inc.,

521 U.S. at 625, citing Title 28 U.S.C. App. 697, Advisory Committee Note (1966),

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 overl,] thus avoid[ing] duplicative

proceedings and inconsistent results.” Shuette, 121 Nev. at 852, quoting Ingram, 200 F.R.D. at 701.

"City_of San Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County, 525 P.2d 701, 711 (Cal. 1974).

10
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It also helps class members obtain relief when they might be unable or unwilling to individually

Tt

litigate an action for financial reasons or for fear of repercussion. Id.

2

3 14.  Other factors worth considering include the members’ interests in individually

4 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

3 | expend in becoming familiar with the case. Shuette, 121 Nev. at 852, citing Peltier Enterprises, Inc.

9 || v, Hilton, 51 5.W.3d 616, 625 (Tex.App. 2000). In addition, the court must determine whether other
10 { adjudication methods would allow for efficient resolution without comptromising any parties’ claims
1 or defenses. For example, as noted by the Nevada Supreme Court in Shuette, 121 Nev. at 852,
12 NRCP 16.1(f) permits district courts to waive pre-trial discovery requirements for complex
:i litigation. NRCP 19 allows for the joinder of necessary persons, and NRCP 42 governs the court’s
15 || powers to consolidate, order joint hearings and conduct separate trials in actions involving common
16 || questions of law or fact, or in order to promote efficiency or preserve faimess. Further, NRCP
17 23(c)(4) provides the district court may certify a class action under that rule with respect to certain
18 issues or sub-classes. In any case, class action is only superior when management difficulties and
;2 any negative impacts on all parties’ interests “are outweighed by the benefits of class wide
2] resolution of common issues.” Peltier Enterprises, 51 S.W.3d at 624,
22 I5.  Asnoted by the Nevada Supreme Court in Shuette, 121 Nev. at 854, “single-family
23 || residence constructional defect cases will rarely be appropriate for class action treatment ” Indeed,
24 || class actions involving real property often are “incompatible with the fundamental maxim that each
23 parcel of land is unique.” City of San Jose, 525 P.2d at 711. Although the “uniqueness of land

% § E :2:; principle was developed at common law in response to concerns that did not involve class action
A& 8
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issues,” the rule “take[s] on added significance in this modem era of development. Simply stated,

there are now more characteristics and criteria by which each piece of land differs from evety other.

Shuette, 121 Nev. at 854-855, quoting City of San Jose, 525 P.2d at 711. Allowing class actions to
proceed on issues that involve variables particular to “unique” parcels of land would require either
an alteration of this princi;ﬂe or an extensive sub-classification system that, effectively, would defeat
i the purpose of the class action altogether. Shuette, 121 Nev. at 855, citing City of San Jose, 525

P.2d at 711-712. Where specific characteristics of different land parcels are concerned, “these

O~ N W B W R e

uniqueness factors weigh heavily in favor of requiring independent litigation of the liability to each
10 || parcel and its owner.” City of San Jose, 525 P.2d at 711. Even when the uniqueness of real property

i not substantially implicated, constructional defect cases relating to several different properties are

12

‘I often very complex, involving allegations between numerous primary and third parties concerning
13
14 different levels or types of property damages. In many instances, these types of cases present issues

15 | of causation, liability defenses and damages that cannot b determined or presumed through the use
16 § of generalized proof, but rather, require each party to individually substantiate his claims. Shuette,

I7 I 121 Nev. at 855, citing Muise v. GPU. Inc., 851 A.2d 799, 813-823 (N.J.Super.Ct. App.Div.

18 2004)(discussing and distinguishing when class actions might be appropriate despite the need for

19

20 individualized proof, such as when there exist predominating common questions of liability and “the
21 fact of damage.”). Nevertheless, as the Nevada Supreme Court recognized in Shuette, 121 Nev, at

22 [ 857, “[c]iass action treatment may be proper under NRCP 23...if the constructional defect case or

23 |l issue involves a singular defect that predominates over any other problems, which remain

24 | minimal.™®
25
, 5 26
B 27 *See, e.g. Stoltz v, Gritnm, 100 Nev. 529, 533, 689 P.2d 927, 930 (1984)(affirming an award of specific
é § & performa;nce becausg “the subject matter of the contract was real property, and as such is unique.”).
= E g 28 ' Also see H:Qk_ 3.v. Kaufman & Broad Home Corp., 107 Cal.Rptr. 761 {CLApp. 2001)Thers, claimants were
z 2 E::; allowed to proceed with a class action on issues regarding breach of warranty, since the alleged defect consisted of
@ 5 e
=S 2l
N
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16.  Analyzing the facts of this case in light of the authority set forth above, this Court

1
7 || concludes, while Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
3 I ASSOCIATION has standing to sue Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC, for constructional defects
4 | located within the common and limited common elements, and may have standing to sue on behalf
3 of two or more of its homeowner-members under NRS 116.3102 with respect to deficiencies located
6
. within the individual townhouses,'® Plaintiff has not met its burden in showing the presence of all
8 conditions under NRCP 23(a) with respect to certifying the action as a class. As this Court
g | previously noted in its Order filed February 10, 2011, Plaintiff has not adequately demonstrated to
10 | this Court the “commonality” element set forth in NRCP 23(a)(2) is met. That is, it has not
11 adequately shown an issue of law or fact exists that inheres in the complaints of all 342 or even the
12
|| 194 units’ owners who assigned their claims to the Association. Instead, the Association identifies a
13
14 myriad of vague complaints in Paragraph 16 of the Complaint, which include, but are not limited to
15 || structural, fire safety, waterproofing defects, and deficiencies in the civil engineering/landscaping,
16 | roofing, stucco and drainage architectural, mechanical, plumbing, HVAC, acoustical, electrical, and
17 § those relating to the operation of the windows and sliding doors. Given the number of
18 constructional defects alleged, it is also difficult to perceive whether they are typical of those found
19
2 within all of the 342 or 194 assigned-claims’ homes. Even Plaintiff has previously admitted it has
21 not visually inspected or destructively tested all 342 units, or even the 194 “assigned” townhomes
| 79 u within the development. Taking this matter one step further, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff D.R.
]
: 23 {| HORTON, INC,, likewise, would experience difficulty showing same or similar facts exist with
|
‘ 24 respect to each of Plaintiff’s homeowner-members when litigating the third-party action lodged
25
z = 26 improper use of a cetain material in each house’s concrete siab, With regard to their breach of warranty claims, the
g w7 27 parties required economic damages for the defective items’ repair or replacernent, and thus, the claims could be resolved
z § = with gencralized proof and simple damage formulas.).
s é 28 "®Such includes defects that may be located within the “building envelope” for which the homeowners are
S 2K individually responsible.
SEs
»ac
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against wholly different trades, from plumbers to framers to electricians. In short, without specific

vk

facts shown to the Court every one of the 342 or the “assigned” 194 homeowners suffers all of the

2
3 || same constructional defects outlined above, the Association cannot meet its burden of demonstrating
4 |l the existence of all four (4) conditions set forth in NRCP 23(a).
3 17.  As Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
: ASSOCIATION cannot satisfy the commonality and typicality requirements of NRCP 23(a), its
8 claims also fail to satisfy the more demanding predominance prong of NRCP 23(b)(3). Plaintiff has
9 || not shown the importance of common questions predominate over the relevance of issues peculiar to
i 10 || the individual 342 or 194 homeowner-members. As noted by the high court in Shuette, 121 Nev, at
. LE |l 58, 124 P.3d at 545, a shared experience alone does not justify a class action."
12 18.  Likewise, Plaintiff HHGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
:i ASSOCIATION has not met its burden of showing a class action is the superior method for
15 | adiudicating claims of the purported class, i.. the 194-townhouse owners, the second prong of
i 16 || NRCP 23(b)(3). It has not shown to this Court’s satisfaction class certification would promote the
17 1 interests of “efficiency, consistency, and ensuring that class members actually obtain relief.”’? It has
18 not shown class certification would prevent identical issues from being “litigated over and oves[*]
i ;z thus avoid[ing] duplicative proceedings and inconsistent results,”' If anything, Plaintiff’s inability
21 to obtain assignments from the other 148 units’ owners gives some indication additional litigation
22 || may occur even if this Court determined class action, concerning the assigned claims, ;vas
23 || appropriate. Lastly, given the damages that are recoverable under NRS 40.655, it is difficult to
24 perceive all, or most of the 194 units” owners who assigned their causes are either unable or
25
5.5
§ % é 27 :;l(.‘iﬂrxg g. 2m0g0n;r£ Dﬁg‘ ;m_w . Inc. 521 U, ot 623-624.
: § g 28 “Shuette, 121 Nev. at 852, 124 P.3d at $40-541, quoting Ingram, 200 F.R.D. at 701,
288
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unwilling to individually litigate their claims either for financial reasons or for fear of

[y

. 14
repercussion.’

2
3 19,  Further, as Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC. has asserted the affirmative defense of
4 1 “failure to mitigate damages,”'* such action creates additional questions regarding individualized
> proof. By its nature, mitigation issues exist when the wrongdoer attempts to minimize damages
6
. owed by showing the harmed person failed to take reasonable care to aveid incwirting additional
g damages. In this case, each of the 194 units’ owners may have acted differently and mitigated
9 |i damages more or less than the other townhouse owners who assigned their claims to Plaintiff.
10 20.  Given the allegations of vaguely identified constructional defects within the
1 Complaint, it is unknown whether two or more homeowners suffer damages resulting from identical
12
or similar defects, justifying the Association representing these members pursuant to NRS
13
116.3102(1)1(d).
14 (I(d)
15 21.  Inrendering its decision Plaintiff has not met its burden under NRCP 23 to support its
16 | position the claims of the homeowners should proceed as a class, this Court notes it is not
17 }| conclusive. Should it desire to maintain the matter as a class action, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
18 | ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION must definitely show a numerous
19
number or all of its homeowner-members suffer damages from common constructional defects
20
21 identified within the list set forth in Paragraph 16 of the Complaint. In the meantime, it is evidence
29 I this Court should determine an alternative for the individual homeowner claims to proceed in some
23 i manner other than as a class action. Beazer Homes Holding Corp., 128 Nev.Ad.Op. 66, 219 P.3d at
24 1 136. In doing so, it must analyze and document its findings to show the alternative method to
25 . e .
proceed will adequately identify factual and legal similarities between claims and defenses, provide
- 26
-
g8 27 M
& § g 5 "*See Defendant’s Second Affirmative Defense, pp. 6-7 of the Answer and Third-Party Complaint filed
25 28 | september23, 2011,
3EZ
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notice to members represented by the association and confront how claim preclusion issues will be

J—

9 | addressed. Id This Court can then fashion an appropriate alternative case management plan to
3 || efficiently and effectively resolve the case. Regard!ess,‘ this Court retains control over the action and
4 1 has flexibility to make appropriate orders. Jd
> h 21.  For this Court to decide how this matter should proceed, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
6
; ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION must report what individual defects, if
8 | any, are suffered by two or more owners. Once the question is answered, this Court will then
9 | determine how or whether it is appropriate for the Association to bring such claims for
10 I constructional defects on behalf of such homeowner-members, as a class or otherwise, or
1 alternatively, whether the individual owners’ causes of action should be joined within the same
12 .
lawsuit.
13 :
14 Accordingly, based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law,
15 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
16 || ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION can maintain a claim in its own right as
17 || a result of constructional defects that are located within the common or limited common elements;
18 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, within thirty (30)
19
20 days, or no later than Thursday, May 30, 2013, Plaintiff shall report to the Court what
21 constructional defects, if any, are located:
23 a. Within the common and limited common elements; and
23
24
25
5 8
£8¢ 27
224
52 28
@0
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' b. Within the individual owners’ units or those for which the homeowners are

p—

il responsible, i.e, building envelopes, and whether two or more homeowners suffer
damages as a result of the same constructional defects.

l
1 DATED this 29™ day of April 2013,

SUSAN 1. JOHNSO}

S D e ) N R W N

P b ek et ek st pusd b
it I = SR O B - O Y I -

[ I S N N S I o e o
D th B W R e D oo

SUSAN H. JOHNSON
DISTRICT JUDGE

DEPARTMENT XX
[ S
[+ - B |

17

0569




LEGAL05000-0676/2631509.1

IT B

0570




M 9 N W b W R e

13 B S I o T O T T o L o L o o S P PO
~ Al W= O 00 S A B W R e

Electronically Filed
11/12/2013 12:23:49 PM

ORDR . ¥ Asﬁ.w-u—

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH | Case No. 07A542616
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Dept. No. XXII
Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself

and for all others similarly situated,
Electronic Filing Case

PlaintifT,
Vs,

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

Q
g
ls]
~

Defendants.
D.R. HORTON, INC,,

Third-Party Plaintiff,
Vs,

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. d/b/a
TRON 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;

N
oo

SUSAN H. JOHNSON
DISTRICT JUDGE

DEPARTMENT XXII
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NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC.; O.P.M.,
INC. d/b/a CONSOLIDATED ROOFING;
QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD.,
RCR PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL,
INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUN
PLUMBING, LLC d/b/a RSP, INC.;
SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS, INC,;
SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC;
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,

RDER
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

Aslington Ranch Homeowners Association vs. D.R, Horton, Inc., case no, A542616.” In its Order
Giranting 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
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holding in First Light II as applicable only to the alleged interior defects of individual units located
within a common-interest community, and thus, found, without performing a NRCP 23 analysis, that
Plaintiff had standing to litigate representative claims based upon building envelopes as “building
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.
i 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 ¢lass action fashion
n 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).”

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 Firgg Light {7 decision,

tAs previously noted, the commanity consists of 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.
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NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION to report what constructional
il 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 1o follow, which prompted Plaintiff to
| file 2 condensed Supplement to Notice of Plaintiff’s Matrix Qutlining the Defects Alleged and
Locations of the Defects Pursuant to Court Order on October 23, 2013, This Court has reviewed
Plaintiff’s 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,
Plumbing’ and Structural. While, in some instances, this Supplement did not identify where the
particular defect was located,” 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 Arca — 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 Mairix,” this Court assumes some of
these defects are “mechanical
“The location of the particular defects is identified within the “Electrical” and “Plumbing” Matrices,

4
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Unsecured Field Tile” was found in 46 of 114 inspected units. Plaintiff again extrapolates that
figure, 46/114, to project this constructional defect exists in 40 percent of all 194 units. There were
constructional defects, such as “01.06.03 Z-Bar Counterflashing Not Used” found in all 114
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 ultimatety, to bring an action under NRS 40.600, et seq. on behalf of all
homeowners in its representative capacity.” 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) (SGD’s)
07.03 (“Gap between frame and EPS”) (S§GD’s)

*As this Court has noted in other unrelated cases, if homeowner associations were required 1o destructively test
every single member's home, the risk to both plaintiffs and defendant contractors would substantially increase. Should
piamt‘iffassocimions not prevail, the costs of such destructive testing would be borne by not only the homeowners
association, but #lso 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,

5
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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 Wells 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 Architecturat}

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 bung 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 ali

interior metal piping systems are to be bonded to the electrical system™)(“Location: The hot and
cold water lines and exposed sections of metal piping systems™)

Piumbing:6

Pla, P4, P5a, P6, P10a, P10b, P10c, P11, P14, P15, P16, P17, P18, M1, M2

Structural.”

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 sceks 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 supra.
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or 15 percent of the limited number of units inspected. In other words, the entire class of 194 unit

owners should not be permitted to recover monies when the constructional defect allegedly is found

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 aferementioned 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
hemeowners 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 “[ilnstitute, 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
accords Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
leave to file an amended complaint only for the purpose of including claims of homeowners suffering
the constructional defect not encountered by their neighbors lo 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 prefudice.

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 116.3102(1)(d).
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, however, Plaintiff may
not institute or maintain a lawsuit on behalf of those homeowners who along suffer certain
constructional defects. Those claims must be brought by the individual owners, and this Court
accords Plaintiff leave to amend its Complaint to include these homeowners as plaintiffs pursuant to
NRCP 10(a) within fifteen (15) days of the date of this Order.

DATED this 12” day of November 2013.

DGE

SUBANH.J

a /
COURT JU

10
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FLOYD A. HALE, BSQ.

Nevada Bar No. 1873

JAMS

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy. 117 FL.
Las Vegas, NV 89169

Ph: {702y 457-5267

Fax: (702) 437-5267

Special Master

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

12/18/2013 03:30:10 PM

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,

Plaintiffs,
V.

D.E. HORTON, INC,, a Delaware Corporation,
POE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, ROE BUSINESS
or GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100,

inclusive,

Defendants.

DR HORTON, INC.,
Third-Party Plaintiff,
vs.

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC, dba IRON
SPECIALISTS, ANSE, INC. dba NEVADA
STATE PLASTERING, BRANDON LLC dba
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC;
BRAVQO UNDERGROUND, INC.;
CAMPBELL CONCRETE OGFNEVADA, INC,;
CIRCLE S DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
dba DECK SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT
ELECTRIC, LLC dib/a/ EFFICIENT
ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC,; HARRISON

— s

CASENO.: AS42616
DEPT. NQ.: XXII

SPECIAL MASTER REPORT
AND ORDER REGARDING
DISCOVERY SCHEDULING
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DOOR COMPANY,; INFINITY BUILDING
PRODUCTS, L.L.C; INTEGRITY WALL
SYSTEMS, L.L.C.; LUKESTAR
CORPORATION: NATIONAL BUILDERS,
INC., OPM. Inc., d'b/a CONSOLIDATED
ROCFING; QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS,
LTD.:RCRPLUMBING AND MECHANICAL,
INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUN PLUMBING,
LLC d/b/a RSP, INC., SOUTHERN NEVADA
CABINETS, INC.; SUNRISE MECHANICAL,
INC.: 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
DQOR, INC.; DOES 1 through 150,

Third-Party Defendants.

ER REPORT AND ORDER REGARDING
DISCOVERY SCHEDULING

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 cui-off period.

A Special Master Hearing was conducted ot the request of the parties on December 18, 2013.
The District Cowrt recently conducted a hearing and counsel advised the Special Master that the
Plaintiff’s 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. Valine 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 o be taken in Januvary, 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 remaiving Plaintift 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 sumber range for each report to
be utilized by those experts by 9:00 a.m on December 19, 2013, which Plaintiff®s counsel thought was
accepiable,

IT IS ORDERED that:

I. By %:60 am, on December 19, 20613, the Plaintiff shall e-serve a list of all experts to be
utilized &t trial, identifying by hate number the specific expert report that contains that expert's
opinions;

2. That if an expert has ot 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 comrected and final Cost of Repair report by
Plaintiff’s expert, Tim Valine, his deposition will be conducted at 9:00 a.m. on the following dates:
Janwary 6, 2014; January 8, 2014; January 13, 2014; and January 14, 2014; that Plaintiffs remaining

experts must be made available for deposition from January 15, 2014, through Febraary 7, 2014,
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4. That the Defendant’s expert reports are due on January 10, 2014, with the Defendant’s Cost

of Repair report being due on January 17, 2014;

3. The Third-Party Defendants’ expert reports are due on February 10, 2014;

6. That by January 10, 2014, Plaintiff shall provide access to the 26 residential units previously
requested to be inspocted by Firestop, Inc.; all defending parties may participate in those inspections;

7. That the Plaintiff shsll designate the specific homeowners that are to testify in the trial by

January 16, 2014.

DATED this !8th day of December, 2013.

By: s/ Flovd 4. Hale
FLOYD A. HALE, Special Master

Nevada Bar No. 1873
38600 Howard Hughes Pkwy, 11" FI,
Las Vegas, NV 86169
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FLOYD A, HALE
LAW DFFICE
PRASTISE ARMITRSD ¥ SERMVING AR
SPEmAL MASTER, MEDIATOR AND ARBITHATOR

services administered and scheduied by SAMS SAMS
amaii; 2300 W. Sahara Ave., Suile 300 Fax {T02) 437.5267
fhale@hoydhate.com Las Vegas, NV 88102 Teiaphone (702) 467-5287

website: www jamsadr.com
ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
December 30, 2013 12/30/2013 09:23:17 AM

Sent by Electronic Service

Rachel Saturn, Esq.

Anguis & Terry

1120 Town Center Drive, #260
Las Vegas, NV 89144
Attorncys for Plaintiff

Re:  High Noon at Arlington Ranch v. D.R. Horton, Inc.
Case No, AS42616

Dear Ms. Saturmn:

[ received your reguest 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. Odou’s December 27, 2013 letter, you have not even provided & 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. Odou and confirm the other expert deposition dates referenced
in his December 27, 2013, lstter. Finally, if Mr. Odou is satisfied with the bagis of moving the
Japuary 6 and January 8, 2014 Valine deposition dates you will not need authority from e,

Very truly yours,

43/ Floyd A. Hale
Floyd A, Hule

FAH/dkh

Copy: All Counsel on Service List
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7674 West Lake Mead Boufovard, Sutte 150

e fed WDOOD SMITH Las Veges, Nevada 89128-8644
eeet? HENNING & BERMAN LL#P tof TOZ 251 4100 fax 702 251 5405

Diect dal: {702} 2514119
Emai: ahati@wshblaw,com
Website;  www.wihblaw.com
Asefer t0:  05708-G0B8

2014 ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
January 8 01/08/2014 11:58:51 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.

Qur 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 accormmodate 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:

CALIFORNIA ¢« NEVADA ¢ ARIZONA + COLORADO ¢ WABHINGTON ¢ OREGON + NEW YORK
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Rachel B. Saturn, Esq.
Angius & Terry, LLP
Qur File No.: 05708-0088
January §, 2014

Page 2

Deposition of Time Valine commencing at 9 a.m. each day: January 14, 15and 16
Deposition of Thomas Sanders start at  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 am.: January 27

Deposition of Robert Shaffer commencing at 11 a.m.: January 29

Deposition of Gary Lorden commencing at 10 am.: February 3

Deposition of Felix Martin commencing at 9 a.m. each day: February 5 and 6 (if necessary)

& ¢ & &5 o = 2

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

s/ Joel D. Odou

By:
JOEL D. ODQU
ANDREW V. HALL
JDO/AVH:rmt

cc:  Floyd Hale, Special Master (via e-serve)

All Parties (via e-serve)
LEGAL:05708-0088/2868928.1
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INGIUS & TERRY LLe
0 ™. Town Center Dr,

Suite 260

as Vegas, NV 5944

(702) 990-2017

 non-profit corporation, for itself and for all

 Claims, and Consolidated Actions.

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
01/08/2014 02:19:38 PM

Paui P. Terry, Jr., SBN 7192

| Rachel Satum, SBN 8653

Aaron C. Yen, SBN 11744
ANGIUS & TERRY LLP
1120 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 260

' Las Vegas, NV 80144

Telephone: (702) 990-2017
Facsimile: (702) 990-2018

rsatum@angius-lerrz. com

| Attorneys for Plaintiff FILE WITH

MASTER C
DISTRICT courT S TER CALENDAR

CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA

p—

Case No. A542616
Dept. No. X1l
Oral Argument Requested

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada

others similarly situated,

ORDER SHORTENING TIME
HEARING RFQUEHED

D‘ate: Data. A ].f_g |

Time: time:_ Q00 Q.M.

Plaintiff

V.

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

@' LECTROM e AIVNG CASE]

Defendants.

And Related Third Party Actions, Cross

S M e e N g N e N Nt e S’

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME
COMES NOW Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS

ASSOCIATION (hereinafier “HIGH NOON” or “Plaintiff”), a Nevada non-profit mutual

benefit corporation, by and through its attorneys, hereby applies to and moves this Honorable
Court for an order shortening time for Plaintif®s Motion for Reconsideration, pursuant to

EDCR 2.26. This application is made upon the attached affidavit pursuant to EDCR 2.26.

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION ON :

501



LEGAL05000-0676/2631509.1

0592




‘»OOO‘-JO‘\U!-BLWN-_-.

L e Jmass o ot ;

SMO

FLOYD A. HALE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No, 1873

JAMS

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy, 11HFL
Las Vegas, NV 89169

| Ph: (702 457-5267

Fax: (702} 437-5267

Special Master

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

-

IR, HORTON, INC,, a Delawars Corporation,
DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, ROE BUSINFSS
or GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100,
inclusive,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

D.R. HORTON, INC..
Third-Party Plaintiff,
VS,

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC., dba IRON
SPECIALISTS, ANSE, INC. dba NEVADA
STATE PLASTERING, BRANDON LLC dba
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC:
BRAVO UNDERGROUND, INC.;
- CAMPBELL CONCRETE OF NEVADA, INC.;
CIRCLE 8 DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
dba DECK S8YSTEMS; EFFICIENT
ELECTRIC, LLC d/b/af EBFFICIENT
ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC,; HARRISON

B e T e T

Electronically Filed
12/31/2013 11:33:29 AM

ARy .

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICY COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASBNO.: A542616
DEPT. NO.: XXII

SPECIAL MASTER ORDER
STRIKING PLAINTIFFS
UNTIMELY EXPERT REPORT
OF FELIX MARTIN
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DOOR COMPANY; INFINITY BUILDING
PRODUCTS, LL.C; INTEGRITY WAILL
SYSTEMS, L.L.C.; LUKESTAR
CORPORATION; NATIONAL BUILDERS,
INC., OP.M. Inc, dbla CONSOLIDATED
ROGFING; QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS,
LTD.; RCRPLUMBING AND MECHANICAL,
INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUNPLUMBING,
LLC d/b/a RSP, INC., SGUTHERN NEVADA
CABINETS, INC,; SUNRISE MECHANICAL,
INC.; 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.

I PORT OF FELIX MARTIN

The Case Agenda in this Iitigation required the Plaintiff to deposit its final expert reports by

November 18, 2013, Plaintiff’s expert, Felix Martin, did deposit an Affidavit contained within
Plaintiff"s 17* Notice of Compliance on December 25, 2013.

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 11 of the Case
Management Order provides that an untimely expert report will be stricken by a Special Master Order,
without 2 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 afer the Case Agenda
deadline for those reports.

IT IS ORDERED that the December 24, 2015, expert report of Felix Martin {eserved on
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Decemtber 25, 2013} is stricken and that the Plaintiff must seek leave of the Special Master, upon 2

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: /s/ Floyd A, Hale
FLOYD A. HALE, Special Master
Nevada Bar No. 1873
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy. 11%Fl.
Las Vegas, NV 89169
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7674 West | ake Mead Boulevard, Sulle 150

— WOOD SMITH Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-5644
¥ HENNING & BERMAN LLP tel 702 251 4100 fax 702 251 5405

[hract dial:  {702) 251-4101
Emak: jotou@wshbiaw com
Waebsite: www.wihblaw com
Refer {0: 5708-0088

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
December 30, 2013 12/30/2013 11:54:37 AM

Floyd Hale VIA E-SERVE
Special Master

JAMS

2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite #900

Las Vegas, NV §9102

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 Plaintiff's 17t 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 ¢ OREGON + NEW YORK
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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 claim, 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 closing, 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, HENNING & BERMAN LLP

sl Joel D, Odou

By:
JOEL D, ODOU
CHRISTINA M. GILBERTSON
ANDREW V. HALL

JDO/CMG/AVH: rmt

Enclosures

cc All Parties (via E-Serve)
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Claims, and Consolidated Actions.

Attorneys for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH ) Case No. A542616
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada ! Dept. No. XX1I
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
BUSINESSES or GOVERNMENTAL
ENTITIES 1-100 inclusive

Date: January 16,2014
Time: 9:00 a.m.

Defendants,

And Related Third Party Actions, Cross

R I I UV U U S N S N N N

L 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 Couri 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 %%99
1
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associations where defects are found in two or more units, irrespective of the application of
NRCP 23. DRH’s Opposition concedes this by categorically failing to refute that clear
statement of law. Indeed, for all of DRH’s protestations, eight exhibits, and fourteen pages of
argument, its Opposition failed to identify a single instance where Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION (“HIGH NOON™) represented
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.
Ironically, 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. Furthermore, 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.

Finally, 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.

G600
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II. 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)

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 ‘[a] clearly

etroneous interpretation of the law or a clearly erroneous application of a law or rule.”” /d. at

1 780. 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 NQON 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

0601
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inherent authority to modify or amend its rulings and orders to comply with the law,
irrespective of EDCR 2.24, EDCR 2.24 presumes that court rulings and orders comply with
the law and its prerequisites were intended to remedy the rare situations where facts or
existing law change after the issuance of the ruling or order. It does not limit a court’s
inherent authority to modify or amend its prior tulings 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 interpretation 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 IIIGH NOON represented to the parties or the Court that it was limiting itg

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
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were some merit in those claims, prejudice cannot justify a misapplication of Nevada law. To
claim otherwise is the very definition of a manifest abuse of discretion. See State v. Eighth
Judicial Dist. Court of Nev., supra, 267 P.3d at 780.
1.  CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, Plaintiff respectfully requests this Honorable Court to
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.

Dated: January 14, 2014 ANGIUS & TERRY LLP

75/ 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 Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration
HEARD BY: Johnson, Susan COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 15D

COURT CLERK: Tiffany Lawrence
RECORDER: Norma Ramirez

PARTIES Craner, Andrew Attorney for Summit, United, and Quality Wood
PRESENT: Duncan, Nakesha S. Attorney for National Builders
Grant, Annalisa N Attorney for Circle S and Rising Sun
Laureano, Rut } Attorney for Circle S
Mitchell, Shannon L. Attorney for Circle S
Odou, Joel D, Attorney for DR Horton
Salerno, Nicholas B Attorney for Firestop
Stander, John J. Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tiongson, Bernadette  Attorney for OPM
Trippiedi, Adam R. Attorney for Summit and Rising Sun
WALKER, KIRK Attorney for Sunstate and Quality Wood
Young, Aaron Attorney for Efficient Electric
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Arguments regarding whether the Court erred in her prior order which limited Pltfs ability to
proceed to trial on all 342 units; regarding facts of the case and whether Pltfs made representations,
throughout the prior hearings, regarding their intent to litigate all units; whether Pltfs had dlearly
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:

- Pltfs have standing, at all times, to litigate as to the HOA common area elements;

- Based upon the Court's prior orders and understanding, Pltfs 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

- Pltfs 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).
0604
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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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