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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.: XXl

Nevada non-profit corporation, for itself

and for all others similarly situated, D.R. HORTON'S REPLY TO
PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION,

Plaintiff, AND IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF
D.R. HORTON'S MOTION FOR
V. PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

AGAINST PLAINTIFF

D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware

Corporation DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, | (ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)
ROE BUSINESSES or
GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100,
inclusive,

. Date: February 27, 2014
Defendants. Time: 9:00 a.m.
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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 d/b/a RSP, INC.,
SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS,
INC., SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT,
LLGC, 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/T hird-Party Plaintiff, D.R. Horton, Inc. ("D.R.
Horton"), by and through its attorneys Wood, Smith, Henning & Berman LLP, and
hereby files its Reply in Support of its Motion for Partial Summary Judgment
.against all current homeowners who purchased their home after High Noon At
Arlington Ranch Homeowners Association ("Plaintiff") filed its operative complaint

against D.R. Horton ("Subsequent Purchasers™).

111
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This Reply is based on the grounds that Plaintiff has failed to produce any
evidence that any material factual issue exists as to its standing to bring claims on
behalf of Subsequent Purchasers and Plaintiff misconstrues or misrepresents
Nevada law with respect to the issue of standing under NRS 40.600 ef seq.,
NRCP 16 and 17. This Reply is further based upon the following Memorandum of
Points and Authorities, the papers and pleadings on file, and any oral argument

the Court may entertain.
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

(1, INTRODUCTION

Plaintiff's Opposition to D.R. Horton's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment
("Opposition"”) is completely facking any affidavit, exhibit or even argument
demonstrating a genuine factual issue to withstand D.R. Horton's Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment ("Motion"). In fact, Plaintiff does not even attempt to raise
‘one material issue of fact in its Opposition but, rather, appropriately, focuses on
addressing D.R. Horton's legal arguments. As such, it is appropriate for this Court

to evaluate D.R. Horton's contentions in its Motion as a matter of law.

Notwithstanding the same, Plaintiff accuses D.R. Horton of failing to cite to
any controliing Nevada law in its underlying Motion for Partial Summary Judgment
("Motion"). This contention is incorrect, since even a cursory review of the Motion
reveals that D.R. Horton cited, in support of its Motion, NRS 40.645 NRS 40.61 0,
|Anse, Inc. v. Eight District Court, 124 Nev. 862, (2008), NRS 40.688, NRS
47.250(16), NRS 116.3102(d), D.R. Horton v. District Court (First Light i), 125
Nev. 449, 215 P.3d 697 (2009), and Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 729,
121 P.3d 1026, 1029 (2005). As such, Plaintiffs representation that D.R. Horton
did not cite any Nevada legal authorities in support of its Motion is patently wrong.

With regard to the aforementioned law, Plaintiff even agrees with D.R.

i Horton's and this court's prior interpretations of the same. D.R. Horton's view of

| the implications of such law, however, is far different than Plaintiff's view of such

[ LEGAL:05708-0088/2929152.1 -3~
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implications.  For example, both sides agree that Vaughn v. Dame
Construction Co., 223 Cal.App.3d 144, 147-148 {(1990) stands for the
proposition “that a plaintiff suing for construction defects retains its
standing irrespective of any changes in ownership of the unit."' D.R. Horton
has never argued that the former owners of the subject properties ("Former
Owners") lost the entirety of their cause of action upon selling their home. These
former owners retain any and all claims that they may have for repairs that they
performed or any loss of value that they allege when they sold their homes.
However, as discovery is closing and no such claims have been presented and

none were offered in opposition to this motion, these claims are now foreclosed

:(although this was not the point of this motion). Additionally, D.R. Horton is aware

that this Court has ruled that, Pursuant to NRS 116.3102, Plaintiff has standing to
bring certain claims against D.R. Horton on behalf of those that owned their
property at the time that Plaintiff filed its Complaint against D.R. Horton. As such,
D.R. Horton only moves this Court to preclude the claims of the those Subsequent
Purchaser homeowners who purchased their homes subsequent to the date
Plaintiff filed its Complaint on behalf of the respective Former Owners. As
described more thoroughly below, D.R. Horton's request is proper and Plaintiff's

concession that there are no material facts in opposition to this motion confirms

 that it should be granted.
1711

Iy
111/
Iy
111

! See Plaintiff's Opposition to D.R. Horton's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, pg. 8,
119 3-5.
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i LEGAL ARGUMENT

A. Plaintiff Has Failed To Produce Any Competent Evidence That Any
Factual Material Issue Exists

Where, as here, a motion for summary judgment has been supported with
affidavits and documentation as required by NRCP 56, the burden of proof shifts to
the non-moving party. As the Nevada Supreme Court has made abundantly clear

in its ruling in Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 121 P.3d 1026 (2008), the

| non-moving party may not rest upon general allegations and conclusions, but

"must, by affidavit or otherwise, set forth specific facts demonstrating the
existence of a genuine factual issue for trial or have summary judgment
entered against him." /d. at 121 Nev. at 731, 121 P.3d at 1031 (citing Pegasus v.

Reno Newspapers, Inc., 118 Nev. 706, 713 (2002)). (Emphasis added.) Indeed,

'the non-moving party may not defeat a motion for summary judgment "on the

gossamer threads of whimsy, speculation and conjecture.” /d. at 1030,
(emphasis added) (quoting Bulbman, Inc. v. Nevada Bell, 108 Nev. 105, 110
(1992)); Matsushita Electric Indus. Co. v. Zenith Radio Corp., 475 U.S. 574, 106 S.
Ct. 1348, 89 L. Ed. 2d 538 (1986) (holding that non-moving party must do more

than just show there is some "metaphysical doubt" the non-moving party must
show a genuine issue for frial). The Nevada Supreme Court again recently
reiterated the requirements for a party to overcome summary judgment;

To withstand summary judgment, the nonmoving party cannot

rely solely on general allegations and conclusions set forth in

the pleadings, but must instead present specific facts

demonstrating the existence of a genuine factual issue

supporting his claims.
Choy v. Ameristar Casinos, Inc., 127 Nev. Adv. Op. 78 (Nov. 23, 2011) (Uphoiding
granting of summary judgment motion because "Choy did not present any specific
facts or affidavits demonstrating the existence of a genuine issue supporting his
claim.")

I
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Furthermore, NRCP 56(e) specifically sets forth the requirements to

competently oppose summary judgment:

When a motion for summary judgment is made and supported
as provided in this rule, an adverse party may not rest upon
the mere allegations or denials of the adverse arty's
pleading, but the adverse party’s response, by affi avits or
as otherwise provided in this rule, must set forth specific
facts showing that there is a genuine issue for frial. If the

adverse party does not so respond, summary judgment, if
appropriate, shall be entered against the adverse party.

NRCP 56(e). (Emphasis added.)

Here, D.R. Horton submitted an affidavit noting the facts material to the
disposition of the Motion and numerous supporting exhibits, pursuant to NRCP
56(c), for this Honorable Court's consideration. As such, pursuant to Nevada law,
the burden has shifted to Plaintiff to establish the existence of factual material
issues. Plaintiff has failed to meet that burden and has declined to offer any facts
in opposition. Even a cursory review of Plaintiffs Opposition reveals that the

Opposition is based entirely on specuiation, conjecture, and an obvious

 misinterpretation or misrepresentation of Nevada law. Significantly, Plaintiff did

not even provide a meaningful affidavit or exhibit disputing any material fact
outlined in D.R. Horton's Motion and in support of any of their arguments asserted

in their Opposition. This failure to provide any evidence or meaningful affidavit,

| alone, is sufficient to grant summary judgment under NRCP 56(e) as noted in

Wood.

B. Plaintiff Clearly Misinterprets The Implications Of Nevada Law With
gesglfct To Its Ability To Bring Claims On Behalf Of Subsequent
urchasers

Plaintiff apparently takes the position that it may bring claims on behalf of
past, present, and even dreamed up future homeowners under NRCP 17 and NRS
116.3102. Specifically, Plaintiff notes that NRCP 17 states, in pertinent part, that:

Real party in interest. Every action shali be prosecuted in the

name of the real party in interest...a party authorized by statute
may sue in that person’s own name without joining the party for

LEGAL:05708-0088/2029152.1 -6-
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whose benefil the action is brought,.. No action shall be
dismissed on the ground that it is not prosecuted in the name of
the real party in interest until a reasonable time has been
aliowed after objection for ratification...

Plaintiff points out that NRCP 17 clearly allows "suit for the benefit of
another without joining that person as a party,” and NRS 116.3102 states that
"[associations] May institute, defend or intervene in litigation...in its own name on
behalf of itself or two or more units' owners on matters affecting the common-
interest community" (Emphasis added). Plaintiff posits that, "when read together,
fthe statutes] reflect a plain and clear legislative grant of standing to pursue this
action against DRH." D.R. Horton agrees that these statutes confer standing on
Plaintiff to bring certain claims against D.R. Horton on behalf of Former Owners
but not future owners who did not own these homes at the time this case was filed.
Plaintiff's conclusion that it may originate an action on behalf of future
purchasers of the subject property is erroneous and has no foundation in
law or logic.

Here, the Subsequent Purchasers of the subject properties were not unit
owners when Plaintiff instituted this action, thus, notwithstanding Plaintiff's
standing to bring claims on behalf of unit owners, Plaintiff never had standing to

bring claims on behalf of future unit owners. Plaintiff never even purported to be

bringing claims on behalf of prospective purchasers in its operative Complaint.
Accordingly, while it may be said Plaintiff currently has standing to assert an action
on behalf of those which were owners of the units at the time the Complaint was
filed, it never had standing to assert prospective claims on behalf of
prospective owners at the time the Complaint was filed. This also means that

Plaintif has never met normal standing requirements for Subsequent

2 see Opposition, pg. 5, N15-20.
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Purchasers, rendering its argument meritless that "the question whether the
association has the right to bring a suit on behalf of the members is an internal
question, which can be raised only be a member of the association.”

Perhaps more fatal to Plaintiff's position, however, is that the Subsequent
Purchasers have never complied with the mandates of NRS 40.600 of seq. and
cannot be "claimants” under Nevada law or Plaintiff's herein, and this Plaintiff HOA
cannot pursue claims on their behalf in a representative capacity. Should any
Subsequent Purchaser decide that they want to pursue NRS Chapter 40 claims
against D.R. Horton, the Subsequent Purchaser, or this HOA Plaintiff would need
to serve D.R. Horton with a new NRS 40.645 Notice for that particular home and
proceed through the requirements of NRS Chapter 40.

While Plaintiff wili undoubtedly try to assert that the claims of any new or
future owners should "relate back" to the original NRS 40.645 Notices, D.R.
Horton submits that there is no basis for any such "relation back." Indeed, there is
not, and cannot be, any privity between the former owners and Subsequent
Purchasers, absent an assignment of their identical claims, with respect to the
subject residences. Again, this issue has been conceded as no such assignment
has been asserted in opposition to this motion.

D.R. Horton submits that this Honorable Court recently evaiuated and
decided almost an identical issue in another matter. In Smith, et al. v. Central

Park, LLC, ef al., Case No. AB05854, this Court ruled that "any future claims

brought by later owners of the residences at issue do not reiate back to the date of

the Former Owner Plaintiffs issued their Chapter 40 notices."® In other words, this

Court ruled that if subsequent purchasers wanted to pursue construction defect

® See, Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order re: Third-Party Defendant Cedco,
inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment, or in the Alternative, Partial Summary Judgment, fited in
Case No. A605954 on December S5, 2011, at p. 9, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit
"A‘Il
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claims for the homes at issue, they would need to issue their own NRS Chapter 40

Notices and follow the mandatory procedures attendant therewith.

This Court's decision in Smith is directly in line with the California court's

 decision in Vaughn v. Dame Construction Co., which held that the real party in

interest is the party who has title to the cause of action, not title to the home. As
Plaintiff aptly pointed out in its Opposition, "the rights to causes of action are
separate, independent, and distinct from ownership of units.” As such, a
homeowner's title to her cause of action is not transferred to a subsequent

purchaser upon transfer of the ftitle to the home to the purchaser and the

| subsequent purchaser does not automatically have his own cause of action

by virtue of his new ownership of the property.

While a subsequent purchaser may have his own separate and
independent cause of action against a developer at the same time as a former
owner, he does not begin that cause of action until he serves the developer with a
new NRS 40.645 Notice for that particular home and proceeds through the
requirements of NRS Chapter 40.

D.R. Horton submits that the court's decision in Vaughn and this Court's

decision in Smith is directly on point with the situation presented herein, and may

appropriately be considered by this Honorable Court as persuasive authority.
Considering the aforementioned, this Court should dismiss the claims of the

Subsequent Purchaser Plaintiffs.

til.  CONCLUSION

Plaintiff has the burden to prove it has standing to pursue claims in this
matter. Plaintiffs have not done so. Because Subsequent Purchasers have never

brought a cause of action against D.R. Horton, they simply are not a party to this

.Elitigation. Further, Subsequent Purchasers have never been a "claimant® under

NRS 40.610. Accordingly, they lack standing and are not the Real Parties in

LEGAL:05708-0088/2929152.1 -9~
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| Interest in this matter. As such, Plaintiff never had normal standing to bring claims

1
on Subsequent Purchasers' behalf.

Plaintiff, on behalf of Former Owners, has the burden of establishing,
through competent evidence, that they have incurred costs or suffered damages
recoverable under NRS Chapter 40. Plaintiff has not met this burden. Indeed,
Former Owner Plaintiffs have failed to meet their burdens in opposing D.R.
Horton's Motion in every respect.

For the reasons set forth herein, D.R. Horton respectfully requests
summary judgment be entered against Subsequent Purchasers. Specifically, this
court should rule as a matter of law that the Plaintiff HOA's claims are limited to
the enumerated exterior claims for the 112 homes that are still owned by those
homeowners that owned their homes when the case was filed, and the interior
"sub-class” is limited fo 62 of these same homes since the Plaintiff HOA may only
stand in the shoes of those homeowners that meet the normal standing
requirements of Nevada law and this court's prior Orders on Standing.

DATED: Februaryég_ , 2014 WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN, LLP

By: u %\

OEL D. ODOU

evada Bar No. 007468
ANDREW V. HALL
Nevada Bar No. 012762
VICTORIA L. HIGHTOWER
Nevada Bar No. 010897
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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THE MARK, L LLP -
1120 Town Center Drive, Suite 200 ‘ 5 E

Las Vegas, Nevada 89144 (2 &‘- *
(702)341-7870 / Fax: (702)341-8049 CLERK OF THE COURT

efile@markslg.com

CHRISTOPHER M., AMEN, ESQ. / BAR NO. (06880
STEVEN L. FOREMASTER, ESQ./BAR NO. 010350
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP

6385 South Rainbow Boulevard, Suite 600

Las Vegas, NV 891118

702-893-3383; Fax 702-893-3789
camen@lbbslaw.com

foremaster@lbbslaw.com

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant CEDCO, INC,

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO.  A-09-605954-D

ROBERT SMITH, individuaily; EDWA
Mi individually; E RD DEPTNO. XXII

ALFONSQ, individually; ERNIE A, and LUZ
2. BELEN, individually; AARON
BLANCHARD, individually; JOHNMEL
CORPUZ, individuaily; KEFLE EYOB and
GIDEY ZERESENAI, individually; FRANK
and ANNETTE FAZIO, individually;
RICHARD FRIEDEMANN, individually;
PATRICK C. and SUSAN L. GRAHAM,
individually; ROBERT and SHANNON
GROTBECK, individually; ISHMAEL and
MARLA D. GUERRA, individually;
CONSUELLA HAWKINS, individually;

)

g

)

% (ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)

)

|

%
JAMES and LENA HENNER, individually; %

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

);

)

)

);

);

)

)

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW AND ORDER RE: THIRD-PARTY

- DEFENDANT CEDCO, INC.’S MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT, OR IN
THE ALTERNATIVE, PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

BRENT LYMER and CHERYL ALFRED,
individually; GEORG J. and IRENE
MARMELSTEIN, individually; DEBORAH 8.
NICKLE, individually; SUSAN NORDEL,
individually; JOSEPH and HENRIETTE
RESTUCCIA, individually; KEVIN and TINA
ROBERTS, individually; RICHARD
SCHUMACHER and DENISE RILEY,
individuaﬂy; RICHARD S. and VIRGINIA A,
SCIBIOR, individually; APRIL STORER-
GLUCK, individually; JOHN and YVONNE
TURNER, individuaily; MARY M. UY,
individually; DAVID and TRICIA BEAL,
individually; JEFF BROWNE, individually,
SHEILA DRAYSTER, individuatly;

.1- Dloct; 9183531
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GUILLERMO M. and YVONNE MARIE ;
SANCHEZ, individually; RYO and KEIKQ
KOHAMA, individually; ERICK CRUZ, )
individually; MARIAN FANELLA, )
individually; KYU MIN HAN, individually; )
ROY D. HANSON, individually; RICK )
HIGGINS, individuaily; BEE WAH )
WILKINSON, individually; TOM and QUEEN )
E. STASICK, individually; VICKI DIGGS, )
individually, YVONNE HYDE, individually; )
DAVID KOHLMEIER, individually;

MANAMI H. MATA, individually; MARY
ANN MONDAY, individually; THELMA I..
PATTERSON, individually; CHARLES

- BASTIEN, individually, DAVID BRADLEY,

J
§
BAS 3RAD )
individually; RANDY HATADA, individually; )
MARC KENWOOD, individually; DELMIS 1. §
RATLIFF and DIANA KENNEDY, )
individually; NORLAND K. SKELTON, )]
individually; TODD SUNDERLAND, ;
individually, RYAN TOMAINO, individually;
CARL B. WELLER, individually; ANDREA );
M, BEDNAR, individually; RONALD )
JOHNSON, individually; MASAKO )
KIMURA, individually; PATRICIA }
MCCARTNEY, individually; ROBERT J. And )
SHIRLEY A, O’LEARY, individually; );
ROBERT JOHN and EVA ANN )
ROMMERSKIRCHEN, individually; )
ANGELA SHIH, individually; JARRELL B. )
SILER, individually; JOHN C. And )
REBECCA CAROLINE WILSON, )
individually; KENNETH S. MOORE, )
individually; MOSHEN KAVAND! and )
NAHOMI KURATO, individually; VICTOR
and CHRISTINA SIEW, individually; NICKIE
MALINAK, individually; CHARLES B, )]
FAHY, individually; JESUSA B. )
DUSCHANE, individuaily; DANIEL V. And )
ELEANOR R. CABAL, individually; )]
ALFRED and LINDA TAY, individually; )
LINDA TAY and YUET KING-LAM, )
individually; MICHELE BARTH, individually; )
GAIL BRUSH, individually; PAT J, And )
LINDA 8. SALVADOR, individually; PAUI, );
MICHAEL D, LEYNES and PETER JOSEPH )
D. LEYNES, individually; CATHERINE OH, )
individually; DELORIS KING, individualty; )
KAVEH and SHIRIN TEHERANI, )
individually; and ROES 47-600, inclusive, )
)
)
)

PlaintifTs,

V8.
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CENTRAL PARK, LLC., a Nevade limited
liability company; AMLAND
DEVELOPMENT, INC.,, a Nevada
corporation; AMLAND DEVELOPMENT,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; U.S.

| WEST DEVELOPMENT, INC., 2 Nevada

corporation; and DOES I through 500,
inclusive,

Defendants.

CENTRAL PARK, LLC., a Nevada limited
liability company; AMLAND
DEVELOPMENT, INC,, a Nevada
corporation; AMLAND DEVELOPMENT,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; U.S,
WEST DEVELOPMENT, INC., a Nevada
corporation; and DOES 1 through 500,
inclusive,

Third-Party Plaintiffs,
Vs,

)
|
)
)
)
|
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
%
AR ORNAMENTAL IRON, INC,, s Nevada )
corporation; ANOZIRA DOOR SYSTEMS,
INC., an Arizona corporation; B.D, TRIM-CO,
INC., a Texas corporation; CABINETEC,
INC., a Nevada corporation, CAMPBELL )}
CONCRETE OF NEVADA, INC,, aNevada )
corporation; CARPET BARN, INC,, a )
Delaware corporation; CARPETS.‘N MORE, ;
LLC, a Nevada limited liability corporation;
CEDCO, INC., a Nevada corporation; )
CHAMPION DRYWALL INC. OF NEVADA, )
a Nevada corporation; CREATIVE SURFACE )
SOLUTIONS, INC,, a Nevada corpozation; )
CREATIVE TOUCH INTERIORS, INC.,a )
Maryland corporation; DISTINCTIVE )
MARBLE, INC,, an Arizona corporation;
DRYWALL SYSTEMS, INC., a Nevada
corporation; EAGLE SENTRY, a Nevada )
company; EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC, )
dfb/a EFFICIENT ELECTRIC, a Nevada g
corporation; GEOTEK, INC,, a Nevada
corporation; GILMORE & MARTIN g
CONSTRUCTION, INC., a Nevada
corporation; L&S AIR CONDITIONING, ;
HEATING & FIREPLACE, LLC, aNevada
limited liability corporation; MAGNUM AIR, )
a Nevada corporation; MERIT STRUCTURES 3
& RESTORATION, INC. d/bfa ATLAS
PIERS, a Utah corporation; MILGARD )
MANUFACTURING, INC,, a Washingfon )

-3
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eorpotation; PACIFIC DRYWALL & PAINT, }
INC., a Nevada corporation; QUALITY )
WwOOD PRODUCTS, LTD., a Nevada
corporation; RCR PLUMBING & ;
MECHANICAL, INC,, a California );
corporation; SACRAMENTO INSULATION )
CONTRACTORS, d/b/a GALE BUILDING )
PRODUCTS, a California corporation; STEVE }
BLEAK, d/b/a SUNSHINE GLASS & )
MIRROR, an unknown entity; SUN CITY !
LANDSCAPE & LAWN MAINTENANCE,
INC., a Nevada corporation; TITAN STAIRS
& TRIM, INC,, a Nevada corporation;
WESTAR KITCHEN & BATH,LLC, a )
Delaware c(Noratlon WILLIS ROOF )
CONSULTING, INC., a Nevada corporation; g
WTW ENT ERPRISES LLC, a Nevada
corporation; and MOES 5- 500 inclusive, . )
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
);
)
),
)
}
J
)
),
)

Third-Party Defendants.

MILGARD MANUFACTURING, INC,, a
Washington corporation, inclusive,

Third-Party Plaintiff,
V8.

CARTWRIGHT ENTERPRISES, an unknown
business entity; JERRY CARTWRIGHT dba
CARTWRIGHT ENTERPRISES; DOES'1
through 5, inclusive; and ROE B{JSINESSES
1 thl'ough 10, mcluswe

Third-Party Defendants. ;

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSKONS OF LAW AND ORDER RE: THIRD-PARTY
DEFENDANT CEDCO INC.*S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT, OR IN THE

ALTERNATIVE PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

This matter, conceming Third-Parly Defendant CEDCO, INC.’s Motion for Summary

Judgment, or in the alternative, Partial Summary Judgment, and Joinders to that Motion, came on for

hearing on September 15, 201 1, at 9:00 a.m. before Department XXII of the Eighth Judicial District

Court, The Honorable Susan F, Johnson presiding. Plaintiffs appeared by and through their attorney,

BRADLEY ROSENBERG, of the law firm SHINNICK RYAN & RANSAVAGE, P.C;

Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff AMLAND DEVELOPMENT, LLC, appeared by and through its
attorney, JOSEPH GOLDMAN, ESQ. of the law firm COOKSEY, TOOLEN, GAGE, DUFFY, &

Dack: 918353.1
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WOOG; CEDCO, INC, appeared by and through iis attorneys, EILEEN MULLIGAN MARKS,
ESQ. of the law firm THE MARKS LAW GROUP and KIRK N, WALKER, ESQ, of the law firm
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP. All other appearances made by counsel at the time
of the hearing were noted on the record.

Having reviewed the papers and pleadings on file and having heard oral arguments of the
parties, this Court makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and issues the‘
following Orders:

FINDIN EFACT

I This litigation concerns allegations of construction deficiencies relative to single-
| family homes in the Central Park Estates subdivision located in Las Vegas, Nevada, Central Park
Estates in its entirety consists of approximately 262 single family homes, The Plaintiffs in this case
have alleged they are the owners of 79 homes in the Central Park Estates subdivision.

2. On December 15, 2009, Plaintiffs filed a Complaint naming CENTRAL PARK, L.C,
AMLAND DEVELOPMENT, INC., AMLAND DEVELOPMENT, LLC, and U.S. WEST
DEVELOPMENT, INC. as Defendants. Plaintiffs’ causes of action include: (1) Breach of Contract
and Breach of Express Warranties as against All Defendants and Does 1 through 400; (2) Breach of
Implied Warranties ~ Third Party Beneficiary as against Does 1 through 400; (3) Negligence end
Negligence Per Se as to All Defendants and Does 1 through 400; and (4) Breach of Implicd Warranty
of Habitability as to All Defendants and Does 1 through 400.

3. Defendants CENTRAL PARK, LC, AMLAND DEVELOPMENT, INC., AMLAND
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, and U.S. WEST DEVELOPMENT, INC. filed an Answer to the Complaint
on February 24, 2010, On May 24, 2010, CENTRAL PARK, LC, AMLAND DEVELOPMENT,
INC., AMLAND DEVELOPMENT, LLC, and U.S, WEST DEVELOPMENT, INC, filed a Third-
Party Complaint, naming as Third-Party Defendants CEDCO, INC. and various other subcontractors

presumed to have been invelved in the original construction of the homes at issue in the litigation.

The Third-Party Complaint includes the following causes of action: (1) Negligence; (2) Breach of
Express and Implied Warranties; (3) Implied Indemnity; (4) Breach of Contract; (5) Equitable
Indemnity; (6) Contribution; (7) Apportionment; (8) Express Indemnity; (9) Declatatory Relief] and

-5- DouH: 9183531
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(10) Declaratory Relief re; Duty to Defend, CEDCO, INC. filed an Answer o the Third-Party
Complaint on July 8, 2010,
4. On or about QOctober 27, 2010, Plaintiffs produced a Preliminary Defect List, alleging

that the litigant homes suffer from construction deficiencies relating to various components of their

residences,

5. Third-Party Defendant CEDCO, INC. now moves for summary judgment against ten
Plaintiffs whom CEDCO, INC, claims no longer own the homes identified in the Complaint
("“Former Owner Plaintiffs™). CEDCO, INC. proposes that, without an ownership interest in the
homes, the Former Owner Plaintiffs no longer have standing to pursue claims under NRS 40.600 er
seq.

6. Plaintiffs KEFLE EYOB and GIDEY ZERESENAI no longer hold an ownership
interest in the residence located at 9134 Aqueduct Street, for which they are asserting claims, Nor
have they presented any evidence supporting a claim for past repairs, loss of use, diminished value,
or an assigniment of any claims,

7. Plaintiff EDWARD ALFONSO no longer holds an ownership interest in the
residence located at 9140 Aqueduct Street, for which he is asserting claims. Nor has he presented
any evidence supporting a claim for past repairs, loss of use, diminished value, or an assignment of
any claims.

3. Plaintiffs ERNIE A, and LUZ P. BELEN no longer hoid an ownership interest in the
residence located at 9236 Aqueduct Street, for which they are asserting claims. Nor have they
presented any evidence supporting a claim for past repairs, joss of use, diminished value, or an
assignment of any claims,

9, Plaintiffs DANIEL B, and ELEANOR R. CABAL no longer hold an ownership
interest in the residence located at 175 Staten Island Avenue, for which they are asserting claims.
Nor have they presented any evidence supporting a claim for past repairs, loss of use, diminished
value, or an assignment of any claims.

10.  Plaintiff DEBORAH NICKLE no longer holds an ownership interest in the residence
located at 111 Twin Towers Avenue, for which she is asserting claims. Nor has she presented any

- Dock: 918351.3
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evidence supporting a claim for past repairs, loss of use, diminished value, or an assignment of any
claims,

11, Plaintiffs RYO and KEIKO KOHAMA no longer hold an ownership interest in the
residence located at 173 Greenwich Village Avenue, for which they are asserting claims, Nor have
they presented any evidence supporting a claim for loss of use, diminished value, or an assignment of
any claims. Said Plaintiffs did produce, with Plaintiffs’ Opposition to the Motion for Summary

Judgment, documents alleged to support a claim for past repair expenses.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

I, Summary judgment is appropriate when the pleadings and other evidence on file
shows that “there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to a
Judgment as a matter of law.” NRCP 56(c). The substantive law controls which factual disputes are
material and will prectude summary judgment; other factual disputes are irrelevant, Wood v.
Saferway, Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 731 121 P.3d 1026 (2005).

2. The non-moving parly may ot rest upon general ailegation and conclusions, but must
set forth specific facts demonstrating the existence of a genuine issue of material fact, Wood, 121
Nev. at 731, 121 P.3d at 1030-031. The party opposing a motion for summary judgment must do
more than simply show that there is some doubt as to the material facts. Matushita Elec. Indust. Co.
v. Zenith Radio Corp., 475 U.S. 574, 586, 106 8. Ct. 1348, 1356 (1986). The non-moving party
must come forward with specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial, /d at 587, 106
S. Ct. 1356. Where the record taken as 2 whole cannot lead a rational trier of fact to find for the non-
moving party, there is no genuine issue for trial. Id at 5 87, 106 8. Ct. 1356. The non-moving party
may not defeat a motion for summary judgment by relying “on the gossamer threads of whitmnsy,
speculation and conjecture.” Wood, 121 Nev, at 731, 121 P.3d at 1030.

3. Only the real party in interest can prosecute an action. NRCP 17(a). The real party in
interest is the party who has a significant interest in the claim, as well as a right to enforce it, See
Paikter v. Anderson, 96 Nev, 941 (1980), see also Szil‘agyi v. Tesfa, 673 P.2d 495, 99 Nev. 834
{1983),

i
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4. NRS 40.600 ef seq. governs claims for constructional defects. The definition of a
person who may bring a claim for constructional defects is plain, unambiguous, and expressly
defined in NRS 40.610. A “claimant” is “[a]n owner of a residence.” NRS 40.6 10(1). Claimants are
limited as to what they can recover. NRS 40.655. Specifically, constructional defect plaintiffs may
recover only the following: .

I, The reasonable cost of any repairs already made that were necessary {o cure
any constructional defect that the contractor failed to cure;

2, The reasonable cost of any repairs yet to be made that are necessary to cure

any consiructional defect that the contractor failed to cure;

3. The reasonable expenses of temporary housing reasonably necessary during
the repair;

4, The loss of the use of all or any part of the residence;

5. The reasonable vatue of any other property damaged by the constructional
defect;

6. Reasonable experts® costs and fees; and

7. Interest, as provided by statute.

Id. Because they no longer have an ownership interest in the residences at issue, the Former Owner
Plaintiffs are no longer “claimants” under Chapter 40, nor do they have a significant interest in a
claim for “repairs yet to be made.” None of the Former Owner Plaintiffs have provided the Court
with evidence of lost use, diminished value, or an assigniment of any claims. Without evidence to
support these claims, no rational trier of fact could find in favor of any of the Former Owner
Plaintiffs for claims of lost use or diminished value. Accordingly, summary judgment is approprieite
as to these claims. Additionally, out of the ten Former Owner Plaintiffs, only Plaintiffs RYO and
KEIKO KOHAMA have provided the Court with evidence of alleged past repairs, and as a result,
their claim is limited to past repairs, as set forth in the documentation presented,

11

Iy

/1
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5. Furthermore, once the Former Owner Plaintiffs lost or transferred their ownership

inferests in the residences at issue, the Foirmer Owner Plaintiffs’ claims as to future repairs associated

with the construction defect allegations were extinguished unless they were assigned at or before the
time of transfer. If any such assignments exist, they should have been produced. Because no such
assignments have been produced in this litigation with respect to the residences at issue in CEDCO,
INC.’s Motion for Summary Judgment, any future claims brought by later owners of the residences
at issue do not relate back to the date the Former Owner Plaintiffs issued their Chapter 40 notices.

IT IS ORDERED that Third-Party Defendant CEDCO INC.’s Motion for Summary
Judgment is GRANTED as to all claims as to the following Plaintiffs:

No. Named Plaintiff Residence Address in Plaintiffs’ Complaint
1. | Kefle Eyob 9134 Aqueduct Street

2. 1 Gidey Zeresanai 9134 Aqgueduct Street

3. | Edward Alfonso 9140 Aqueduct Street

4. | Ernie A. Belen 9236 Aqueduct Street

5. | LuzP, Belen 9236 Aqueduct Street

6. | Daniel B. Cabal 173 Greenwich Village Ave.

7. | Eleanor R. Cabal 173 Greenwich Village Ave.

8. | Deborah Nickle 111 Twin Towers Avenue

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Third-Party Defendant CEDCO INC.’s Motion for
Summary Judgment is GRANTED as to all claims, other than a claim for past repair expenses
associated with the documents produced in Opposition to the Motion for Summary Judgment, as to
the following Plaintiffs:

11
i1
i
1
i
1117
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No. | Named Plaintiff

Residence Address in Plaintiffs’ Complaint

9. | Ryo Kohama

173 Greenwich Village Ave.

10, | Keike Kohama

173 Greenwich Village Ave.

BASED ON AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FOREGOING, IT IS 80

| ORDERED.

Dated; L&QQ /, ,2&'”

Respectfully submitted,
THE MARKS LAW GROUP, e

L LY TS
1120 Town Centex Drive, Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144
Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant
CEDCO, INC,

Case No. A~ 09-6059
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Electronically Filed
03/24/2014 12:02:49 PM

TRAN 0. b flin—

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH

HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, CASE NO. A-542616

DEPT. XXl

Plaintiff,
vS.

D RHORTON, INC.,

i L L L )

Defendant.

BEFORE THE HONORABLE SUSAN H. JOHNSON, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
FEBRUARY 27, 2014

RECORDER’S TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING RE

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT FIRESTOP, INC.’S MOTION TO DISMISS
PLAINTIFF’'S COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO NRCP 41(e) / D.R. HORTON, INC.'S
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

APPEARANCES:
For the Plaintiff: JOHN J. STANDER, ESQ.
For the Defendant: JOEL E. ODOU, ESQ.

[Additional appearances on following page]
RECORDED BY: NORMA RAMIREZ, COURT RECORDER
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ADDITIONAL PARTIES

SUNSTATE COMPANIES
QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS

RISING SUN PLUMBING
OPM, INC.
CIRCLE S DEVELOPMENT

RISING SUN PLUMBING
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT

EFFICIENT ELECTRIC
QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS
NATIONAL BUILDERS
FIRESTOP, INC.

QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT

HUNITED ELECTRIC

KIRK WALKER, ESQ.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

BERNADETTE S. TIONGSON, ESQ.

SHANNON L. MITCHELL, ESQ.

ADAM R.TRIPPIED!, ESQ.

AARON YOUNG, ESQ.

SEETAL N. TEJURA, ESQ.
JENNIFER A. FORNETTI, ESQ.

DILLON G. COIL, ESQ.

RANDALL D. GUSTAFSON, ESQ.

ANDREW CRANER, ESQ.
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 2014 AT 9:28:32 A M.

THE COURT: And that leaves us with High Noon At Arlington Ranch
Homeowners Association versus D.R. Horton.

MR. WALKER: Good moming, Your Honor. Kirk Walker on behalf of Sun
State Companies and Quality Wood Products.

MS. GRANT: Good morning, Your Honor. Annalisa Grant on behalf of Rising
Sun Plumbing.

MS. TIONGSON: Good morning, Your Honor. Bernadette Tiongson on
behalf of OPM, Inc.

MR. GUSTAFSON: Randy Gustafson for Firestop.

THE COURT CLERK: I'm sorry, can we do the back row first, we have to
keep —

MR. GUSTAFSON: Oh, sorry.

THE COURT CLERK: -- track of who is where who's standing where.

MR. GUSTAFSON: -- They're slipping in.

MS. MITCHELL: Good morning, Your Honor. Shannon Mitchell on behalf of

| Circle S Development dba Deck Systems.

MR. TRIPPIEDI: Good moming. Adam Trippiedi for Rising Sun Plumbing

'and Summit Drywall and Paint,

MR. YOUNG: Good morning, Your Honor. Aaron Young on behalf of
Efficient Electric.

MS. TEJURA: Good morning, Your Honor. Seetal Tejura, bar number 8284
for Quality Wood Products.

MS. FORNETTI: Good morning, Your Honor. Jennifer Foretti on behalf of

0933
Page - 3




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

18 |

20

21

22

23

24

25

National Builders.

THE COURT. Now we can go to the front row.

MR. COIL: Good morning, Your Honor. Dillon Coil on behalf of Firestop.

MR. GUSTAFSON: Randy Gustafson on behalf of Firestop.

MR. CRANER: Good moming, Your Honor. Andrew Craner on behalf of
Quality Wooed Products, Summit Drywall, and United Electric.

MR. ODOU: Good morning, Your Honor. Joel Odou on behalf of D.R.
Horton.

MR. STANDER: Good morning, Your Honor. John Stander on behalf of
Plaintiff.

THE COURT: Okay. Well, you're at least down to one crutch.

MR. STANDER: Well, I've got the other one over there. For the short walk |
only use one.

THE COURT: Okay. And, Mr. Gustafson, since you are here | assume Ms.
Splaine is where?

MR. GUSTAFSON: With her new bomn baby.

THE COURT: And —

MR. GUSTAFSON: Six pounds, one ounce, Quinn. Doing well.

THE COURT: Boy?

MR. GUSTAFSON: Boy. Yeah.

THE COURT: Well, congratulations to her.

MR. GUSTAFSON: [indecipherable] yes. She emails daily.

THE COURT: Okay. With pictures I'm sure.

MR. GUSTAFSON: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. Let's go ahead — we've got Third-Party Defendant

0934
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Firestop’s Motion to Dismiss the Complaint Pursuant to NRCP 41(e). We've got
various joinders to that, we've also got D.R. Horton’s Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment and various joinders to that. It seems to me the best one to proceed with
would be first of all the 41(e) motion. Okay. And she not only had a baby but she
put you in the hot seat, right?

MR. GUSTAFSON: She did.

THE COURT: Okay. I've got some questions too on this one. | want to tell

| you, I've been always worried about a CD case being faced with a 41(e) and so

yesterday in preparing | went ahead and went through a lot of the cases on this. If |
can find them. There they are. And isn’t Boren kind of a spotted dog on this one?
MR. GUSTAFSON: It's a two paragraph opinion the basis of which | can't

discemn. It's a very conclusory ruling. | assume the Court is finding no lack of

 diligence on the part of the Plaintiff. Yeah, | —-

THE COURT: That was way -

MR. GUSTAFSON: -- can’t tell what it stands for.

THE COURT: Yeah, that was back in the days of the Gunderson, Manukian. 1
don’t know if you were here in the 80’s, but we had a very lively Supreme Court
back then and they had very short opinions.

MR. GUSTAFSON: Yes.

THE COURT: But, | guess — you know, | read over that and it wasn’t hard to

read over it several times. But, | guess, what was troubling to me is that in that case

is appeared that the matter was stayed like four years and then the Supreme Court

they kind of punted and said that we're not gonna get into who is at fault for not
bringing it to the Court’'s attention or lifting the stay or whatever the case may be and

they just put out this general rule, no matter whose fault it is if there’s a stay in place

(935
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by the Court that it's a stay and it's a tolling. And frankly | was surprised by reading
that.

MR. GUSTAFSON: It seems almost as though they're blaming the Court for
setting some stay that nobody desired. It's just hard to read between the lines. And |
it's the oldest case and as the more recent cases clarified there are very narrow
exceptions to a statute that has no exceptions on its face.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. GUSTAFSON: The Morgan case, the Monroe case there aren’t of course
any Chapter 40 cases, but if you look at Morgan which involved the arbitration delay,
it got lost in the process.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. GUSTAFSON: That's somewhat analogous to Chapter 40 where there’s
a separate procedure where you hold on litigating and when that's complete you
move on and get a trial date, 41(e) is still enforced, and if the parties slumber or
aren't diligent, they’re gonna run out of time.

We got to this position — this case as you know, because the complaint
was filed first and it was a good six months or more before there was even a
Chapter 40 notice, certainly a time period where it was only Horton at the time
where Horton is not at fault or not failing to be diligent. And then Your Honor has
warnings in multiple orders going back | think to ‘07 and 09 that this looks like a
problem with 41(e) and it was much — more easily cured back then by a dismissal

without prejudice and start the process over. Now we're so far along | think the

:appropriate carve out for the Supreme Court on what kind of stays count are those

the Supreme Court has initiated which was the four hundred-sixty plus day one for

the underlying appeal.
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THE COURT: Four hundred-sixty four but who's counting.

MR. GUSTAFSON: Four sixty-four. The others are really related to delays in |
getting through the Chapter 40 process and it can’t be blamed on the subcontractors
certainly. | know there’s finger pointing in a desire to balance equities but I'm not
sure the statute and the opinions give a whole lot of leeway to evaluate equities
other then when making a decision whether a dismissal is with prejudice or without.
Either you have one of the special carve out kind of stays like in the med mal matter
-- what was that? That was Baker, or you don't. And this one doesn’t have any of
those exceptions.

It's, as you know, been difficult for the Defendants to catch up and
they're scrambling, but it's a far miss from complying with the five year rule. Prior
opportunities to cure it weren't taken. And we filed a short motion because we think
it's a short analysis, there’s just no exception that applies. Thanks.

THE COURT: Okay. Anybody else?

MR. ODOU: Your Honor, Joel Odou on behalf of D.R. Horton. We filed a
joinder and we filed a subsequent reply with some additional points because | think
we're probably — in fact, we are the only party that has been in this case for seven
years. And our complaint seven years ago is the same complaint that you've heard
many times and you'll hear unfortunately many times if this case goes forward which
is it was — the case was commenced and then we figured out, oh, we have to figure
out why we're suing. And that wasn't a problem that D.R. Horton caused, that was a
problem the Plaintiff caused. They filed a lawsuit and tried to figure it out later and
later turned out to be never because this Court already has thirty plus motions in

limine over that very issue as to what the heck are Plaintiffs’ claims. And for the

| Plaintiffs to now come before the Court and say, well, gee, you can't dismiss this
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case because it's — it's stayed and it's not our fault that we couldn't bring the case to
trial because we didn’t know what our claims were. We've been telling them this for
seven years; we want to know what your claims are.

Iif this Court fooks at its file and locks at the motions that D.R. Horton
brought in this case, we have two motions to dismiss because we couldn't determine
what the Plaintiffs’ claims are and they were not proceeding with those claims., We
have numerous motions bringing to this Court’s attention the problems that we had
trying to decipher those claims. We had a motion to stay that the Plaintiffs say, “oh,
well look, there was a this motion to stay.” That was brought solely because at that
time in 2010 again we still didn’t know what the Plaintiffs’ claims are. And so for the
Plaintiff to then say, “Well, you know, the case was stayed therefore we couldn’t
prosecute it and therefore we fall under the Morgan case.” That does not hold any
water factually. The Morgan case is very specific; it came twenty years after the
short Boren case and it says -- and that case — and that case is analogous, it says:
“We conclude that had the NRCP 61. — 16.1 procedure has been resorted to in a
timely fashion, sufficient ime was availabie within which to ensure the placement of
this matter upon the trial calendar.” That is exactly what we have here. Had
Chapter 40 been timely resorted to -- or resorted to in a timely fashion we would
have never filed the first two motions to dismiss that were denied without prejudice
and we would have never joined this third motion to dismiss which should be
granted.

The record is so crystal clear in this case 'm sure the Court’s filings ~ if
this was the old days when we had paper copies we’d probably go to the ceiling with
all of the different concerns that have been raised by the Defendants about the fact

that this case was commenced backwards. And for the Plaintiffs to now come
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before the Court and go, “Well gee, the case was commenced before we had a
Chapter 40 notice and that now excuses our non-compliance with the five year
statute.” That really is an argument that has — you have o - you have to have a lot
of chutzpah to bring that before this Court. They created that problem years ago,
they never fixed it. Counsel for the association have gone through three attorneys,
we've heard them blame each other for those delays but those delays were years
ago. Present counsel associated into this case in 2009 then withdrew then came
back. They've had years to get their house in order and we would not have these
problems if their house was in order.

We have a number of housekeeping matters that we’re gonna talk
about later for the motions in limine in this case and almost all of those motions in
limine again go back to the fact that we still dor't know what Plaintiffs’ claims are
about. And so for them to say, “Well, you know, the fact that we didn’t know what
our claims were about meant that we couldn’t bring the case fo trial.” That's an
llogical position. And that’s really what they're trying to do, they’re trying to go back
in time and say, “Well, it's not our fault we commenced a case without knowing what
our claims are.” Yes, it is their fault that they commenced the case without knowing
what their claims are and that does not excuse them for not complying with the five
year now.

This case has been begging for it to be dismissed for years. This is the
third time that this motion has been heard by this Court. It should certainly come as
no surprise to the Plaintiffs that the parties would be enforcing this rule and this case
should be dismissed.

THE COURT: Okay. Anyone else on the defense side? No. Okay.

MR. STANDER: Your Honor, once again we've heard Mr. Odou in my opinion
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| mischaracterize what's been going on in this case for years. If | - he goes through

the same litany of how everything is Plaintiff’'s fault and you know because I've
expressed this to you before. | don't think that's accurate at all. In fact, even the
early Chapter 40 days when Nancy Quon was involved going through Chapter 40
with Mr. Odou and D.R. Horton is an arduous, arduous thing. They request testing
every single unit and if we don’t get into every single unit which of course in reality
you never can. They bring a motion to the Court saying, oh, Chapter 40 is not
closed, Chapter 40 is not closed. It takes years to get through Chapter 40 with this
particular attorney, with this particular Defendant.

THE COURT: Well, Mr. Stander, if — | mean, | know this is getting a little bit off
of the NRCP 41(e), but under Chapter 40 doesn’t the developer have the right to

inspect and then repair if they want to do that after --

MR. STANDER: They do — I'm sorry, | didn't mean to interrupt.

THE COURT: That's all right. So, if your client is representing on a standing —
you know, as a representative three hundred forty-two owners, aren’t they entitied tol
go through three hundred forty-two units?

MR. STANDER: Your Honor, | believe they are. And this Defendant and this
attorney exercises that right and it takes a great deal of time is the only point I'm
making. And the point I'm making is a great deal of time passed while Chapter —
while we were in Chapter 40 and these attorneys are trying to represent that the
Plaintiff couldn’t get their act together, Plaintiff never knew — the Plaintiff to this day
doesn't know what their claims are about. This is hogwash, absolute hogwash. We
had our claims in reports as the same as in every CD case years and years and |
years, in 2009, and then when this was — when our firm came back again we had

new reports.
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This attorney and this client, D.R. Horton and Mr. Odou, then take those
and they raise every possible procedural argument and substantive argument. |
Again, Your Honor, they have a right to. I'm not quibbling with their right to

challenge our standing. But they do, and they challenge the standing and so we go

'up to the Supreme Court and we come back down. Anyway, the characterization is

what I'm taking offense at is that all of this has been Plaintiff's fault, it has not.

So, now let’s get into Rule 41(e). Your Honor, Boren is a bright line
rule. As Mr. Gustafson stated and as Your Honor stated, there isn't much meat in it
to say, well, they ruled this way because Plaintiff wasn't at fault, or they ruled this
way because the Court ordered an inappropriate stay.

THE COURT: Infact, | — from what little | was able to gleam from that case it |
appeared that the Supreme Court was pretty much putting the fault on the Plaintiff
because didn’t the defense in that case try to lift that stay, Plaintiff opposed, and it
went on for four years?

MR. STANDER: Again, it was —~ yeah, it's hard to get the truth, but my

impression was Plaintiffs sat on their hands. But the thing to look at in Boren and all

of the cases that follow Boren and it's consistent — all the cases that address this
issue, post Boren | should say, where there is a stay — where there is a stay there is
a tolling, okay? That happened in Boren, it happened in Baker. And Baker | think is

more analogous to this case than any of the others. Baker if you'l recall had to do

 with @ medical malpractice issue and they had to stay the litigation in order to go

through a panel — I'm not a medical malpractice attomey but —

THE COURT: A medical screening.

MR. STANDER: A medical screening panel. And during that time the Court
said rightly, “The Plaintiff can’t proceed, there’s a stay.” We're telling the Plaintiff
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you can't proceed so we can’t —it's a fundamental fairness question. We can’t say,

| “Plaintiff you can't proceed” and then say, “Oops, Plaintiff, you didn’t proceed, you

lose your case.” It's fundamental. First, | think Boren said it best: “We adopt the —
for the Court to prohibit the parties from going to trial and then to dismiss their action
for failure to bring it to trial is so obviously unfair and unjust as to being unarguable.”

There’s another case after that, Richard v. Montgomery Ward where there was a

bankruptcy stay, 11 USC section 362(a), and they said that that stay tolls 41(e).
The case that was cited by defense in their reply is Morgan. Read that case
carefully, there was not a stay. That's — they didn’t expressly distinguish Boren on
that ground, they just sort of said that, you know, this arbitration doesn’t stay it — or
doesn’t toll it. I'm sorry. But there was no stay issued for the arbitration to proceed.
There’s a bright line rule from Boren.

Mr. Gunderson [sic] said something | thought was curious.

THE COURT: Gustafson.

MR. STANDER: Gustafson. I'm sorry.

MR. GUSTAFSON: Close.

THE COURT: Gunderson was that Supreme Court Justice.

MR. STANDER: Oh yeah. | apologize; | got your name wrong. Mr. Gustafson
said: “The cases talk about a special carve out for stays — or special stays are
carved out.” There’s no case that talks about special stays, there’s no case that
talks about stays caused by Plaintiff, as opposed to stays caused by the Court, as
opposed to stays caused by Defendant. No case talks about that. They talk about
stays. Where there are stays it's fundamentally unfair for the Court to stay the
action and then later say, oops, you didn’t — you aren't able to prosecute your case.

Your Honor, let me make one extremely important point here. We had
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a trial date — in fact, we had several trial days. But the last trial ~
THE COURT: This is the fourth setting but who's counting.
MR. STANDER: We had — we had several trial dates that were within the five |

year rule. The last one was right at the five year rule; it was a few months shy. It

\was — | just looked it up on Odyssey, | believe it was April 16, 2012. That — we were

set to try that case. In fact, Defendants brought several motions asking for a
continuance. Your Honor, and this is — this is all in the pleadings, they were pointing
to the fact that Your Honor raised concern about — about 41(e). Well, the reason
you raised a concern and you denied the motion for continuance was you didn’t
want to toy with it; you didn’t want to go past the five years. Great. Plaintiff by the
way opposed those motions. Plaintiff didn't ever bring a motion to —~ that would
extend past the five years, never. We were ready to go to trial, we opposed the
motions to continue, Your Honor said, “"Guys, 'm not gonna continue this past five
years so, you know, get it ready.” That's fine. We were getting ready and then a
stay came, not from — well, it did come from a motion by defense, but not from Your
Honor, it came from the Supreme Court and it was an expressed stay. Excuse me. |
We had a trial date of April 16, 2012, the stay came on October 19, 2011, and if you
look at Odyssey it says: “Trial continued because of stay.” So, we were on track --
you know, despite all the Chapter 40 stuff we were on track to try this case within
five years and we were prevented, literally prevented from trying the case within five
years by a stay of the Court.

So, the Boren admonition — or the Boren statement that it would just
be absolutely — so unfair for the Court to say you can't try your case, oh, but oops,
you didn’t try your case. There’s no — there’s no delineation in Boren of, you know,

was it a good stay, was it bad stay? No, there’s a bright line rule, there was a stay
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and it tolls. Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. GUSTAFSON: The cases, there are enough of them, I'm sure Your
Honor has read them and | won'’t belabor them, but one thought I'm having is you
have a situation where a complaint is filed contrary to Chapter 40, Horton comes in
and asks to stay the complaint which is the responsible thing to do so that they can

at least -- even get a Chapter 40 notice. And to rule that that stay request tolls the

five years is like saying Horton in response to this improper complaint just stipulated _

o toll the five year rule by asking for a stay so it could get a little fairness and it

could get the code followed. That really doesn’'t make sense and that’s really the
distinguishing factor about this case, it's kind of upside down with the complaint first
contrary to the code which we don't find in any other cases. You have Horton
looking for a Chapter 40 notice for six plus months asking for a stay so it could get
that. If you just look at that time period it's five year barred. And | don't think Horton
thought they were stipulating to toll 41(e) when they asked the Plaintiff to simply
follow the statute. Any successive time they asked Plaintiff to follow the statute and |
give them the material the special master had ordered, the Court had ordered, |
don’t think they believed they were stipulating to toll 41(e). | wouldn’t have. And the
impact of a ruling saying those are valid stays makes that stipulation to toll - that
desire to stay to force Plaintiff compliance is the equivalent of the tolling. | don't
know what the contrary remedy is then for developers when they get these out of

order complaints, just wait for the Plaintiffs to comply however long it takes and note

the time that it takes counts and maybe you'll go to trial ten years after the first

complaint. It seems inequitable to the extent we did consider equity.
THE COURT: Mr. Odou.
MR. ODOU: Your Honor, as | stated when | first spoke, unfortunately 'm the
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only one who had to live with this case besides Your Honor for the last seven years
so | do want to correct the record. It wasn't Horton that asked for that initial stay,
that initial stay was asked per Nancy Quon. It was Exhibit B ~ I'm sorry, Exhibit

A —

THE COURT: August 13" of 2007,

MR. ODOU: Yes. That is Exhibit A to our reply brief. And so again to pick up
on what counsel for Firestop is saying, this is the Plaintiff coming to Court and
saying we're not gonna comply with Chapter 40 right now, we'll comply later so stay
this case forever and someday we'll get around to complying with Chapter 40. They |
created that problem.

And the Baker case directly talked about the Boren case and it said in
Boren: “We adopted a role providing that the time during which the parties are
prevented from bringing an action to trial.” Prevented from bringing an action to trial.
This is on — well, I'm locking at a Westlaw printout, but this is — where’s the cite?
This is pages five and six --

THE COURT: Five and — well —

MR. ODOU: -- of Boren where they're talking about this is — let me see,
where’s the cite.

THE COURT: I've got both cases in front of me by the way.

MR. ODOU: I'm sorry. This is the paragraph on — under discussion.

THE COURT: Headnote one?

MR. ODOU: Fourth paragraph down: “The circumstances of this case are
analogous to Boren.” I'm looking for a headnote. It looks like the parallel cite is 111,
but what's this cite here. Six -~

THE COURT: Okay.
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MR. ODOU: 404, I'm sorry, and 405. And that's citing Boren. Anyways -- 'm |
sorry; the Westlaw printouts have a lot to be desired with my bad eyesight. But it
states: “In Boren we adopted a rule providing that the time during which the parties
are prevented from bringing an action to trial by reason of a Court order stay shall
not be included.” The time the parties are prevented. Plaintiff wasn't prevented,
Plaintiff chose to file the case first and bring the Chapter 40 notice six months later.

THE COURT: Well, this is where my problem is with your position is that the
order - and | went ahead and copied that one too, indicates that | stayed the
complaint which — and nothing happened in this case by anybody for about nine
months. And at that point — it was about mid-April of 2008 that the ~ that D.R.
Horton started filing its motions, basically motions to compel, and then we had some
issues or disagreements about whether there was compliance with the Chapter 40
process.

MR. ODOU: That's right. And they came in without notice to D.R. Horton and
did this ex parte. We never knew about this case until we found it by searching the
registrative actions. They didn’t serve it on us, they just went ahead and filed it and
filed a motion to stay all without giving D.R. Horton notice and here they come years
later and go, “Well, we were prevented from bringing the case to trial by those
actions.” By those actions they were the ones who prevented themselves from

bringing the case to trial directly under the Baker case. They weren't prevented,

they prevented themselves, they filed that stay. And as this Court warned time and

time again those Chapter 40 stays don't stay 41(e). We agree with the Court's
position in numerous minute orders in this case those stays don't stay 41 (e). So,

this is a problem that the Plaintiffs created all without even giving notice to D.R.

Horton. And to say that a Plaintiff can come into Court without giving notice to a
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Defendant, file a motion fo stay, and that should — and that stay is 41(e) forever,
really flies in the face of both the subsequent cases after Boren and the meaning of
the statute, and this Court’s policy on bringing these cases to trial in an expeditious
manner and actually having these cases move forward rather than just sit on the
Court’s docket.

The other distinguishing factor about it, in the Baker case the Plaintiff
was forced to prematurely file a case because they had non-doctors that they were
suing. And so they didn't - they didn't — they had a problem in Baker where they
didn’t want to lose their cause of action against the non-doctors while they went
through the screening process with the doctors. Here we don’t have that. This case)|
doesn’t have parties that are outside of Chapter 40 that the Plaintiff had to sue in
2007 to avoid losing their cause of action. The Plaintiffs chose to sue the parties in
2007. They didn’t have to; they could have filed a Chapter 40 notice. Chapter 40
has its own stay for the statute of limitations issues. So that wasn’t a concern. So,
why did they do it? We can’t answer that question now; we don't have counsel for
that Plaintiff — or for the Plaintiff available to us. But they chose to do that, they have
to live with those consequences.

I might also add that, you know, counsel can attack me all he wants but
from 2009 to 2010 was the Angius and Terry firm that did zero on this case. That
resulted in the first motion to dismiss; the second motion to dismiss was pending
when the Supreme Court took this — the matter up for the second time on a writ.

And so absolutely the Plaintiffs were on notice that they had a problem with their
failure to prosecute. When the Supreme Court remanded this case for the last time
they should have been in front of Your Honor saying, “We need a trial date right

away. And by the way, we're gonna stick with our expert reports.” Instead what
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they did is they kept changing their expert reports and kept delaying and asking the
special master to keep adjusting the case schedule.

The history of this case in all of the special master orders that this Court|
has in its file show numerous delays since the case was remanded by the Nevada
Supreme Court. And again, for them to blame - they can blame me all they want,

but the papers in this case and the history of this case is completely clear. And this

.Iack of prosecution has now come home and now they have to deal with it, and

blaming me doesn't take away the fact that they've been on notice for years that
they had this problem coming and here itis. And the cases are very clear, they
haven't been prevented from bringing the case forward, they chose not to bring the
case forward and now they have to live with that choice. They made an election,
now it's time for them to live with their election.

THE COURT: Okay. All right, I'm gonna first of all apologize to all of you
because this Court also has a hand in this delay. And Mr. Gustafson’s points are
well taken that these cases could go on for ten years if we have these stays. And |
think — the only thing I can tell all of you is that | was a much younger judge in terms

of tenure back in August of 2007 and since that time | think you know that | have

taken the position that if you haven’t completed your Chapter 40 process we are

'dismissing these cases out without prejudice and you get it done first and then you

come back. On those rare occasions | have allowed a stay but I've made sure that
there is a sunset provision in there.
With that said, | have made my statements before, as you know, that a

stay does not necessarily stay the 41(e) rule, however, | made those statements

| without the benefit of reading these cases. And I've read them at length and several

times to be honest with you yesterday in preparation and | feel compelled under the
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Boren decision to deny the motion. | have to agree with Mr. Stander that is a bright
fine and it seems to be — say that no matter who's at fault if there is a Court stay,
there’s a Court stay, and August 13, 2007 was a Court stay. And I'm gonna tell you
right now | am casting more the blame on me than anybody here. But the only thing
t can tell you is that this is probably the last case that you're gonna see like this. We
are gonna make sure that Chapter 40 is done before we have any filings of
complaints so hopefuily that will resolve things there. But, | have to say that on a
personal level | think that there should be a due diligence in this factor but the
Supreme Court has said that there isn’t one. So, | may have just given the defense
an appealable issue. But | am denying the motion, okay? |
MR. STANDER: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: | am gonna write an order on that so that you got it clear so that
whenever you guys want to take it up, if you take it up, that you got my assessment,
all right? And | should have that fairly soon.

Okay, let’'s look at D.R. Horton’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment.

And before you get started, | assume everyone has seen — | had a similar issue

| back in the Balle versus Carina Corp. case, has everyone seen that?

MR. STANDER: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. STANDER: Sorry.

THE COURT: You know, it might not be a bad idea because | think it woutd
save some time if we take a break, | copy it for anybody who needs it, give you a
chance to read it for about five or ten minutes and then we come back.

MR. ODOU: Okay. Sure.

MR. STANDER: Sounds good.
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| we’'ll take a break.

‘apologize. It's Smith versus Central Park, LLC.

THE COURT: Okay
MR. STANDER: Thank you, Your Honor.
‘ THE COURT: How many need a copy? Okay, at least thirteen copies. Okay,

[Recessed at 10:00:50 a.m.]
[Reconvened at 10:17:11 a.m.]

THE MARSHAL: Come to order, court is back in session.

THE COURT: All right, everyone be seated. All right, did you all have an
opportunity to review the decision so | think you kind of get an idea of where I'm
going?

MR. ODQU: Yes, Your Honor,

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. ODOU: Would you like me to proceed, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. ODOU: Joel Odou on behalf of D.R. Horton. Your Honor, we agree that
the Court’s prior decision is very similar to this case, the Court’s prior decision in the

Carina Corporation matter, | guess it's Mario Balle versus Carina Corporation. We

also agree that this case is very similar to the Smith case where this Court decided a
very similar issue. We actually attached your ruling in the Smith case to our reply

brief, and that case was specifically — I'm having trouble with cites today. |

THE COURT: So many cases so little time.
MR. ODOU: | know. And such bad eyesight on behalf of me. It's AQQO-
605954, and in that case Cedco had brought a very similar motion against

subsequent — well, against the change of ownership. And in that case: “This Court
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observed that once homeowners sell their home they no longer have an ownership

in the residence and the former owners are no longer claimants under Chapter 40

‘as well as they don’t have a significant interest for claims yet to be made.” That was

this Court's ruling in that case. “And this Court observed that without evidence to

support those claims no rational trier of fact could find in their favor.” This case is
very, very similar to those two and perhaps even one step removed because this

case obviously is a homeowners association attempting to stand in those shoes,

| and as we pointed in our pleadings the homeowners must meet regular standing

type of analysis to proceed. And the regular standing analysis is what we are
objecting to is saying they don't meet that because approximately two hundred
twenty-nine of their homeowners have sold their houses since this litigation has
commenced, and that's why for the reasons both in our reply brief and the reasons
cited by this Court in its prior rulings we believe summary judgment is proper — or
partial summary judgment is proper and that the Court should issue an order limiting |
this case to a hundred twelve homes for the exterior claims and sixty-two homes for
the interior claims. Of course counsel for the Plaintiff and ! are still working on the

subclass order from the standing motion, we haven't finalized that yet. But, based

| on that order — or based on that ruling and our not final order that's what we believe

this summary judgment should result in.
THE COURT: Anybody else on the defense side?
MR. GUSTAFSON: No, Your Honor.
MR. STANDER: Your Honor, D.R. Horton's argument here is really

remarkable and they're confusing a few different legal concepts to come up with a

'whole new beast. Mr. Odou was citing to you opinions that you've written in single

family home cases. Single family homes cases you're worried about does that

0951
Page - 21




10

11

12

13 |

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Plaintiff, Mr. Smith, own that home or does — and have a right to bring an action, or

since he sold it to Mr. Jones does Mr. Jones now have a right to a — the action? All

| very interesting. And | think Your Honor's rulings that | just read and the ruling in the

Smith case which Mr. Odou appended to his reply are a correct reflection of Nevada
law that a — an owner that — a single family homeowner that sells his residence no
longer has standing to pursue a claim for the constructional defects, he has standing
to pursue other claims, you know, money that he has spent on repair. | won't get
into it because that's not the issue that's here; the issue that's here is associational
standing.

We have a Plaintiff HOA who's asserting standing pursuant to statute,
pursuant to NRS 116.3102(e}. And it's not locking to whether Mr. Jones owns the
house or Mr. Smith owns the house within the association that matters. 1t doesn’t
matter who the owner is, the association can assert the rights of whoever the owner
is. Ifit's Mr. Smith or Mr. Jones or if it's sold twenty times to a Mr. Johnson finally,
the association can assert the standing of anybody who is the owner at that time.

THE COURT: So, you're saying representative standing is not to a person but
to a house?

MR. STANDER: It's to the person who owns the house, whoever that person

THE COURT: But the person that owns the house if they didn't get an
assignment their rights are gonna be different. 1 guess —

MR. STANDER: Your Honor — oh, go ahead.

THE COURT: 1guess my pointis, is you got homeowner A —

MR. STANDER: Yes.

THE COURT: -- okay, and he was there when the HOA filed a lawsuit on him,
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[in the very beginning there’s a Chapter 40 notice and then homeowner one selis it to

mean — 80, | guess what | was asking you was is the representation of a house or is

| cases that’s — things happen from the complaint to trial in every case not just this

‘home. At the time of trial the association has associational standing of Joe Shmoe —

homeowner two -
MR. STANDER: Yes.
THE COURT: -- homeowner two has different rights than homeowner one ~
MR. STANDER: Yes.
THE COURT: --to this residence and that's where I'm having the rub. 1

it of the owners because owner two has different issues than owner one?

MR. STANDER: The representation is to the owner who currently owns the
house. Now here’s the other sort of slide of hand that Mr. — that D.R. Horton takes
in this argument. The complaint is not a snapshot of reality that we as litigants are

stuck in forever. Things happen from the filing of the comptlaint, particularly in this

case, you know, more damages occur. That — you know, that is presented at trial.
You don't have a snapshot of time on — whenever this complaint was filed in 2007
and then we have to — let's say homeowner A, B and C lived in High Noon in 2007, iﬂ.
doesn’t matter whether homeowner A, B and C still own their homes in 2014 when

we try this case because the association has associational standing to represent the

owner of that home. So, owner A might be in Nebraska but Joe Shmoe bought his

is that the name | just used? | can’'t remember. Of his ownership interest for that
home. Now, the only time this would be a problem or an issue is if without an
assignment the association were trying to collect on money that homeowner A had
spent in repair and then, you know, homeowner A then sells his home, homeowner

A with his claim for money that he spent on repair is gone. The association isn't
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going to have that claim of course, but the association has — it's — let me put it this
way. The association standing does not have to do with any particular ownership of
the home, the association standing has to do with statutory standing, associational
standing. And they stand in the shoes of the homeowner who owns the home at the
time that the claim is presented at trial.

Now, Mr. Odou takes the sort of position that the reality stops at the
time of the complaint. You know, we have homeowner A, B and C and then any
future homeowner — let's say homeowner one who subsequently buys is a future
homeowner, and the Plaintiff can't allege in his complaint that he - that the Plaintiff
represents some future homeowner that we don't even know who that is yet. Well,
that's just a wrongheaded concept. The matter is you look at it at the time of trial.
The complaint doesn’t change; the complaint says the association has standing
pursuant to 1. - 116.3102 of all the homeowners who are similary situated, blah,
blah, blah, blah, blah, boom, ali the homeowners who owned it at the time of the

complaint. That's the allegation. Move forward seven years and the same

allegations of the complaint. You don't change the allegations of the complaint

because you're alleging the same thing. The association stands in the shoes of the
owners at that time, at the time that we put on our case, and those are the owners
that we represent.

THE COURT: Letme ask you a question.

MR. STANDER: Sure.

THE COURT: Homeowner ane is all on board with the HOA, wants the HOA
to represent them, and there’s no question that HOA can represent this particular
homeowner or this group of homeowners. Subsequent homeowner -- or

homeowner two buys from homeowner one, homeowner two wants nothing to do
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with it, are you saying that the HOA automatically has standing to represent
homeowner two even though homeowner two doesn’t want to cooperate? They
don't want to let the developer in their home to do any inspections or last minute
inspections like preparing for trial, they don't want to cooperate, they won't come,
they won’t — they don’t even want their deposition taken, does the HOA stili
represent them?

MR. STANDER: Well, that's a whole other issue. Your Honor, if — the — first a.
simple answer to your question. Yes, the HOA has standing to represent all of the
homeowners who have the defects in their homes. Now, there’s another issue that
you just raised. Now, can the HOA still pursue standing in that unit where the
homeowner won't allow access? They won't allow the defense — say for example it
was inspected early on by Plaintiff under homeowner one, homeowner two moves in

and they want nothing to do with it, they won't let defense in for defense inspections.

That's a whole other issue, you know, perhaps under Chapter 40 since they don’t

have an opportunity to inspect they — that particular issue. And Your Honor is gonna
hear a lot of stuff about that in the coming weeks in motions in limine. There are
some homeowners out there who refused inspections, and we'll talk about that then.
But, aside from that which is a whole separate issue, yes, the association has
standing to represent that — all of the homeowners who have the, you know, defect
which affects the common interest community, you know, pursuant to the statute.

Now, of course Chapter 40 provides that access needs to be allowed, efcetera,

etcetera, but that's not a standing issue, that's not a standing issue.

And if you think about — | mean, it's really a remarkable argument that
D.R. Horton is making here and if you think about it would tumn CD litigation on its

head. Under D.R. Horton’s scenario the association would be limited to only
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represent homes for — where the home has one hameowner from inception of the
litigation to the end.

THE COURT: But that's not the way | ruled though in Balle though is it? | |
mean, the way | saw it is that if you have homeowner one decides to sell the house
to homeowner two and they clearly have an assignment of rights then — to the -- you
know, to continue on with the litigation that there’s no issue. What my rub was when

there’s no assignment and homeowner two wants nothing to do with it or they didn't

| get the assignment, their foreclosure, whatever the case may be, there’s a break in

that chain.
MR. STANDER: Your Honor, under — and again, we're — now we're shifting

basis to a single family homeowner standing which is a whole different thing, but

lunder a single family homeowner standing — and | know that Your Honor's rulings

are consistent with the other CD judges and that is —

THE COURT: I'm glad to hear that by the way.

MR. STANDER: That's been my experience. When homeowner A sells their
home they no longer have standing to assert claims for construction defects in that
home, they however do maintain standing to assert certain things such as out of
pocket money, maybe diminution value, other stuff, but not — not for a Chapter 40
CD case. That transfers the right to sue under Chapter 40, transfers to the new
homeowner. And that's the ANSE case. | don't know if I'm pronouncing it —

THE COURT: ANSE.

MR. STANDE: ANSE. Thank you. | knew | didn’t have that right. That's the

ANSE case which says that the new homeowner has the right to sue through

| Chapter 40.

THE COURT: | don't think there’s any dispute under ANSE but — see, | took
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ANSE as being different. For example, if there is no - if there is a break in the chain

and if the new owner wants to submit their own Chapter 40 notice and they're within

the statute of repose or statute of limitations, whatever the case may be, that they

could do that if they chose to do that, and | think that’s what ANSE stands for isn't it?
MR. STANDER: Well, the — yeah, ANSE stands for the very important

proposition that it doesn’t have to be a brand new home in the sense that — and that

| was the argument in ANSE that a home that’s been lived in by a prior homeowner is

no fonger new construction under Chapter 40 and that the new homeowner has
Chapter 40 rights. That's kind of the big picture holding of ANSE. And ANSE - |
think one of the smaller but equally important findings of ANSE was that there’s no —

the legislative history of Chapter 40 is very clear that they don’t want to separate,

you know, the community out between the haves and the have nots, you know, the

original owners who has a claim and subsequent owners who are out of luck. You
know, and ANSE makes that point that there’s no support for that proposition in the
legislative history of Chapter 40, it would be unfair and it would be a mess. And so
that's one of the reasons they took the position that they did.

But, yes, consistent with ANSE the new homeowner would have a right
to assert a claim, and whether or not there needs to be a new Chapter 40 that's a
whole other issue and that's an issue we’'ve argued many times whether — whether
we ~whether a new homeowner can be brought in under the Chapter 40 of the old

homeowner. And that — again, that's a whole other issue. Here we're talking about

;associational standing and what — which owner the association has the right to

represent. It would — it is absolutely outside the clear language of 116.3102 — did |
get that? Yeah, 3102(e) that the association only has standing for original

homeowners or only has standing for homeowners when the complaint is filed, or
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only has standing, you know — | mean, none of that is in there and reading that sort
of limitation into a statute with clear fanguage | think is inappropriate. But again,
back to — if you really think through what D.R. Horton’s argument is here that, okay,
HOA files a complaint in 2007 -- and there’s a whole roster of homeowners, okay?

Now, if any of those homeowners — and in a project this size there are sales of

'homes every year, you know, probably every month or close. Under D.R. Horton's

scenario every time there’s a change in ownership the HOA no longer has ~
because they filed the complaint here they no longer have associational standing
over this new owner. So, what would the HOA want to — need to do? They'd need
to file a new Chapter 40 every time that happens? There's no — or file a new
complaint because if we're stuck with — stuck with all the homeowners of the
complaint do we have to file new complaints every single time? | mean, it really
would make it ridiculously complicated to have an associational standing case. And
the answer is very clear ~ it's very simple | should say, the answer is very simple.
The association has standing to assert the claims of the unit owner, whoever that
may be. At the time of the complaint it's a whole group of people, at the time of trial
which is when it really matters it's sfightly a different group of people. But if it's a the
operative moment where the case is tried and presented to the jury the association
has standing to assert a claim on behalf of those — excuse me, those owners
pursuant to 116.

THE COURT: Okay

MR. STANDER: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. ODOU: Tl try not to beat this dead horse, but | just can’t help myself

sometimes. So, we have a case where we're not gonna fell you what the claims are

| and we're not gonna tell you who are making the claims and we're gonna go for
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seven years.

When this case was filed they brought the lawsuit on behalf of the

'owners, the individual owners. That’s what’s in their complaint. Not on behalf of

future persons to be identified and named later. That's the whole rub here; they
want to have their standing determined whenever they feel like it, not when the law
requires it which is when the complaint is filed.

You know, we talk about these hypothetical homeowners — let's call one
of them Mary Rogers and let's say Mary Rogers is on the HOA board and she’s the
secretary of the HOA board and let’s say we take her deposition last week to find
out what her claims are and let’'s say she has no claims, she's a subsequent

purchaser but there’s nothing wrong with her home and she cooperates with the

litigation and she says sure come on in and test. Come onin, I'll give you access to

my house to test and by the way I'll show up for a deposition and there’s nothing
wrong with my house. Well, let's disregard that too because we have HOA
standing. That's not the law and that's not how this case works. The Plaintiffs need
to present an actual case for controversy; they presented one in 2007 when they
filed the case on behalf of specific owners. Some of those homeowners are no
longer here, their case is now limited.

There is no — and for Plaintiff to argue that the rights automatically
transfer, that argument has been made time and time again to the courts of appeal

around the country and reject it. That argument was specifically made in Vaughn

Ethat both sides cited in their brief and both sides agree as to the proposition. This

Court has considered that argument numerous times. There is no automatic
transfer. Those rights — when the homeowners changed ownership some of those

rights went away. They still had the right if they had preserved it for out-of-pocket
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| expenses, perhaps diminution in value, none of those things are in this case.

There's no experts that will testify to that. All of Plaintiffs experts have been
deposed; all of Plaintiff's experts have testified that they haven't spoken to any
homeowner about any individual claim. Those claims are gone. This Court should
rule consistently with its prior rulings and rule that for the exterior claims they have
rights for a hundred twelve owners and for the interior claims it is | think sixty —

THE COURT: Sixty-two.

MR. ODOU: -- sixty-two. Those are what they have standing for and that's
consistent with this Court’s prior rulings.

THE COURT: Anybody else? Okay. | want to write a decision on this one,
okay? So, 'm gonna take this under advisement.

MR. STANDER: Okay. Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. ODOU: Your Honor, we do have some housekeeping issues before we
all run.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. ODOU: There are approximately twenty-eight motions in limine filed by
the Third-party Defendants in this case.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. ODOU: Rather than filing an individual joinder to each one of those
twenty-eight, is it acceptable for a party like D.R. Horton to file one joinder and list

the motions that it's joining since we're providing this Court with motion booklets and

we can simply provide that listing to the Court?

THE COURT: Is that gonna cause problem if they just do one?
MR. ODOU: And list —
THE COURT CLERK: | don't believe so. | think it'll be fine.
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THE COURT: Yeah, | think that would actually — in fact, that is acceptable for
me and for everybody, just make sure that | know which ones you're joining so that |
can keep track. So — sometimes, you know, particularly when | write a decision |
like to write who's joining in it and | might miss it so that's the only rub that | have.
But, I'm perfectly fine if you guys — anybody wants to file one piece of paper that
says | join in motions in limine bup, bup, bup, bup, bup, bup, okay?

MR. ODOU: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. CRANER: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, | note also, let me get into mine, that we've got motions in
limine scheduled on different days. We don’t need to do that.

MR. ODOU: That was my second point. Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yeah, | don't need you guys to come in on these different days.
| just — what happens is that we have adjusted our calendar where | hear twenty
matters a day but sometimes | adjust because if I've got simple stuff, you know, you
can probably hear a hundred simple stuff, but there’s times where you've got five
very complicated stuff that takes you day. So, that's what happens is that there’s an
automatic stop at the twenty. Let's see what we can do here. So, we've got it looks
like nineteen matters on the twenty-fifth, we've got twenty-five matters on the
twenty-seventh, and then we've got the motion to establish trial protocol. We will be
doing that by the way. And then on the third we've got it looks like thirty-six matters.

MR. ODOU: A lot of those are joinders.

THE COURT: Well, and maybe other matters that were calendared on there

too. You know, | know it’s a pain in the neck, but can we move them all to the third?

THE COURT CLERK: Umm hmm.
THE COURT: That still would give everyone about two weeks before trial to
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start to make decisions about their trial strategy if we have all the motions in limine.
Just remember my court clerk is having to literally — just because of the way the

computer system is if -- she has to move each one individually. That's why

| whenever sometimes we'll say, “We're talking settlement; can we have ancther

couple of days?” I'm, like, no.

MR. STANDER: Right.

MR. ODOU: So, Your Honor, all motions will be on April 3 at what time?

THE COURT: Nine o'clock.

MR. ODOU: And then the reply briefs and the oppositions will stay the same?

THE COURT: Sure. | mean, it'll be — yeah, because you filed them about the
same time anyway. |

MR. ODOU: There’s a court order though.

MR. STANDER: And you --

THE COURT: One at a time.

MR. ODOU: There’s a court order that specifically says when oppositions and
reply briefs should be filed.

THE COURT: Let's go with that.

MR. ODOU: Stick with that?

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR. STANDER: Your Honor, | was gonna ask, since removing the date of the
hearing we've got, | haven’t counted them, but upward of fifty motions to oppose, |
would ask for a little bit of extra time if possible for the oppositions to be due.

THE COURT: Okay. When are the oppositions due?

MR. ODOU: March 13" per the Court's order and replies are the 20"

THE COURT: Okay. Then you have to get booklets together. If we were to
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put that out to the 20" for the Plaintiff to get the oppositions due, can you get your

replies by the 272 | mean, I've gotta be able to read them.

MR. ODOU: It pushes us —

THE COURT: {know it does, that's why 'm asking.

MR ODOU: -- pretty heavily. Some of these are rather substantive.

MR. STANDER: Right.

MR. ODOU: These aren’t just the golden rule type motions.

THE COURT: | was gonna say, guys, don't do golden rule arguments. Geez.
MR. ODOU: No. We got —

MR. STANDER: No, we —

MR. ODOU: -- a stipulation.

MR. STANDER: -- stipulated to most of those. These are all real.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. STANDER: Not all of them but most of them.

MR. ODOU: Yeah, could the Plaintiff maybe get them to us like on the 18" or

something like that? Tuesday?

MR. STANDER: That's fine.

THE COURT: The 187

MR. STANDER: Yeah.

THE COURT: Okay. And then you guys can get them in to me on the 27" for

your replies.

MR. ODOU: Yes. Should we —
THE COURT: Now, we would need booklets.
MR. ODOU: Yes. And my understanding is you want those from the

developer to put together, and we're happy to do that we just need to make sure
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we're the only one doing that.

THE COURT: Generally speaking | say the party that puts forth the motion
should be doing the booklet. So, there might be a Plaintiffs motion in limine book
and then —

MR. ODOU: Oh, okay.
MR. STANDER: Okay.

THE COURT: -- you can have a defense motion in limine book.

MR. ODOU: And then designate somebody from the Third-party Defendants.

THE COURT: Sure. It doesn’'t matter to me.

MR. ODOU: Okay.

THE COURT: | just like to have motion, opposition, reply because it just
makes it so much easier for me to go through, and having a table of contents is
great too because then | can kind of just put my own notes and my preliminary
rulings on it. It just makes it easier.

MR. ODOU: And in the table of contents —

THE COURT: Counsel, you just —

MR. ODOU: -- perhaps list who's joined.

THE COURT: Yeah. In the table of contents that makes it easier too. You
wouldn’t even then - unless the joinder is substantive you wouldn’t even need to
add the joinder.
| MR. ODOU: Okay. We can certainly do that.

THE COURT: Let's save some paper.
MS. FORNETTI: Your Honor, my office has a lot of experience putting these

notebooks together, so on behalf of the Third-party Defendants our office will take

|care of it. Thanks.
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MR. ODOU: Thanks, Jen.

MR. CRANER: And just to be clear, Your Honor, the oppositions are that that
extension applies to everyone.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. CRANER: 1 just want to make sure. Thank you.

THE COURT: Okay. What's good for one is good for everybody.

MR. CRANER: Thank you.

MR. ODOU: That was all we had for housekeeping. Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. STANDER: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And | will be establishing a trial protocol on this one, okay, just
like I would any of the others. And you guys have got your questionnaire, | think we
signed that. So, we — | think we should be good to go so far.

MR. ODOU: Your Honor, the trial protocol was proposed by the one of the
Third-party Defendants. D.R. Horton did have a response to it, some suggested
revisions. We could get those to the Court right away.

THE COURT: Okay. Well, | tell you what; I'll just go ahead and hear your
motion then on April fool’s day.

MR. ODOU: Okay.

THE COURT: How's that?

MR. ODOU: Aslong as it’s not a weekend. Sure.

THE COURT: Okay. Without telling me anything specific, are you guys still
talking?

MR. ODOU: We're always talking.

MR. STANDER: We are, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: Okay.
MR. ODOU: We'll be talking as we ieave the courtroom.
THE COURT: Okay. Sounds good to me. All right.
MR. STANDER: Thank you, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Well, if something develops from your talks —
MR. STANDER: You'll be second to know.
THE COURT: Second?
MR. STANDER: | might tell the client first.
THE COURT: Yeah, they sort of need to know.
MR. CRANER: Thank you, Your Honor.
MR. ODOU: Thank you, Your Honor.
THE COURT: You bet.
MR. STANDER: Thank you, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Have a good day.
[Proceedings concluded at 10:45:05 a.m]

* * * * %

ATTEST: | do hereby certify that | have truly and correctly transcribed the
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07A542616

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Comnstruction Defect COURT MINUTES February 27, 2014

07A542616 High Noon At Arlington Ranch Homeowner
Vs
D R Horton Inc

February 27, 2014 9:00 AM All Pending Motions
HEARD BY: Johnson, Susan COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 15D
COURT CLERK: Tiffany Lawrence; Melissa Murphy/mm

RECORDER: Norma Ramirez

PARTIES
PRESENT: Coil, Dillon G. Attorney for Firestop, Inc.
Craner, Andrew Attorney for Summit Drywall & Paint; United Electric
Fornetti, Jennifer A Attorney for National Builders, Inc.
Grant, Annalisa N Attorney for Rising Sun Plumbing
Gustafson, Randall D. Attorney for Firestop, Inc.
Mitchell, Shannon L. Attorney for Circle S Development Corp
Odou, Joel D. Attorney for D.R. Horton
Stander, John J. Attorney for Plaintiff
Tiongson, Bernadette S. Attorney for OPM Inc.
Trippiedi, Adam R. Attorney for Rising Sun Plumbing; Summit Drywall &
Paint
WAILKER, KIRK, E5QQ Attorney for Quality Wood Products
Young, Aaron Attorney for Efficient Enterprises LLC
JOURNAL ENTRIES

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT FIRESTOP, INC. S MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT
PURSUANT TO NRCP 41(E)... THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC DBA
EFFICIENT ELECTRIC'S JOINDER TO THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT FIRESTOP, INC.'S MOTION
TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO NRCP 41(E)... THIRD-PARTY
DEFENDANTS RISING SUN PLUMBING, LLC AND ANSE, INC. DBA NEVADA STATE
PLASTERING'S JOINDER TO THIRD-PARTY FIRESTOP, INC.'S MOTION TO DISMISS
PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO NRCP 41(E)...D.R. HORTON, INC.'S JOINDER TO
FIRESTOP, INC.'S MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO NRCP
41(E)... THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC.'S JOINDER TO THIRI2PARTY
PRINT DATE: 03/04/2014 Page1of2 Minutes Date: February 27, 2014
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DEFENDANT FIRESTOP, INC.'S MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT DEFENDANT
CIRCLE 5. DEVELOPMENT CORP. DBA DECK SYSTEMS JOINDER TO FIRESTOP, INC. S
MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF S COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO NRCP 41(E) THIRD-PARTY
DEFENDANT SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. S JOINDER TO THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT
FIRESTOP, INC. S MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF S COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO NRCP 41(E)

Arguments regarding the application of related case law; timeliness of the Chapter 40 process and the
many problems deciphering what the Plaintiffs claims were; whether Plaintiff s were ready to
proceed with trial leading up to the 5 year statute; whether Plaintiff s were prevented from
prosecuting this case; whether the numerous delays were caused by the Plaintiffs, or caused by the
Court. COURT STATED FINDINGS and ORDERED Motion DENIED; Court to prepare the Order.

Court provided her ruting for counsel s review in the Balle vs. Carina Corporation case. COURT
RECESSED.

D.R. HORTON, INC. 5 MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT .THIRD-PARTY
DEFENDANT NATIONAL BUILDERS JOINDER TO D.R. HORTON, INC. S MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT OPM, INC. S DBA
CONSOLIDATED ROOFING S JOINDER TO D.R, HORTON, INC. S MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT, EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC DBA
EFFICIENT ELECTRIC S JOINDER TO D.R. HORTON S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY
JUDGMENT THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT CIRCLE S. DEVELOPMENT CORP. DBA DECK
SYSTEMS JOINDER TO DEFENDANT THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF D.R. HORTON, INC. S
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT FIRESTOP, INC. S
JOINDER TO D.R. HORTON, INC. S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT .THIRD-
PARTY DEFENDANTS, QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, INC., SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC
AD UNITED ELECTRIC S JOINDER TO D.R. HORTON §, INC. S MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MATTER RECALLED with all parties present as before. Arguments whether the opinions cited in
the Balle vs. Carina Corp. (A557753) and Smith vs. Central Park, LLC (A605954) were relevant in this
matter; whether the association had a standing to litigate on behalf of the homeowner, even without
the cooperation of the homeowner pursuant to chapter 116; whether a change in ownership
prevented the new homeowner the right to assert a claim during the Chapter 40 process. COURT
ORDERED, matter TAKEN UNDER ADVISEMENT.,

Colloquy regarding current scheduled dispositive motions, preparation of joinders and booklets.
COURT FURTHER ORDERED, Third-Party Defendants Motions in Limine set for 03/25/14 and
03/27/14 RESET to 04/03/14; Opposition DUE by 03/18/14; Reply DUE by 03/27/14. Upon Court’s
inquiry, counsel stated continued efforts to negotiate this matter.
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CONDITIONING AND HEATING, a
Nevada Corporation; M&M
CONSTRUCTCION, INC., 2 Nevada
Corporation; MARV BLACK
MASONRY, INC,, a Nevada
Corporation; MERILLAT
CORPORATION, a Delaware
Corporation; METRIC ROOFING OF
NEVADA, INC,, 2 Nevada
Corperation; PR CONSTRUCTION
€0, 2 Nevada Corporation; RCE
PLUMBING AND
MECHANICALINC,;
ROADRUNNER DRYWALL
CORPORATEON, a Nevada
Corporation; SACRAMENTO
INSULATION CONTRACTORS dba
GALE BUILDING PRODUCTS, a
California Corporation; SOUTHWEST
FOUNDATIONS, INC., a Nevada
Corporation; SUMMIT PROSERVE
dba JELD-WEN, INC., an Oregon
Corporation; SUNSTATE
COMPANIES, a Nevada Corporation
dba SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE &




1 LAWN; VEGAS GENERAL
2 CONSTRUCTION, a Nevada
5 Corporation; UNITED PLUMBING,
31 LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability
Company; VERMAX, INC.-
4 CENTURY CAST PRODUCTS, a
Nevads Corpnratwn, WESTCOR
5 .nnN.q f2Y —
Corporatwu, WILIJS ROOFING &
6 CONSULTING, INC., 2 Nevada
Corporation; and MOES | through
7 $00, inclusive,
8 Third-Party Defendants,
9 WESTCOR CONSTRUCTION,
IG Fﬂﬂfth-rarty Plaintiff,
1 l ] Vs,
12 ROES 2-10 UNKNOWN WINDOW
MANUFACTURERS, inclusive,
i3] '
' Fourth-Party Defendants,
14 : ' _
ORDER
15
16 These matters, concerning:
i 1. Defendant CARINA CORPORATION'S Motion for Summary
18|  Judgment as 1o Plaintiffs THOMAS, JR. and NANCY BOEGGEMAN (7740
191t Pieasant Slopes Court) filed July 29, 2009, and
20 2. Plaintiffs’ Counter-Motion to File Fifth Amended Complaint to
21
Add Party filed August 24, 2009,
22
23 both catme on for hearing on the 1¥ day of October 2009 at the hour of 9:00 a.m.
24 before Department XXII of the Eighth Judicial District Court, in and for Clark
254  County, Nevada with JUDGE SUSAN H. JOHNSON presiding; Plaintiffs
26 appeared by and through their attomey, TROY L. ISAACSON, ESQ. of the law
27 firm, MADDOX ISAACSON & CISNEROS; Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff
28

USAN K. JOHNSON
DISTRICT JUDGE

PARTMENT TWENTY TWO
AS VEGAS, NEVADA 65155
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CARINA CORPORATION appeared by and through its attorney, JENNIFER E,
MULLIN, ESQ. of the law firm, LEE HERNANDEZ BROOKS GAROFALO &
BLAKE; Third-Party Defendants ROADRUNNER DRYWALL
CORPORATION, L & S AIR CONDITIONING AND HEATING and WILLIS
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ROOFING & CONSULTING appeared by and through their attorney, KAREN E.
GESUND, ESQ. of the law firm, LINCOLN GUSTAFSON & CERCOS; Third-
Party Defendant SUNSTATE COMPANIES appeared by and through its
attorney, DANIEL J. REEB, ESQ. of the law firm, WOLFENZON SCHULMAN
& RYAN; Third-Party Defendants PR CONSTRUCTION CO., JOHNSON
ELECTRIC, INC. and CIRCLE § DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION appeared
by and through their attorney, DIANE A. LEE, ESQ. of the law firm, LUH &
ASSOCIATES; Thirq-Paﬁy Defendants VEGAS GENERAL CONSTRUCTION,
MARYV BLACK MASONRY, INC,, and K&K FRAMERS, INC. appeared by and
through their attorney, ATHANASIA E. DALACAS, ESQ. of the law firm,
STUTZ ARTIANO SHINOFF & HOLTZ; Third-Party Defendant M&M
CONSTRUCTION, INC. appeared by and through its attorney, JEFFREY H.
BALLIN, ESQ. of the law firm, PARKER NELSON & ASSOCIATES; Third-
Party Defendant INTERIOR SPECIALISTS, INC., appeared by and through its
attorney, JESSICA A. WEST, ESQ. of the law firm, LEWIS BRISBOIS
BISGAARD & SMITH; and Third-Party Defendant GARY G. DAY
CONSTRUCTION appeared by and through its attorney, RAHUL KULKARNI,
ESQ. of the law firm, SPRINGEL & FINK. Having reviewed the papers and

pleadings filed herein, including, but not limited to the Joinders' to Motion for

28

FUSAN H. JOUNSOM |

HSTRICT JUBGE

IEPARTMENT TWENTY TWO
LA VEGAS, NEVADA 88158

‘Joinders were filed by Third-Party Defendants RCR PLUMBING AND
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Summary Judgment, heard oral arguments of the attorneys, taken the matter under

advisement, this Court makes the following Fir.ldings of Fact and Conclusions of

Law:

th

- A A -

10
11
12

13}

14
15
16
17
18

19

20
21
22

234

24
25

1. This litigation involvés claims of constructional defects within
twelve (12) single-family, semi-custom homes located within the Lamplight
Estates community dévc!oped by Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff CARINA
CORFPORATION from July 1999 to Apri) 2004. Specifically, Plaintiff
homeowners have alleged the following causes of action as set forth in their Third
Amended Complaint filed Aprif 14, 2009;

a. Breach of implied warranties of fitness for particular

purpose, habitability, quality and workmanship;

b. Breach of express warranties;
c. Negligence and negligence per se; and
d. Negligent misrepresentation and failure to disclose,

As a result of their claims, Plaintiff homeowners assert an entitlement 1o damages
as defined in NRS 40.:655.

2 When the original Complaint was filed on or about February 22,
2008, Plaintiffs THOMAS and NANCY BOEGGEMAN were owners of the
single-family dwelling located at 7740 Pleasant Slopes Court, Las Vegas, Nevada

89131.2 However, by April 3, 2009, the BOEGGEMANS? interest in the home

26
27
28

BSAN H. JOHNHSOM
DISTRICT JUDGE

EPARTMENT TWENTY TWO
AGVEGAS, NEVADA BIISS

MECHANICAL, INC. and MARY BLACK MASONRY, INC. on or about July 30, 2009,
*In so stating, Exhibit A, attached to Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment,
indicates that, on February 20, 2008, » notice of default of the mortgage was recorded against the

subject property.
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was foreclosed, and the trustee’s deed to the property was transferred to Bank of
New York. Thereafter, on or about June 19, 2009, the property’s deed was
transferred from Bank of New York to PATRINA MCDONALD-GREEN?

‘ 3_, Defendant CARINA CORPORATION claims MS. MCDONALD—

Ty B W B b

6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
i5
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25
26

GREEN hag neither joined as a plmutsff nor been substituted as a party in place of
the BOEGGEMANS in the instant !awsuit. Further, the BOEGGEMANS
retained no interest in the property. As a consequence, Defendant proposes all
constructional defect claims relating to 7740 Pleasant Slopes Court must be

dismissed as a matter of law,

4. Plaintiffs, on the other hand, argue MS, MCDONALD-GREEN
has been assigned the BOEGGEMANS’ constructional defect claims, and
therefore, thev seek 1o substitute MS. MCDONALD-GREEN as a party in their
Counter-Motion for Leave to File Fifth Amended Complaint, a proposal of which

is attached thereto as Exhibit 3.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Defeodant CARINA CORPORATION’S Motion for Summary Judpment

1. Summary judgment is appropriate and “shall be rendered

forthwith” 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,” See NRCP 56(c); Wood v. Safeway,
Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 729, 121 P.3d 1026 (ZIOGS). -The substantive law controls

which factual disputes are material and will preclude summary judgment; other

27
28

WUSAM H. JOHNSON
DISTRIGT JUDGE

EPARTMENT TWENTY TWG
AS VEQAS, NEVADA 89153

*See Exhibit A, parcel ownership history for 7749 Pleasant Slopes Court, attached 1o
Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment filed July 29, 2009,
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factual disputes are irrelevant. /d, 121 Nev. at 731, A factual dispute is genuine
when the evidence is such a rational trier.of fact could return a verdict for the non-

moving party. Jd, 121 ch; at 731.

2. While the pleadings and other proof must be construed in a light

L

10
11
12
13
i4
15
16
17
i8

19

20

21l

22
23
24

251

26
27
28

USAK H. JOHMSORN
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mast favorable to the non-moving party, that party bears the burden “to do more
than simply show that there is some metaphysical doubt” as to the operative facts
in order to avoid summary judgment bent entered in the moving party’s favor.
Matsushita Electric Industrial Co. v. Zenith Radio, 475 U.S. 574, 586 (1986),
cired by Wood, 121 Nev, at 732. The non-moving party “must, by affidavit or
otherwise, set forth specific facts demonstrating the existence of a genuine issue
for trial or have summary judgment entered against him,” Butbman Inc. v,

Nevada Bell, 108 Nev. 105, 110, 825 P.2d 588, 591 (1992), cited by Wood, 121

Nev. at 732. The non-moving party “*is not entitled to build a case on the
gossamer threads of whimsy, speculation, and conjecture.’”” Bulbman, 108 Nev,

at 110, 825 P.2d 591, quoting Collins v, Union Fed. Savings & Loan, 99 Nev.
284,302, 662 P.2d 610, 621 (1983).

3 Rule §7(a) of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure provides
“fe)very action shall be prosecuted in the name of the real party in interest.”
(emphasis added) The purpose of this rule is to enable the defendant to avail
himself of evidence and defenses the defendant has against the real party in
interest, (o assure finality of the judgment, and that he will be protected against
another suit brought by the real party in interest on the same matter, Painter v,

Anderson, 96 Nev, 941, 943, 620 P.2d 1254, 1256 (1980). Notably, the question




of “standing to bring suit” focuses on the party‘ seeking adjudication, rather than
upon the issues sought to be adjudicated. See Szilagyi v: Testa, 99 Nev. 8§34, 838,

673 P.2d 495, 498 (1983),

4, It is well established that, in order for one to bring a cause of

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

12
13

14|
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action pursuant to NRS 40.600 to 40.695 (statutes collectively referred to as
“NRS Chapter 40" herein), he must be a “claimant.” A “claimant” is defined in
NRS 40.610 as “[ajn own'erbof a residence or appurtenance;” “[a] representative
of a homeowner’s association that is responsible for a residence or appurtenance
and is acting within the scope of his duties pursuant to chapter 116 or 117 of
NRS;” or “[eJach owner of a residence or appurtenance to whom a notice applies
pursuant to subsection 4 of NRS 40.645.”

5. As noted above, Defendant CARINA CORPORATION moves this
Court for summary judgment with respect to the BOEGGEMANS'’ constructional
defect claims brought under NRS Chapter 40 inasmuch as these Plaintiffs no
longer have an ownership interest in the residence in question, and thus, they do
not fall within the definition of “claimants” set forth by NRS 40.610. ENhﬂe itis
true Plaintiffs THOMAS and NANCY BOEGGEMAN’S ownership interest in
7740 Pleasant Slopes Court, Las Vegas, ceased to exist as of April 3, 2009, this
Court declines to take the view these former homeowners no longer are
“claimants” under NRS Chapter 40, and thus, lose all of their claims for damages
under NRS 40,655, as outlined more fully belowT)

6. Under NRS 40,655, a “claimant” may recover the following

damages to the extent proximately caused by a constructional defect:
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1

a.  any reasonable attorney’s fees;
b. the reasonable cost of any repairs already made that were
necessary and of any repairs yet to be made that are necessary to cure any

constructional defect that the contractor failed 1o cure and the reasonable

10
1%
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21|
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23
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RIGAN K., JORNSON
DISTRICY JUDGE
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expenses of temporary housing reasonably necessary during the repair;

¢ the reduction in market value of the residence or accessory
structure, if any, to the extent the reduction is because of structural failure;

d. the loss of the use of all or any part of the residence;

€. the reasonable value of any other property damaged by the
constructional defect; |

f. any additional costs)reas'onabiy incurred by the claimant,
including, but not limited to, any costs and fees incurred for the retention
of experts; and

E any interest .provided by statute.

7. As noted above, under NRS 40.655, a “claimant” may seek
damages, additional to and/or different from the constructional defects which
continue or remain in the residence. For instance, a “claimant” may recover for
his loss of use of the home while certain, if not all, constructional defects were
being repaired. A “claimant” may scek damages for temporary housing while the
repairs were being conduct. A “claimant” may seek the cost of reasonable repairs
he had to expend to correét the constructional defects. Hence, while the
“claimant’s” claims for damages related 1o remaining or continuing constructional

defects may extinguish upon transfer of residential ownership to another, it does
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not follow the “claimant” also foses his cause of action for injuries and damages
he has already sustained as a result of the defects.
8. If this Court were to follow the proposition argued by Defendant

CARINA CORPORATION, anomalous results would occur. For example, one

L
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who is a “claimant” at the time he makes a NRS Chapter 40 claim may have to
choose between iosiﬁg his rights to damages and selling his home unti! such time
as the claim o litigation resolved, which, in some cases, could take years. The
“claimant” may elect not to make necessary repairs for fear he may lose right to
reimbursement upon the sale or other transfer of his home. Further, from an
evidentiary standpoint, proving loss of market value caused by the structural
failure may be difficult until there is an actual sale or transfer. In addition,
developers and contractors would have no incentive to expedite inspection,
repairs and/or Iitigati#n if all NRS Chaptér 40 claims against them could be
dismissed or lost upon future transfer of ownership, In this case, if Defendant’s
premise were followed, the BOEGGEMANS would lose their right to seek
reimbursement to thé $23,270.11 they claim they expended as a result of loss of
use of their home, and those monies paid to make necessary repairs caused by the
alleged construetional defects.’ To wit, although the BOEGGEMANS no longer
own the home &s of April 3, 2009, it dbes not follow alf their claims and damages
they sustained also extinguished, or should have been dismissed as of that date.
9. With the aforementioncd said, this Court agrees with Defendant

CARINA CORPORATION that, as the BOEGGEMANS no longer own the home

27
28

SSAN H. JOHRSON
DISTRICY JUDGE

PARTMENT TWENTY TWO
o3 VEGAS, NEVADA J9155

*See Exhibit 1, Affidavit of THOMAS BOEGGEMAN, JR,, attached to Plaintiffs’
Opposition ta Motion for Summary Judgment and Counter-Motion for Leave to File Fifth
Amended Complaint filed August 24, 2009,
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in question, they did not retain any claims they may have had under NRS 46.655
due to continuing or remaining constructional defects. They no longer have a
claim for foss of the house’s market value ]ailegedly due to structural failures.

Those claims necessarily follow the residence. They no {onger have a claim for
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the reasonable cost of repairs “yet to be made.” See NRS 40.655(1)(b).
Accordingly, this Court grants partial summary judgment in favor of Defendant
CARINA CORPORATION with respect to the BOEGGEMANS’ claims that
relate to remaining or continuing constructional defects in the subject residence.,
Defendant CARINA CORPORATION’S Motion for Summary Judgment,
however, is denied with respect to other claims for damages Plaintiffs THOMAS
and NANCY BOEGGEMAN allegedly sustained and seek under NRS 40.655.
Plaintiffs’ Connter-Motion for 1.eave to File Fifth Amended Complaint
10.  Rule 15(ayof the Nevada R:ules:of Civil Procedure provides, inter
alia, that after a responsive pleading has been filed, a party may amend his
pleading only by leave of court or written consent of the adverse party, and leave
shall be freely given when justice so requires. The grant or denial of an
opportunity to amend is within the discretion of the trial court, and its action in
denying the motion should not be held as erroneous unless that discretion has

been abused. Stephens v. Southern Nevada Music Co., 89 Nev, 104, 105, 507
P.2d 138, 139 (1973); Adamson v. Bowker, 85 Nev. 115, 120-121, 450 P.2d 796,

800 (1969).

11, Inthis case, Plaintiffs seek to substitute parties, namely PATRINA

MCDONALD-GREEN, the current owner of 7740 Pleasant Slopes Court, Las
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Vegas, Nevada, in the stead of the former owners, THOMAS and NANCY
BOEGGEMAN. In support of their premise, Plaintiffs attach copies of

disclosure assignments, and the agreements between MS. MCDONALD-GREEN

th
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and the BOEGGEMANS to transfer any proceeds the BOEGGEMANS would
realize in relation to the instant lawsuit.”

12,  Inreviewing the ownership history of the home, it appears the
BOEGGEMANS?® interest ceased upon the house’s foreclosure and transfer to
Bank of New York in Aprii 2009, MS. MCDONALD-GREEN did not acquire an
ownership interest in the house until it was transferred to her from Bank of New
York in June 2009. In short, inasmuch as the BOEGGEMANS’ ownership
interest in the house extinguished two months before MS, MCDONALD-
GREEN’S acquisition, they no Jonger had claims to transfer with respect to
continuing or remaining constructional defects within the home, or other causes of
action that necessarily follow the home. In other words, the BOEGGEMANS
cannol assign or transfer interests to MS, MCDONALD-GREEN that they,
themselves, no longer had. Accordingly, this Court denies Plaintiffs’ Counter-
Motion for Leave to File Fifth Amended Complaint insofar as it seeks (o transfer
or assign those rights or claims that necessarily follow the residence,

13, With the aforementioned said, such does not mean M8,
MCDONALD-GREEN cannot bring NRS Chapter 40 claims against Defendant
CARINA CORPORATION in her own name. However, should she decide to do

so, such claims would not relate back to the date of the filing of the original

27
28
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*Nothing in the agreements indicate that ahy consideration passed between MS.
MCDONALD-GREEN and the BOEGGEMANS in exchange for the transfer or assignment of

interests.

12
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Complaint by the BOEGGEMANS in February 2008. See Thelin v,

Intermountain Lumber & Builders Supply, Inc., 80 Nev. 285, 290, 392 P.2d 626,

628 (1964). Further, she would be required 1o follow all requirements of NRS
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Chapter 40 prior to filing her lawsuit.

14.  The next issue isrwhether lhe BOEGGEMANS can assign or
transfer their remaining claims to MS. MCDONALD-GREEN under NRS 40.655
for damages and injuries they sustained, i.e. their loss of use and expenditures for
repairs to the home during their owngrship. Defendant argues the claims cannot |
be assigned, and the agreement between the BOEGGEMANS and MS.,
MCDONALD-GREEN is void due to champerty.

15, “A champertous agreement is one in which a person without
interest in another’s litigation undertakes to carry on the litigation at his own
expense, in whole or in part, in consideration of receiving, in the event of success,
a part of the proceeds of the litigation.” Schwartz v. Eliades, 113 Nev. 586, 589
939 P.2d 1034, 1036 (1997), quoting Martin v. Morgan Drive Away, Inc., 665
F.2d 598, 603 (5" Cir. 1982), cert. dismissed, 458 U.S. 1122, 103 8.Ct. 5, 73
L.Ed.2d 1394 (1982). “To maintain the suit of another is now, and always has
been, held 10 be untawful, unless the.person maintaining has some interest in the
subject of the suit.” [d,, quoting Lum v. Stinnett, 87 Nev, 402, 408, 488 P.2d 347,
350 (1971); also see Gruber v. Baker, 20 Nev. 453, 23 P, 858, 862 (1890), As

noted in Gruber, 23 P, at 862:

The reason of the rule, as applied to champerty and maintenance, with us,
is to prevent litigation and the prosecution of doubtful claims by strangers
to them. If the owner is not disposed to attend the enforcement of a
doubtful claim, public policy requires that he should not be allowed to




transfer his right to another party for the purpose of prosecution, thereby
encouraging strife and lLitigation,

16.  Asargued by Defendant in its Reply filed August 28, 2009, p. 9,

champerty can also resuit in discovery problems as the assignor, whe no longer
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has an interest in' the outcome of the case, has little or no incentive to cooperate
fully in the litigation process,

17, Inthis case, MS. MCDONALD-GREEN had no interest in the
BOEGGEMANS' remaining claims under NRS 40.655 when she agreed to the
assignment, or to maintain the litigatic;n at her own expense with the
consideration being her reaping the proceeds in the event of the lawsuit’s success.
Furthermore, it would not be reasonable for her to believe she had or has an
interest in the BOEGGEMANS’ claims for loss of use and for their expenditures
for repairs during the time they owned the property. At best, she is merely an
investor who purchased a lawsuit, Accordingly, in this Court’s view, the
agreement to assign claims as between the BOEGGEMANS and MS.
MCDONALD-GREEN was champertous, and thus, void as against public policy.
Plaintiffs’ Motion for Leave to File Fifth Amended Complaint to substitute
PATRINA MCDONALD-GREEN as Plaintiff in the stead of the
BOEGGEMANS with respect to their remaining NRS 40.655 claims, therefore, is
denied,

| Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

Defendant CARINA CORPORATION'S Motion for Summary Judgment as to

Plaintiffs THOMAS, JR. and NANCY BOEGGEMAN (7740 Pleasant Slopes

14




Court) filed July 29, 2009 (and Joinders thereto) is granted in part, and denied in
part,
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, as

. Plaintiffs THOMAS and NANCY BOEGGEMAN no longer own the residence in
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question, 7740 Pleasant Si'opes Court, Las Vegas, Nevada 89131, they no longer
have standing to sue under NRS Chapter 40 those claims that relate to the house's
remaining/continuing constructional deficiencies, such as for repairs yet to be
made that are necessary to cure the defects, and the reduction in market value of
the residence or accessory structuore, if any, to the extent the reduction is because
of structural failure, Thus, there remains no genuine issue of material fact as 10
those claims, and thus, Defendant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law
pursuant 10 Rule 56 of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

ITIS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, however,
that this Court finds there remain genuine issues of material fact concerning
Plaintiffs THOMAS and T\_iANCY BOEGGEMAN'S claims for damages under
NRS 40.655 that they niay have sustained, such as reasonable attorney’s fees, cost
of repairs made during the time they owned the home, loss of use, temporary
housing expenses incurred while repairs were being made, and interest provided
by statute. Therefore, Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment is denied with
respect to those claims.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

Plaintiffs’ Counter-Motion to File Fifth Amended Complaint to Add Party filed

August 24, 2009 is denied. With that said, PATRINA MCDONALD-GREEN has
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the option of making a claim under NRS Chapter 40 for constructional defects
that exist in her home during her ownership, as discussed above.

DATED this 9™ day of December 2009.
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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; WALL DESIGN,
INC.; WESTERN SHOWER DOOR, INC.; |
DOES 1 through 150,

Third-Party Defendants.

ORDER RE: D.R. HORTON, INC.’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

This matter, concerning Delendant/Third-Party Plaintiff D.R. HORTON, INC.’S Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment filed January 24, 2014,' came on for hearing on the 27® day of February
2014 at the hour of 9:00 a.m. before Department XXII of the Eighth Judicial District Court, in and
for Clark County, Nevada, with JUDGE SUSAN H. JOHNSON presiding; Plaintiff HIGH NOON
AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION appeared by and through its
attorney, JOHN J. STANDER, ESQ. of the law firm, ANGIUS & TERRY; Defendant/Third-Party
Plaintiff appeared by and through its attorney, JOEL D. ODOU, ESQ. of the law firm, WOOD .
SMITH HENNING & BERMAN; Third-Party Defendant SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC
appeared by and through its attorneys, ANDREW CRANER, ESQ. of the law firm, BREMER
WHYTE BROWN & O’MEARA and ADAM R. TRIPPIEDI, ESQ. of the law firm, LUH &

ASSOCIATES; Third-Party Defendant UNITED ELECTRIC, INC. appeared by and through its

"This motion was joined by Third-Party Defendants CIRCLE S DEVELOPMENT COREP. and FIRESTOP,
INC. on January 30 and 31, 2014, respectively,
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l attorney, ANDREW CRANER, ESQ. of the law firm BREMER WHYTE BROWN & O’MEARA;
Third-Party Defendant SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. appeared by and through its attorney,
KIRK N. WALKER, ESQ. of the law firm, BAUMAN LOEWE WITT & MAXWELL; Third-Party

Defendants SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC, and EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC appeared by

and through their attorney, AARON M, YOUNG, ESQ. of the law firm, BROWN BONN &
FRIEDMAN; Third-Party Defendant RISING SUN PLUMBING, LLC appeared by and through its
attorneys, ADAM R. TRIPPIEDI, ESQ. of the law firm, LUH & ASSOCIATES and ANNALISA N,
GRANT, ESQ. of the law firm, FERRIS & ASSOCIATES; Third-Party Defendant QUALITY
WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD. appeared by and through its attorneys, ANDREW CRANER, ESQ. of
the law firm, BREMER WHITE BROWN & O'MEARA, and KIRK N. WALKER, ESQ. of the law
firm, BAUMAN LOEWE WITT & MAXWELL; Third-Party Defendant OPM, INC. appeared by
and through its attorney, BERNADETTE S. TIONGSON, ESQ. of the law firm, FREDRICKSON
MAZEIKA & GRANT; Third-Party Defendant NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC. appeared by and

| through its attorney, JENNIFER A. FORNETTI, ESQ. of the law firm, SPRINGEL & FINK; Third-
Party Defendant FIRESTOP, INC. appeared by and through its attorneys, RANDALL D,
GUSTAFSON, ESQ. and DILLON G. COIL, ESQ of the law firm, LINCOLN GUSTAFSON &
CERCOS; and Third-Party Defendant ANSE, INC. appeared by and through its attomey,
ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ. of the law firm, FERRIS & ASSOCIATES. Having reviewed the
papers and pleadings on file herein, heard oral arguments of the attorneys, and taken this matter
under advisement, this Court makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law:

FINDINGS OF FACT AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY
1. As this Court noted within its previous Orders, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
I ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION is a non-profit corporation and

governing body of a 342-unit triplex townhouse planned development/common-interest community
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created pursuant to NRS Chapter 116 and located within Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada, The

1
7 || community consists of townhouse units, owned by the Association’s members, as well as common
3 || elements owned by Plaintiff over which the homeowners have easements and enjoyment.
4 2. The community was developed, constructed and sold by Defendant/Third-Party
s
ﬂ Plaintiff D.R. HORTON, INC. in or about 2004 to 2006.2
6
. 3. The subject property consists of 114 buildings, coniaining 3 units, for the total of 342
g homes. The instant action involve claims for damages arising out of constructional defects within
9 I the common areas, the building enveiopes in which Plaintiff has no ownership interest, and within
10 || the interiors of 194 units for which Plaintiff has obtained assignments from those homes’ owners.
1 The alleged constructional defects include, but are not limited to structural, fire safety,
12
waterproofing defects, and deficiencies in the civil engineering/landscaping, roofing, stucco and
13
14 drainage, architectural, mechanical, plumbing, HVAC, acoustical, electrical, and those relating to the
15 || operation of windows and sliding doors.® As a result of the aforementioned constructional defects,
16 || Plaintff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION filed its
17 | lawsuit on June 7, 2007 against Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC. on behalf of itself and its
18 homeowner-members. D.R. HORTON, INC,, in turn, filed its Third-Party Complaint on September
19
23,2011 against the subcontractors who provided both labor and supplies to the project’s
20 :
21 construction.
17 4. Since the original Complaint was filed in June 2007, 230 of the 3472 unit owners, on
23 || whose behalf the constructional defects action was filed, have sold their homes, In D.R. HORTON,
24} INC.’S view, therefore, only 112 of the owners originally contemplated in the June 2007 filing*
25 1'
. 26
2 i S 2lso see Complaint filed June 7, 2007, Paragraph 10, p. 3.
g a 27 *See Complaint filed June 7, 2007, Paragraph 16, p. 4.
=5 é “This Court will identify the homeowners originally contemplated in the June 2007 Complaint as “original®
Zoe 28 owners herein for sake of brevity,
1t
nAA
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retained continuing or existing claims of defects within the building envelopes. As to claims of

1
2 || deficiencies within the interiors, 130 of the 194 owners no longer own their homes; only 62 or 64° of
3 || those owners originally contemplated in the June 2007 lawsuit retained continuing or existing claims
4 | of defects within the units’ interiors. With the aforementioned said, Defendant D.R. HORTON,
> INC. concedes the “original” owners retain claims that are personal in nature, such as out-of-pocket
: | expenses relating to the defects for repairs, loss of use and market value. Also see NRS 40.655.
8 Hence, as the ownerships of units have changed, the claims Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
9 || ARLINGTON RANCIH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION can litigate, in its representative
10 || capacity, have also evolved and, in this case, become more limited. That is, in D.R. HORTON,
I I INC.’S view, Plaintiff HIGH NOON ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
12 can represent the aforementioned 112 homeowners with respect to existing or continuing claims of
5 iz constructional defects within the building envelopes. Plaintiff can also represent the interests of the
15 aforementioned 62 or 64 owners concerning existing or continuing constructional defects within
16 | their units’ interiors. The homeowners association also can represent the interests of all “original”
17 I members which respect to NRS Chapter 40 claims that remain personal to them, such as out-of-
18 | pocket expenses for repairs and loss of use, and loss of market value. However, Defendant argues
9 the homeowners association cannot represent those “owners” who no longer own the property with
2{; respect to alleged constructional defects that continue or exist in the properties. Hence,
95 | Defendant/Third-Party D.R. HORTON, INC. now moves this Court to preclude Plaintiff HIGH
23 | NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION from making and litigating
24 || claims for constructional defects that continue or exist within the building envelopes and interiors on
2 behalf of “owners” who no longer own units within the development.
, =5 26
BuiR
5 ¥
2’ ‘g % 28 “The parties have referenced both numbers in their briefs.
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=8 Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS

St
s

ASSOCIATION opposes, and argues subsequent changes in ownership do not strip its standing to
pursue constructional defect claims against Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. Summary judgment is appropriate and “shall be rendered forthwith” 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 judgment as a matter of law.” See NRCP 56(c); Wood v.

Safeway. Inc.. 121 Nev. 724, 729, 121 P.3d 1026 (2005). The substantive law controls which
factual disputes are material and will preclude summary judgment; other factual disputes are
irrelevant. Id,, 121 Nev, at 731, A factual dispute is genuine when the evidence is such a rational
trier of fact could return a verdict for the non-moving party, I, 121 Nev. at 731.

2. While the pleadings and other proof must be construed in a light most favorable to

the non-moving party, that party bears the burden “to do more than simply show that there is some
metaphysical doubt™ as to the operative facts in order to avoid summary judgment being entered in

the moving party’s favor. Matsushita Electric Industrial Co. v. Zenith Radio, 475 U.S. 574, 586

(1986), cited by Wood, 121 Nev. at 732. The non-moving party “must, by affidavit or otherwise, set
forth specific facts demonstrating the existence of a genuine issue for trial or have summary

judgment entered against him” Bulbman, Inc. v. Nevada Bell, 108 Nev. 105, 110, 825 P.2d 588, 591

(1992), cited by Wood, 121 Nev. at 732. The non-moving party “’is not entitled to build a case on

the gossamer threads of whimsy, speculation, and conjecture.”™ Bulbman, 108 Nev. at 110, 825 P.2d

591, quoting Collins v. Union Fed, Savings & Loan, 99 Nev. 284, 302, 662 P.2d 610, 621 (1983).

3. Rule 17(a) of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure (NRCP) provides “{e]very action
shall be prosecuted in the name of the real party in interest.” (Emphasis added) The purpose of this

rule is to enable the defendant to avail himself of evidence and defenses the he has against the real
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1 party in interest, to assure finality of the judgment, and that he will be protected against another suit
2 || brought by the real party in interest on the same maiter. Painter v. Anderson, 96 Nev. 941, 943, 620
3 L P.2d 1254, 1256 (1980). Notably, the question of “standing to bring suit” focuses on the party
4 seeking adjudication, rather than upon the issues sought to be adjudicated. See Szilagyi v. Testa, 99
) Nev. 834, 838, 673 P.2d 495, 498 (1983),
i ’ 4. There is no question that, in order for one to bring a cause of action pursuant to NRS
g 40l.600 to 40.695 (statutes collectively referred to as “NRS Chapter 40” herein), he must be a
9 {| “claimant.” A “claimant” is defined in NRS 40.610 as “[a]n owner of a residence or appurtenance;”
10 ‘ “[a] representative of a homeowner’s association that is responsible for a residence or appurtenance
H l and 1s acting within the scope of his duties pursuant o chapter 116 or 117 of NRS;” or “[e}ach
12 IH owner of a residence or appurtenance to whom a notice applies pursuant to subsection 4 of NRS
14 | 40.645.”
15 5. As noted above, Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC. moves this Court for partial
16 || summary judgment with respect to previous owners’ claims related to constructional defects
17} continuing or existing in units they no longer own and the building envelopes housing their former
18 properties. This Court agrees with Defendant’s view in that if a property owner no longer owns the
;z home, he does not retain any claims he may have had under NRS 40.655 due to continuing or
21 remaining constructional defects. He no longer has a claim for the reasonable cost of repairs “yet to
77 {i bemade.” See NRS 40.655(1)(b). Accordingly, this Court grants partial summary judgment in
23 || favor of Defendant D.R. HORTON, INC, with respect to claims maintained by now prior owners for
24 continuing or remaining constructional defects existing within the interiors of and the building
25 envelopes housing the units they no longer own. These “prior owners,” however, retain claims for
§ - S 2? any other damages that do not follow the home, such as (1) any reasonable attorney’s fees; (b) the
%é % 2% reasonable cost of any repairs already made that were necessary; (3) the reasonable expenses of
288
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i temporary housing necessary during the repair; (4) the reduction in market value they suffered; (5)
9 | the loss of use of all or any part of the residence; (6) any additional costs reasonably incurred by the
3 !1 claimant, inciuding, but not limited to any costs and fees for the retention of experts, and (7) any
4 | interest provided by statute.
> 6. Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
: ASSOCIATION proposes subsequent changes in ownership do not strip it of standing to pursue
8 constructional defect claims against Defendant. Generally speaking, this Court agrees with such
g || premise. However, while changes in ownership do not strip the homeowners association of standing
10 | to pursue, transfers of real property can change or adjust the particular claims or damages sought. In
1 this case, as noted above, former owners still retain their claims for damages they persoz}ally
12 suffered, i.e. expenses for repairs and temporary housing, and loss of use of the home. As the homes
iz allegedly still are constructively defective, the former owners ate no longer the “reé.l parties in
15 interest” with respect to such claims. Thus, they cannot maintain such causes of action.
16 7. The concept that damages or injuries may transform or change throughout the
17 I duration of litigation is nothing new. For example, plaintiffs in personal injury actions, many times,
18 undergo additional medical treatment and even surgery while Iitigation is pending. In such cases,
;2 ' plaintiffs’ claims transform to include pain, suffering, inconvenience and the expense of the
21 “ additional treatment or surgery. In the event of successful surgery, the plaintiff’s claim for
77 || continued pain and suffering may diminish, if not disappear. Likewise, plaintiffs may lose
23 | employment as a result of their personal injuries during their case’s tenure, and their claims may be
24 | amended to include a wage loss claim. Resolution of injuries through medical treatment and/or
25 surgery occurring during the litigation may also reduce the amount of damage for wage loss. In
§ m E % short, a plaintiff’s claim for damages may not remain a constant throughout the case’s duration.
55 7
Z5E 28
2EE
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1 8. With the aforementioned said, constructional defects that continue to exist in the *
2 || house do not necessarily cease once ownership is transferred. As this Court has ruled in other cases,
3 | owners selling their homes to others can, in conjunction with the sale of real property, assign their
4 ongoing claims for constructional defects existing in the residence to the purchasers. However,
5 . . . . .
once the prior owners’ interest in the home extinguishes, via sale or other transfer, they no longer
6
. own, and thus, cannot maintain claims with respect to continuing or remaining constructional defects
8 that follow the property. This Court’s conclusion protects the plaintiff-homeowners in the retention
9 | of certain claims, enables defendant-contractors to avail themselves of evidence and defenses they
10 1} have against the real party in interest,” assures finality of the judgment, and that defendants will be
1 protected against another suit brought by subsequent owners on the same matter.
12 _ .
9. This Court also recognizes, in some instances, claims for continuing defects may
13
14 cease or be dismissed upon transfer of ownership. Indeed, there may be situations where, for
15 I whatever reason, the prior owner does not assign his interest in the continuing or existing
i6 || constructional defect claims within the residence to the purchascr.7 There may be instances where
17 1 the subsequent purchaser has no interest in pursuing such a claim, which necessarily includes the
18 risk associated with litigation. Such cessation of ¢laims not only protects the defendant, but also the
19
subsequent purchaser.
20
21
22
23
24
25 *Former owners cannot assure defendant-contractors are given access 1o certain evidence and defenses. For
26 example, if the previous owner retained claims for constructional defects that continue to exist in his former property, he
o 5 could not accord the defendant-contractor access to the property for inspection and even repairs.
Y
S w 2 "In those situations, the new owner can pursue his own constructional defect claim as a new dction, once the
% é E 27 NRS Chapter 40 pre-litigation requirements are followed. If there is no assignment of the action for continuing
==d constructional defects, however, such new claims would not relate back to the date of the fling of the original complaint,
Z0E 28 || See Thelin v. Intermountain Lumber & Builders Supply, Inc,, 80 Nev, 285, 290, 392 P.2d 626, 628 (1964),
SES
ZH8A
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1 “ Accordingly, based upon the foregoing,
2 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED; ADJUDGED AND DECREED Defendant/Third-Party
3 || Plaintiff D.R. HORTON, INC.’S Motien for Partial Summary Judgment filed January 24, 2014 is
4 granted;
5 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
: ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION may litigate, in its representative
8 capacity, the claims of the 112 “original” homeowners relating to continuing or existing
g || constructional defects within the building envelopes. It cannot represent such ¢laims on behalf of
10 | the now 230 former-owners as the latter are no longer the real parties in interest as required under
I Nrep 17
12 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
ij ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEQOWNERS ASSOCIATION may litigate, in its representative
15 | capagcity, the claims of the 62 or 64 “original” unit-owners with respect to continuing or existing
16 || constructional defects within the homes’ inferiors. It cannot represent such claims on behalf of the
17§ now 130 former-owners as the latter are no longer the real parties in interest as required by NRCP
18 17
19
IT IS FURTHER ORDERD, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, with the
2(; aforementioned said, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
97 I ASSOCIATION may litigate, in its representative capacity, the claims of former owners for other
23 I damages suffered and as specified under NRS 40,655, such as loss of use and market value, repair
24 I and temporary housing expengses, attorneys” fees and the like; and
25 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, in the event of an
% 2 S ij 15 assignment of claims for existing or continuing constructional defects by the seller or soon-to-be
i’.g % 28 former owner to the purchaser in conjunction with the property’s transfer, Plaintiff HIGH NOON
3f
BA% 10 0994




AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION may litigate, in its representative

Fa—y

capacity, the claims of the subsequent owners with respect to such assigned claims,

| DATED this 18" day of March 2014,

/]

(

A4 r
SAN H. JOHNSON, DISTRI

COURT JUDGE
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ANGIUS & TERRY LLP
1V2) N, Tewn Center Dre
Suite 264
Las Vegas, NV 80144
(702) 9%0-2017

Electronically Filed
03/20/2014 01:40:12 PM

ORDR %‘ kd

Paul P. Terry, Jr. (Nev. Bar 7192) CLERK OF THE COURT

(| John 1. Stander (Nev. Bar 9198)

David Bray, Esq. SBN 12706
ANGIUS & TERRY LLP

1120 N. Town Center Dr., Suite 260
Las Vegas, NV 89144

Telephone: (702) 990-2017
Facsimile: {702) 990-2018
Istander@angius-terry.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case No. A542616
Dept. XX

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada
non-profit corporation, for itself and for all
others similarly sitnated, [ELECTRONIC FILING CASE]

i S ORDER REGARDING
PLAINTIFF ’S MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION

Plaintiffs

V.

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

Date: January 16, 2014
Time: %:00 a.m.

Defendants,

And Related Third Party Actions, Cross Claims,
and Consolidated Actions.

vvwwvvvvvwvvvwwwvvvvx./ww

Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
ASSOCIATION’S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION ON ORDER SHORTENING

| TIME came on regularly for hearing on January 16, 2014, the Honorable Susan Johnson

presiding. After consideration of the pleadings and files on record, the argument of counsel,
and GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT THE MOTION IS
GRANTED IN PART, as described below:
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ANGIUS & TERRY LLP
1120 R Town Cenler Dr.
Suite 260
Las Vegas, NV 85144
{703) 9902017

| HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION may prosecute the claims of all of its 342 homeowner-

R e K = W V. T -V V1

The Court’s Order dated November 12, 2013 regarding Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
ARLINGTON RANCH’S standing to pursue constructional defect claims on its own behalf
and on behalf of its homeowner-members is hereby amended as follows:

With regard to constructional defects that relate to the building envelope (roofs,
stucco, windows, doors, and decks) Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH

members. Within those homes, Association may prosecute the following claims rclating to
the building envelope:

1) Claims that may exist in 100 percent of the homes. Association may also use
statistical proof to extrapolate or show such constructional defects found in 100
percent of the homes inspected also exist in the building envelope of all 342
homes, as identified in this Court’s order, dated November 12, 2013, at pp. 5-6.

2) Claims of homeowners numbering more than 40, but fess than the total 347,
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 Associ;tion, however, may not infer such claims are suffered by all 342
homeowner-members.

3) Claims on behalf of two or more of any of its homeowners who actually suffer
certain constructional defects that may not have been experienced or enconntered
by their neighbors pursuant to NRS 116.3102(1)(d).

With regard to constructional defects that relate to the interior of the buildings,
including fire resistive, electrical, plumbing and structural claims, Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT
ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION may prosecute the claims only in
the 192 homes of the homeowner-members that assigned their claims to the Association.
Within those homes, Association may prosecute the following claims that relate to the interior
of the buildings:

1) Claims that may exist in 100 percent of the homes. Association may also use
statistical proof to extrapolate or show such constructional defects found in 100
percent of the homes inspected also exist in the interfor of all 192 homes, as
identified in this Court’s order, dated November 12, 2013, at pp. 5-6;

2) Claims of homeowners numbering more than 40, but less than the total 192.

Plaintiff may prosecute those claims as their representative in a sub-class format,
2 0997
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ANGIUS & TERRY LLP
1120 N. Town Cenler Pr.
Suite 260
Las Yegas, NV 86144
(7072 990-2007

mcaning the Association may usc generalized proof to demonstrate such claims.

The Association, however, may not infer such claims are suffered by all 192

homeowner-members.

3) Claims on behalf of two or more of any of its 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).

IT IS SO ORDERED.

th
Dated: March ] 2014

Respectfully submitted.

ANGIUS & TERRY LLP m\

ey

Pau! P . Jr., SBN 7192
John J. tander SBN 9198
David Bray, Esq. SBN 12706
ANGIUS & TERRY LLP

1120 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 260
Las Vegas, NV 89144

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  iistory Page I of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

i_ ABsExuar ﬁ!ap—' | Aoriat View I l Commant Codes } E Current Qwnarship ! LNew Senrsh I
[ASSESSOR BESCRIPTION
IGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PUAT BODK 135 PAGE 21 UNTT 102 5U5G 84
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECGROED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING | prsymrer s12E
176-26-714-253__ |ZIMMERMANN DIANE 7 20100630:04424 D6/30/2030 | NGO STATUS 635 02 A0
ORDED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) poaEeEns, | ECoRD VESTING b!.;l'A:lCl' T ATED
176-20-714-351  [KAVIAN JAVAD 20091223:02860 | 12/23/2009 NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
175-20-714-251  |KILBY RICHARD 20060324:0357% 03242006 NO STATUS 535 sua?g:TmED
176-20-714-251  [KILBY RICHARD 2005042804270 | O4/29/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635 SUBDIICED
176-20-714-251  {HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 D4/27/2001 NO STATUS g1 SUBDLS‘?%D
. 176-20-710-007 _ {HORTON D R INC 20010427-01613 04/27/2001 ND STATUS 5385 19.02 AC |
176-20-701-002  HORTON D R INC 20010427:00513 | Da/2/2001 NO STATUS [ €35 i64.92 A |

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

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv,us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pecl2&parcel=17...

0841
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersl.  dstory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTQRY

! Baxacsar Map l E Aariai View H Lommant Codey “ Cuererrit Qwnarahip l { Hew Search[
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION :
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOGK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 54
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 |
CURKENT "1 RecoRDED RECORDED YAX | ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWHER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | nrsraicy | size
175-30-714-250 _ |BB00 HORJZON WIND TRUST 2012117802266 | 131/2%/2012 | ND STATUS 635 | .D3AC
RECGROED RECORDED Thx ESTIMATI
PARCEL ND, PRIOR OWNER(S} L P VESTING promier | Eo anmered
176-20-714-2506 [IFLIC TGOR 20050306:02049 | £3/06/2006 NO STATUS 635 SUB%\:;DED
176-26-714-250 |DRESBACK JEFFREY A & MEGAN G 20060317:02960 | C1/17/2006 | JOINT TENANCY 635 SUB?(')".'F’DED
176-20-714-250 [HORTON D R INC 0EINARTHI5IR 1 04/27/2001, NO STATUS 635 SUB%?ED
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R ING 20030427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NQ STATUS &35 15,07 AC
[ 176-20-701-002 |HORTON O R ikC. 20010837:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 162,93 AC

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1995 through present are availabie for viewing,

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2& parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. iistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Angrsrar Map }E Aorigl Wiew “

fomment Codes J [ Corrant Qwnerghip ] i Hew saar:hj

{ABSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NQON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 125 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 810G 85

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CULRRENT RECORDED RECORDEE TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT HO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY S1ZE
176-20-714-254  [FARMER ROBERT 20100030:03289 0873072010 NO STATUS 635 D2 AC
i RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCELNG. | FRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT KD, DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIZE
176-20-724-254  PETTEL JOHN D 171 20050428:00242 D4/29/2005 | MO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-284  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/2772001 NO STATUS 633 SUBE(’;?DED
176-20-710-007 __IHORTOR DR INC Z0010427-01513 0472772001 ] NO STATUS 535 T5.00 AE
176-20-701-002_ (HORTON D R INC T Iroigezre1a0 U4/27/2001_ | NG STATUS 635 164,92 AL

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2 &parcel=17...

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

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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

E Axtensor NMap El Aerlsl View H Comment Cadet

” Currsns Gwarrkhip ] Eﬂew Search

ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION

HIGH NOON AT ARUINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 8BS
SEC 20 TWP 22 RRG 60

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTIRG DISTRICT site
FWARD KATHLEEN )
17620714255 [ R b A 2008Q508:04363 | 05/08/2008 | JOINT TENANCY 635 03 AC
wecH
PARCEL NO, PRIGR OWNER(S) DOCEUMER:::D. “g‘ggm VESTING m;‘."éa Esr;;"zf‘”
176-20-714-251 |STRUCTURED ASSET INVEST LOAN TR 0071206:00765 | 1/06/2007 | NG STATUS 8§35 SUB?S’.IEDED
176-20-714-253 {GORMAN BENJAMEN C 20050502:05630 | 05/02/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUE?S’.EDED
176-20-714-253 [HORTON D R INC 20030427:01513 | 04/27/2001 ° NO STATUS 35 SUBBIVIBED
176-30-710-007  JHORTON I FINC ZOQI0AZZ 015N | 0472772001 NG SIATUS &35 15.07 AC
176-20-701-002_[HORTON.G R INC 20010477:01513 | 0472742001 | NO BYATUS &35 164,97 AL

Note: Only docurments from September 15, 1999 through present are avallable for viewing,

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

Page 1 of |

0844

172272014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., _{istory

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

[ Assessar Mep H Aar!nl\_c‘lc_w ]i— Qummenl_cm_!es ji t_:l.m'mﬁ Ownership H‘Ngw_ Searchi

ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 133 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG B6
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX t ESTIMATED
PARCER, NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT MO, DATE VESTING | prsTRIcr | sIzE
176-20-714-256  [DUGHE DAVID A 200B1241:03332 12/31/2008 | WO STATUS 635 LOIAC
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER{S) O, | EeoknED VESTING nxsrvkvftct w’é:&“”
176-20-714-256  |BANK WELLS FARGD N A TRS 20080724:03893 | 07/24/2008 NO STATUS 535 SUBDAVIDED
176-20-714-256  [YANG JUNG A & SEUNG H 20060933:04666 | 09/13/2006 | JOINT TENANCY 435 5”“?‘3’.}"5“
176-20-714-256 [JAROSLAWSKY ANTONINA 20050426:0%360 | 04/26/2005 NQ STATUS 635 5“5?.3‘;'95‘3
176-20-714-256 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:03513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535 SUBDL/IDED
176-20-710-007_ [HORTON b R INC, 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2008 | __NO STATUS 633 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 JHORTOR D R INE 2001042701513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 154.92 AC

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

MOTE: THIS RECOAD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE GNLY, NO LIABILITY 1S ASSUMED
AS TC THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HERECN.

Page 1 of 1

0845

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17.,, 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh Qistory Page 1 of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

{ Currant dwnerabin | [ Hew Search}

{ Aavassor Kap “ Acrial View H Comment Ladas

|ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HEGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 86
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWHER DOCIMENT ND. DATE VESTING DISTRICT s1zE
176-20-714-257  IDATUIN ELMER B RAQUEL 20121231:03206 12/31/3012 JOINT TENANCY £35 .02 &C
PARCEL NG, PRIOR OWNER(S) PR CORDED | RECORDED VESTING i oy | ESTeETeD
176+20-714-257  {LOKER ZACHARY 3 20500706:03238 | 07/08/2010 NO STATUS §3s 5“3'310"7‘“5"
176-26-714-257  |BANNATZ SCOTT & RUTH 20050429:02634 | 04/25/2005 | JOINT TEMANCY 535 SUBDIYIDED
176-20-714-357  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01523 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 SUBE&?DE"
i
176-20-710-007 [HORTON DX R INC AR01C427:01513 04/27/2001 RO STATUS 635 19.02 AT 4
176-20-701-D32 [HORTON O R INC 2U010427:01513 04/2772001 NC STATUS 635 164.97 AC !

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

NOTYE: THIS RECORD 15 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY 15 ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQN.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

0846

172272014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh  .story Page 1 of 1

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ assensorman |[ AmnaiViaw ][ Consment Codes || Curront Ownecuhip } New Searck ]

JR DESCRIPTION ; -
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 145 FAGE 31 DRIT 103 BIDE 6
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
T EURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER BOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTENG | paxsTRIcT | smzE
178-20-719-258  BUCK BILLIE JEAN 2031030403448 03/04/2011 | NG STATHS 635 02 Ae
Y TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIGR OWNER(S) DoRcEUcrsgr?\“E:o. e VESTING bIaTReT | anTED
176-20-714-258  {BUCK REGINALD 2008113102758 01/33/2011 NO STATUS 535 SUBDIViDED
176-20-714-258  [FANNIE MAE 00902:0 05/02/2010 NO STATUS 835 SUB?OMTDED
175-20:714-258  |CHEN JEONG SHEN 2009090302745 08/03/2008 NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-258  /CHEN JEONG SHEN 20050505:03445 05/05/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635 SUSDIVIOED
176-20-714-258  [HORTON D R INC 20010437:00513 04/27/2001 NG STATUS 635 SUBDTVICED
176-20-710-D07 _ IHORTOR.D & ING 2001047701513 8472773001 NG STATUS (35 19.02 A
176-20-701-002 _ IHORTON D R ING 2001042701543 08/27/2001 NG 5TATUS GiE 164.92 AC

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

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

0847

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh, _ listory

PARCEL OQWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

| Assesnortsp || awrial view 1| Commont Gadns

§ ’ Current Qwneeship E I N_:w__sa_ar:h}

IASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWH 22 BNG 56

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOCK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 8LDG 87

CURRENT RECORDED | RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DUCUMENT No. DATE VESTING DISTRICT STEE
176-20-714-260 _|CORS0 ANDREA 20120703:02434 Giio3/201 NO STATUS 535 0% AL

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO RE%T;gﬁu ' VESTING L S e
176-20-714-260  ZAMORA MANUEL 2005052503562 05/25/2005 NO STATUS 835 SUBDIVIDED

I

176-20-714-260  JHORTON D R ING 20010427:01523 D4/27/2001 1 NO STATUS §35 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-710-007 _|HGRTOR D R INC W0427;01513 | 04/27/2001 . _NO STATUS &35 1963 AC
176-20-701-002 _ {HORTON D R INC 20010427:61513 04/27/2001  NO STATUS 535 | icasiAc |

Note: Oniy decurnents from September 15, 1998 through present are avaltable for viewing,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2& parcel=17

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

bre

Page 1 of 1

0848

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  .story

Michele W. Shafe, Assesscr

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ assessarmap || asriaiview ][ Comment Codes

[ Burrent ownarshlp | [Hew scargh]

RSBESSOR DESCRIFTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 104 8IDG 88
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
TUCURRENT | L RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
FARCEL HO, CURRENT QWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT stze
176-20.714-265 _IANSELMO LORENZO 2010091 7:03791 0971772010 | NO STATUS &35 03 AC
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) uuRcELfgg?rﬁao i RE%‘A’,}EW VESTING ormrmer | BT EATED
176-20-714-265 ANTONIO CARLOS C Il & ROSE M 20071217:03535 | 12/1%2007 | JOINT TENANCY 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-265 |ANTONID CARLOS € 11l 7D950803.03285 | D6/03/2005 NG STATUS 635 SUB%‘#DED
176-26-714-265 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 535 S“a'in“;"’@
176-2G-710-007 |HORTON D R INC i 20010427.01513 | 04/27/4001 |  NO STATUS 635 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 |HOBTON D R INC Z0010437:01513 | 04f37/2001 NG STATUS 635 164.92 AC

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

NOTE: TRIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE GNLY. NO LIABILITY 1S ASSUMED
A TO THE ACCURACY OF TRE DATA DELINEATED HEREQN,

hitp://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pel2 &parcel=17 ..

Page 1 of 1

0849

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst

dstory

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

E Aneessar Map JI Aprial Vizw Ji Cammant Codes

} | Currant Ownerenip | [ Hew Searen |

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGYON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 8LDG 30
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

http://sandgate.co.clark .nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pci2&parcel=17...

CHRRENT RECORDED RECORPDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOLUMENT HO, DATE VESTING | npestrrer SIZE
AU STEPHEN VAN MI & SUE REV TR
-7 14- 20121214:03300 .
176-20-714-269 AU STERHEN YAN MI & SUE 5 TRS 12/14/2082 NO STATUS B35 02 AC
RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) D . L VESTING L. pivin,
176-26-714-260  |ZERPA ADRIANA 20050606:0496% 06/06/2008 | NGO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-269  {HORTON D RINC 2001042704513 04/27/200F | NO STATUS 638 SUBOIVIDED
176-20-710-007 _[HORTON D R INC T eonigazi0i sy Toasasze0: NO STATUS 535 10,02 AC
176-26-701-002  BORTONDRING | 2001043703573 | 04,27/2001 3 NOSTATUS | B35 164,97 AC

Nete: Cmly decuments from September 15, 1994 through present are avadiable for viewlng,

NOTE: THIS RECORD 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LTABILITY 15 ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

Page 1 ofl

0850

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersk. _ _{istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Azsesgor Map “_ Aeris) View ” {amnsent Codes H Curront Qvenarship “ Hew Searehl

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOGK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 8LDG 97

CORRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWRER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY | sizE
175-30-714-275_ JCLEAR MAR L LG 2010110101516 11/6y/2010 | NGO GTATUS 635 | LGIAC
PARCEL ND. PRIOR OWNER(S) nokgxf:ga?’fzo, RECORDEO | vesring oroteecr | TTaMATED
176-20-714-276 |BANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS ZALR0017:02588 | O9/17/2010 | MO STATUS &35 SUADTIDED
176-20~714-276 |HARVEY JENNIFER M 20050620:03267 | OB/20/2005 | NO STATUS 635 sua?gjrmsn
176-20-714-276 |HORTON D R INC 200:0827:015)3 | 0472772001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVISED
175.30.710-007 |HGRTON D R NG S0L0427 01513 | 04/27/2001 | ND STATUS 635 | 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002|HGATON 5 RINC 20010427.01513 | 0&/27/200% | AO STATUS €3 T 16493 AC

Note: Only documents from Septernber 15, L1999 through present are avallable for viawing.

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=17...

Page 1 of 1

0851

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl.  Jistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

L Axsesta? Map ] I Agrin] View J{ LContmant Codex _| I _Current Qwrershig l I Rew Searchl

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NGON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

115 PAGE 21 UNIT 10} BLDG 93

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX | ESTIMATED |
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWtER DOCUMENT KQ. DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIZE |
176-20-714-277 |PADELLD HERBERT K & BIXIE D 20100910.07735 | 09710/2010 | JOINT TEWANCY 635 0iAC )
" RECORDED DED T TED
PARCEL MO, PRIOR OWNER(S} I Reg:% VESTING | o TRX EST;;“Z‘; E
176-20-714-277 TQUANT MARIOREE VIRGINIA REV TR 2006000700301 | O8/07/2006 | MO STATUS 535 SUBDIDED
196-20-718-277  [QUANT MARIORIE v 205 08/17/2005 | NO STETUS 535 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-277  |HORTON D R INC 20010422:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 oLVl
176.20-710-007  HORTOR O RINC 00IGAZZ: 01513 | 042772001 | ND BTATUS 635 19,02 AL
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010477:01513 ] 04727/2001 | NO S1ATUS 834 164.92 AC

Note: Cniy dacuments from September 15, 1999 through prasent are avallable for viewing.

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

http.//sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17....

Page 1 of 1

0852

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownershu, ;:iistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP RISTORY

l Assensor Mog j I Aerin) View } f _Gommant Codos Ji Current Uwnrrship } { Neny Seavch]

[ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION "
[1IGT NOON AT ARLINGTON RANGH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLLG 85
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECGRDED RECORDED FAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT stz8
176-20-714-279 _[KUMMER BRADLEY & EMILY 201307015t | 01/22/2013 | JOINT TENANCY I35 07 AL
RECORDED RECORDED TAX | ESTEIMATER |
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. e oaTE VESTING e ; oz |
176-20-714-279  IMCMALLY MITRA 20050617:03061 86/17/2003 NC STATUS 635 ! SUB%\-?DED
176-20-714-278  [HORTON D RINC 20010427:01513 0af27/2004 | NO STATUS 635 —i SUBDIVIDED
176-20-710-087 _|HORTON D R INC T 20010477:01543 04/27/200L | NO GTATUS €35 | je.03AC
176-30-701-002_ (HORTON D R INC " 20010427.01513 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS | 635 | i64.92AC

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

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE QNLY. 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=17...

Page 1 of 1

0853

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh A.'istory ' Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ fnservar Map -“ Aerin_l'\-'ia_w_ ”_ Lommont Codas H Curread Dwaarship H New Search{

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NGION AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLOG 54

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECOROED RECORDED TAN, ESTIMATER
| PARCEL NO. CURRENT oWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING .pwsmuer | s
176-20-714-280  ARUCE CHLOE K 20110930.0323% 09/30/2011 NO STATUS 615 .03 AC

P - 3

! PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) ucﬁf::vuorﬁ?m. RECONSED | vestmg  j o TAX 53'51;";';““ ;
176-20-714-280 IFEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORE 20210719:00186 | 07/19/2011 |  NO STATUS g | SUBDWIDED
176-20-714-280 [PLACZKIEWICT CARISZ 20070427:63463 | 04/27/2007 | WO STATUS s3§ | SUBDWIDED
176-20-714-2B0 GRAY PETER B & MEGAN M 2005062905355 | D6/29/2005 | 0INT TENANCY 635 SUBE:;‘?DEU
176-26-714-280 [HORTON D R ING 20010427:01553 | 04/27/2001 | NQ STATUS g35 | SUBDIVIDED
176-20-715-037 HORTON D R InG 2001042701513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS £35 19.02 AC
176-20-701-003 |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2004 | NI STATUS 65 164.92 AC

Hote: Only docurnents from Septemnber 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing,

NOTE: THIS RECORD 15 FOR ASSESSMENT LISE ONLY. NO LIABILITY 1% ASSUMED
AS TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED MEREDRN.

0854

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh._ fistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| A xxenaar Map H Berin! View Ir Commani Codes ] [ Current Ownarehip H New Starch}

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RAKCH PLAT BOOK 1135 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 85
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING | paerarer S1ZE
KABOUDAN HASSAN
176-20-734-28% tomments: C-20131108:2267 11/08/2013 G STATUS 63% 03 AC
R DED RO TAX !
PARCEL NO, PRIOA GWNER(S) pocttwe, | RECORDED | vestins vistrucr | © amnTED
176-20-714-283 |AUSTIN VEGAS PROPERTIES L L C 20111077:04957 | 10/27/2011 | NO STATUS 635 S”B%‘.?DED
176-20-714-283 |ARGUETA BRENDA 2005062602702 | 06/28/2005 | NO STATUS 633 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-283 HORTOK D R INC 20010427:01533 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 5”5%".‘5“9
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04;27/2001 NO STATUS 635 19.02 AC
175-20-701-002_JHORTON 7 A ING 20010027:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS £33 164,93 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=17 ...

Note: Qnly docyments from September 15, 1992 through present are avallable for viewing.

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE GNLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS 10 THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

Page 1 of 1

0855

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersy ‘%Iistory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

E _Rarernor Map ]| Berixl View ] l Cdiritnpnt Uodee J Lcc;rrnnt Cwnerghip ] LNew SearchI
(ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION T ]
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 URIT 103 BLDG 55
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
-
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL N, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT KO, PATE VESTING DISTRICT sIzE
176-20.714-285 _ (MORENG ADRIARA 20100715:09852 G//15/7010 | NO STATUS | 635 2T
_ CoRl
PARCEL NO. PRIOK OWNER(S) DOCRDED | RECORDED VESTING . ESTIMATED
176-20-714-285  JAUSTRIA LERANT & KARA 20050715:03323 | 07/15/2005 | JGINT TENANCY 835 SUBDLVIDED
176-20-714-285 |HORTON I3 R INC FRRI4IZ0IS43 | 04s2772001 NQ STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-710-007  JHORTON D R INC 20010827,01513 | 64/27/2001 NG STATUS 635 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002  HORTON D R INC 200310427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 535 164,82 AC |

Note: Only decurnents from September 15, 1999 through present are zvailabie for viewing.

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE QNLY. NO LEABILITY [S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HERECN.

0856

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcei=17...  1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl.

dstory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

; Asaewaor Map H Serial Visw “ Gomment Lodes “ Currant Quenarabip H Hew Seg:\chi

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NCON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT 800K 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 96
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED |
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENTNO, | pate | VESTING | gierprer s1zH

176-20-714-287 _{SOLI5 RICARDO 20100616:03771 06/16/2010 | NG STATYS 635 03 AC

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCOMENT No. | - pate - | VESTING | o dot o | P
176-20-714-207 |SECRETARY HOUSING B URBAN DEV 2009102902869 | 10/25/2008 | NOSTATUS | 635 S“E’%’T‘DED
176-20-734-287 |B A C HOME LOANS SEAVICING L P 2009091403342 | 09/14/2008 | NO SVATUS ‘t 635 5“3%‘?“5’3
176-20-714-287 |MURPHY KAREN A 20050815:02555 | 08/15/2005 | MO STATUS 635 SUB%‘?DED
176-20-714-287 |HORTON D R ING 20030427:05513 | 04/272/2001 | MO STATUS 635 SUBTTIDED
176-20-710-007 |HORTON B R INC 20010477:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535 15.02 AC
176-20-701-002 (HORTON D R INC 20019427,01513 | 04/27/2001 | NQ STATUS 635 164.32 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx7instance=pcl2 &parcel=17...

Note: Qnly 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 OELINEATED HEREQN.

Page 1 of 1

0857
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersy. _ .{istory Page 1 of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_puczazarMap || Aerint Wiew | emmunt Cutes | [ Currons Swnprship J [ Mew searcn |

5% DESCRIPTION
HIGH HDON AT ARLINGTON RANCH BLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 107 BLDS 98
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 60
CORRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER BOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prstarer SIZE
CHOW VY NGAIMEI i
wean7ie- O NEAE 20100806:00979 OB/UE/2610 | WO STATUS 635 02 AC
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) Do?af::m?ﬁ:o. “‘;ﬁ'}:w VESTING DIS‘;%.:? | Ew‘sx”z?-m
176-20-714-293  JCHOW Iv¥ 20090927:03559 | ©09/22/2008 | NO STATUS &15 SUBTIVIDED
176-20-714-293  [BANK H 5 B C USA N A TRS 20000720:04680 | 07/20/2008 | WO STATUS 635 SUBOIVIDED
176-20-714:293  |ALVES ANGELA K 20030630:02351 | O06/30/2005 | NO STATUS 635 Birvad
176-20-714-293  |HDRTON D AL INC 20010427:01513 | 042772001 | wo sTATUS 635 SUBDL{:‘?DED
176-20-710-007  JHORTON D & RC IOUL043790519 | 04j27/2001 | WO STATUS &5 1 iseiAc |
76.30-701-002 _JHORTON B R TNE 20010437:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 35 164,92 AC

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

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

0858
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Clark County Assessor's Ownershy, . fistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

1 Asacossr Map “ Anrin View ][ Tomment Loded “ Curcant Crwnarehip “ Naw Sear:hl

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TwP 22 RNG 40

HIGH MODN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOUK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 98

CURRENT

RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PFARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER BOCUMENT RO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIFE
176-20-714-282 TOMASIK JAN & PICTR 2101048,01017 15/18/2010 MO ETATUS 635 03 AC
] RECORDED RECORDED TAX 1 ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. | PRIOR OWNER(S} DOCUMENT NG, DATE VESTING | orsrarcr SIZE
176-20-714-252 JBANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20100821:04468 | 08/31/2010 | NO STATUS 615 SUBDIVICED
176-20-714-267  |BUDDE JACQUELINE P 20050701:03818 | 07/01/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-292 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 633 SUEEIO‘frmED
176-30-710-067  |HORTON D R IRG 28010477:01513 | 0AF27/2001 | MO STATUS 635 18.02 AC
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:61514 | G4/27/2001 | KO STATUS 535 164,92 AC

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1939 through present are avaifable for viewing.

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS T( THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HERECN.

http.//sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parceltistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0859

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Owners..  distory Page | of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessarmap |[ Aerial View || Comment Codes || Curront Ownership

|ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

'HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 99
[SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT CWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-297 {O'SHEA JOHN 20080625:03608 06/25/2008 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Do CooRDED . COoRD VESTING Do ot
176-20-714-297  |BANKH S B C USA 20071108;02255 11/08/2007 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-297  |FIELDS S KIM 20050831:03533 08/31/2005 | NO STATUS 635
| 176-20-714-297  |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  IHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

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

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

0860

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...  1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownershy, .tistory

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

I Araeeunr Map ﬂ gu{ml Wiew ” Gomment Codes ” i.‘_.urn_m: Owamhlp IE New_Se_arch}

[RETEERHR DESCRIPYION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PASE 21 UNIT 103 810G 100
SEC 20 TWF 22 RNG 60

CURKENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIzE
176-20-714-300_ |HOEL WILLIAM J IR P01 8 T0/14/2011_ | NG STATUS 635 TLA
COHDI T. ED |
PARCEL NO. PRIOR, OWNER(S) bagumenT a, | TEEORDER | vEsTINg | [ JAX | ESTIMATED
176-20-714-300  |BANK U S NATIONAL ASSN TRS 20110523:03915 | O05/23/2011 | MO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIOED
176-20-714-300  [LINTON MICHAEL 20050020:05105 | 08/26/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBGIVIDED
176-20-714-300  {HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 1 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDLIDED
176-20-716-007__|RORTON [ R ENC 2001042701513 | 04/27/2001 | WO STATUS €35 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002JHORTON D R INC 2001082701513 | U4/27/2601 | RO STATUS 635 164.53 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

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

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

Page 1 of |
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Clark County Assessor's Ownerst  [istory : Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

! Azarssar Map ” Rariai View j r Comment Codes H Currant Gwnership l I Hiw Searchl

[ASSESEOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOGN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 100
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORRED | RECORDED | TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL MO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prstazer SIZE
178-20-714-295 |[TWENTYSEVEN INVESTMENTS LLC 20110516:01707 | 05/16/201% | NO STATUS &35 oA
PARCEL NI PRICA OWNER(S) DO o, | PECORDED | yeering raraer | ESTAMATED
176-20-714-299  |GARCIA GUSTAVO M 20130614:02593 | 0671472011 | NO STATUS 635 SUB%‘QDED
176-20-714-209  [CENTRAL MORTGAGE COMPANY 20401220:02616 | 13217010 | NO STATUS 635 SuBDIVIDED
176-20-714-205  IYAMENFELD JEREMY & JOYCE 60725; 07/25/2006 | ND STATUS 535 SUBDIIDED
176-20-714-295  [YAMENFELD JOYCE }O20p50815:00642 | 09/15/2005 | NO STATUS 535 SUBEE)V;DED
176-20-714-288  HORTON [ R INC 20010427,00513 | 04/27/2001 | ND STATUS 635 SUBDEIRED
176-20-750-007 _|HORTON D R INE Z0010427:01513 | 472772001 | NO STATUS 535 15.00 AL |
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D RINC 2001043701513 | D4/27/2008 ] NO STATUS 635 16492 AC |

Note: Only documents from September 15, 199§ through present are available for viewing.

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

0862

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., ‘fistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

LAxseﬁsnr?dnp “ Aorial View ” Comment Codas

I [ Current @wnarship j l Maw Szar:ﬂ

ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 FAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 101
SEC 20 TWE 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
BARGEL NO, CURRENT OWNER BOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | orstmicr s1zE
176-20-734-303 DEBELA HANNA 20100917:03617 09/17/2010 NG STATUS 635 .02 al
- RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED |
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) BOCIHENT NG, e vesting | o TAX THATED |
176-20-714-303 [BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20300520:03209 | 05/20/2010 | NO STATUS 535 5”3%‘;.1955
176-20-714-303 [ENKINS PATTY } 2005100003768 | 10192005 | NOSTATUS | g5 [ SUBDIVIOED
176-20-714-303 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
| 176-20-710-007 HORTONDRINC —_ _j 2o0i0027:09513 164272001 | NGETATUS | &2 | 19.02AC
176-20-701-002  HORTON D R INC 2081042701513 0472772004 NO STATUS §1% | 164,92 AC

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1989 thwough present are available for viewing.

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

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory. aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17 ..

Page 1 of 1

0863

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl.  {istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OQWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Axsrsmar Kap }E _AsHal View “ Comment Codox ]E Gurrant Qwanrahip ; New Searek

IASSESSOR DESCRIPYION

HIGH NOCN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 8L0¥G 101
ISEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT
PARCEL NO.

CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT

RECORDED iRECDl\DED
NO. ! DATE

WESTING

TAX  (ESTIMATED:
DISTRICT] SIZE

BIORK PAUL A .
176-20-714- |KEMP ELIZABETH A

COMMUNITY PROPERTY WITH RIGHTS OF

20120524:04087 .
302 |Comments: C- 03/2472012 SURVIVORSHIP 635 62 AC
20134709;1788 :
i RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
L s &

PARCELNOG. |  PRIOR OWNER(S) DACUMENT NO, DATE VESTIN DISTRICT s1ze
176-20-714-302  [BANK AMERICA N A TRS 2012023104422 | OV/LY/2082 | NO STATUS 635 SusDviDED
176-20-714-302  {CAD JIE 20060433:04632 | 04/13/2006 | NO STATUS 635 SURDIoED
176-20-714-302  (HORTON D R ING 20010422:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED

" ITERE-FI0.067[HORTON D RING T dnidziRiia | 04272005 | NG STATUS 535 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04727/2001 NO STATUS &35 154.92 AC

hitp://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17..,

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

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

Page 1 of 1

0864

1/22/2014
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., Jistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assebior Mop 1[ _Aerial View ” Tompignt Codes EE Current Owrinrship “ Mew Searehl

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH HOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOGK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 102
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

T GURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX EETIMATED
[ PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT HO. DATE VESTING | masteicr SIZE
U T176-20.714-304 _JLAG VEGAS HIGH CAFB L L € 20100707 03766 | 07/07/2010 | N0 STATUS 535 33 AC

~ N 17 "recorpl [ T memrig T esTE

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S} DOCUMENT NO. | - DATE VESTING o)
L76-20-714-304 BANK U 5 NATIONAL ASSN TRS 20100420.02070 | 0&/20/2010 | NQ STATUS 535 5”5?_?15“'3
176-20-714-304  JBALTEANY LAURA 1 20050823:05101 | 08/2%/2005 | MO STATUS 635 SUB%DED
176-20-716-306 |HORTOR O R INC 20010422:08513 | D4/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIHIDED
176-20-710-007 _{HORTON B R INC. Z0MI04Z7-01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO BTATUS €35 15,02 AC
176-20.701-002  JHORTON D R INC ‘ 2003027701513 | B4/27/2601 | NO STATUS 635 164.99 AC

Nate: Only documents from September 15, 1954 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 HEREUN.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0865
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Clark County Assessor's Owners:. ‘iIistory

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ amsestorMzp || Avrad View [ Comment Codes | [ Current Ownership || Hew Scareh

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BiDG 102

CURRENT RECOMBED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NG, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. BAYE VESTING DISTRICT SIZE
176-20-734-306 _ IAPRIL PALLADINETTL 20080319,04135 03/18/2008 NO STATUS 635§ 02 AC
RECORDED ECORDED 7
PARCEL NO, PRIOA OWNER(S) o, | RECORD VESTING DISTA:m. ESTIMATED
176-20-714-306  IPRUDENTIAL RELOCATION ING 20070529:03384 | 05/25/2007 | MO STATUS 635 s”“"igﬁoﬁ’
176-20-714-306  [SMITH CHRISTOPHER D 2005:220:05613 | 12/30/2005 | NO STATUS 615 SURBIVIDED
176-20-714-306  |HORTON & R INC 20010477:04513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535 SUBDEACED
176-20-710-607 [HORTON D R INC 2001042704513 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 635 15,02 AC
176-20-701-002_[HORTON O R INC 2O01GAIT:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 35 164.92 AC

Note! Only documents from Sepiember 15, 1839 through present are avalizble for viewing.

NOTE: THIS RECCRD IS FOR ASSERSMENT LISE ONLY, NO IJABILITY 15 ASSUMED
AS TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA GELINEATED HEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17.

Page 1 of 1

0866
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., Jistory

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Asaersar Mup H Rerisl View ii Cammeant Cetes

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

H Current Qwrarship ] [ New §enr:h—l

H1GH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PUAT BOOK 113 PAGE 21 UNIT 10F BLDG 103
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

T CURRENT

HECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER BOCUMENT ND, DATE VESTING | prswmcy stze
RADULOVIC IA . - :
F76-20-T1A-307 o e Co20111006: 1724 20111006:03133 10706/2011 | NO STATUS 635 63 AC
RECORDED | RECORDED TaX | ESTINATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR GWNER(S) DD o, g vesting | TAX o
176-20-714-307 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20100518:02277 | 05/18/2010 | NOSTANUS | s | SHUEDIVIDED
176-20-714-307 IMITCHELL RONALD | z0050831:03519 | 08/3y2005 | Mo STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-307 [HORTON D R INC | A0SIZ05513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D B INC 2001042701513 | 0472772001 | NG ETATUS &35 16.02 AC
176-20-701-002 {HORTON D R INC | 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 638 164,52 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Note: Only documents fram Septernber 15, 19592 through present are available for viewing,

NQTE: THIS RECORD 15 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY 1S ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

Page 1 of 1

0867

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., L{istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assaessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Asaesrar Map H Acrial Ylew ” Camment Coedas

[{ carrent Ownership 1 l New Search

JR DESCRIPTION

HIGH MOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH BLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 164
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 .

CURRENT o RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED |
PARTEL NO. CURRENT OWNER BOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICY szE !
176-20-714-312 | DELOSSANTOS LEANDRO & NELY 20090871104206 | 08/21/2008 | JOINT TERANCY &35 02AC b
1
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) Do . | MECTROED | yeariNg oraraer ST ATED
176-20:714-312  |BANK H 55 C USA N A TRS 20090421:0262 | ©4/21/2009 | NO STATUS 635 SUB%"T’DED
176-20-714-312  |JEONG HAE MAN 2005083002628 | 09/30/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIIDED
176-20-714-312  |HORTOR D R INC 0010427:01513 | ©04/27/2001 | WO STATUS 635 SUB%DED
176-20-710-067  |HORTON D RING 001063701513 | 0472772001 | NO STATUS £33 15,02 A7
176-20-701-002 [HORTON O R INC 28010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635 164.92 AC.

Note: Oniy documents from September 15, 199% through present are available for viewing,

NOTE: THIS RECORD 15 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONILY. MO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0868

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., .{istory Page | of
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
[ Apsesaor Mag ] i Aarin] Viaw j [ Comrment Codes ] I Currant Qwherahip E l Hew s'éarclﬂ
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
FIGH NGON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDE 105
SEC 20 TWR 22 RNG 60 —
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMAYED
FARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUNENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT s1zE
176-20-714-358 FELTON BELINDA 200%1021:03224 10/21/2008 NG STATUS 635 .02 AC
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER{S} DO oG, RECORDED VESTING protacer | TTIAMATED
176-20-714-318  [VYAS JOAN 2005092305684 09/23/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SusbIVIDED
176-20-714-3t8  HORTON O RINCG 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 SUBDIIDED
176-20-7106-007 HORTON {0 R INC 200104272:01353 047272001 NO STATUS 635 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002  |HORTOMN & R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 ND STATUS €35 164.07 AC
Note; Onfy decuments from September 15, 31999 through present are avallable for viewing,
NOTE: THIS RECORD 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.
0869
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersi. | distory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

;L Sssesser Map ” Aerisl View —H Lommant Codes ” Currert Ownamhip} [ Rew Sﬁarnhf

3

QR DESCRIPTION

i
THIGH NOON AT ARLINGTOR RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLOG 106
(SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50

i CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED FAX ESTIMATED
{  PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIZE
Y 176-20-714-316 [THOMPSON JEREMY & CASSANDRA 20131112;02763 13/12/2015 JOINT TENANCY 635 3 AC
PARCEL NO, PRICH OWNER(S) Dottt nD. | e | wesrme | TRX ESTIMATED
175-20-714-316 |3OIVIE KRISTA 20101130:03785 | 11/3072010 | NO STATUS 65 5“5’?10‘;“359
176-20-714-316 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 200071201135 | 07/13/2010 | NOSTATUS | 635 SUESQDED
176-20-714-316 ISCRULTZ JOSH R 20050926:03736 | 09/26/2005 | NO STATUS | 838 5“3%‘#0‘50
176-20-714-316 JHORTON B R INC Z0010427:04513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS s SUBDIVIDEG
176-20-710-007 [HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 N2 STATUS 635 i 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/2772001 NO STATUS &35 | 164,92 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

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

ROTE: THIS RECORD 5 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NG LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREDN.

Page 1 of 1

Q870

12272014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. _iistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Avsessar Mog H Arrini Wirw ” G gmmant Coden ” Currant Ownership H Rew Search]

IR RESCREPTION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 15 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 107

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWHER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prsTRICT s[ze
176-20-714-31% LANGSNER MARY E mﬂmﬂmm §0/06/2011 NO STATUS 635 03 AC
PARCEL NG, PRIOR OWNER(S) e . | TRCoRDED vEsTNG o TR Es’:;‘&“”
176-20-714-315 L ANGSNER MARY E & ROBERY G 20110226:03753 | 02/28/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635 SUBCIVIGED
176-20-714-319  |O'NELL DANIEL M 20050229:06147 | 0872072005 ND STATUS 635 5‘-"“@3‘}‘959
176-20-714-318  IHORTON D R INC 20010477:01513 | 0472772001 NG STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-30-710-007_ WORTON b & 1N, Z0010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 635 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 _|HORTON D RING Z0010427:01513 | 04/27/27061 | MO STATUS £33 164,92 AC

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 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Owners.. _ distory | Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIPF HISTORY

l Assessor Map ” Aarigh View “ Comment Codat ” Current Ownarshlp I i Nawr Search]

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTGN RANCH PLAT BOGK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 81DG 108
SEC 20 TWE 22 RNG B0
CURRENT RECORDED RECORRED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL HO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | proverer s1zg
176-20-714-322  JCDRPORAL JOSE M JOHRAM C 20100910:02 546 09/10/2410 NO STATUS 535 D2 AC
) RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATER
PARGEL NO. PRIOR GWNER(S} DOCORNED coRe VESTING - floe)
176-20-714-323  ICALARCO MICHAEL D 20051230:05723 | 127302008 | JOINT TENANCY 65 SUBGLVIDED
176-20-714-323  [HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NC 5TATUS 835 SUBDIVIDED
176°26-710-007__|HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/277200% NG STATUS 638 1.0z AL |
L .A76:20-701-002 GHORYONDRINCG | 20010427:0i613 | 04/27/2001 | NOSTATYS _ | 635 | 16487 AC |

Nete: Only dotuments from September 15, 1999 through present are avaitable for viewing.

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

0872
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Clark County Assessor's Owners.. ‘:{istory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I AvcesEnr Mop H Anr_iaiyiewm”_ Cemmant Codes “ Currave Cwnorship Hrk:w SBarchi

IASSESSOR. DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE Z1 NIT 101 BLDG 110
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWHNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT SITE
CHAN RAYMOND )
176-20-114-32B YEE TRENE i 20520223:02666 021231’2_0_12 JOINT TENANCY €35 J03 AC
PARCEL NG, PRIOR OWNER(S} Doﬁf:::fzol “fﬁﬁ:m vestmng | o TAX EST;?'ZAETED
176-20-714-328  {HANK H § B C USA N A TRS 20110905:0174¢ | D8/05/2011 | NOSTATUS 635 SUB'E‘G‘?ED
176-20-714-326  |GARDEN CODY 20060110:01685 | 01/10/2006 | NG STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-328  |GARDEN CODY 20050979:06143 | 09/29/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUERIDED
176-20-714-328  |HORTON D R INC 2001G427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 S”EE%'.IEDED
~176-30-710-007  [HORTON D R INC PO010427:01513 | 0472973001 | NO GTATUS 35 19,02 aC
176-20-701-002|HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS &35 164,53 AC

Noter Only documents from Sepiember 15, 1999 through present are avallable for viewing,

KOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIASILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEAYED HEREON,
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersl. jistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

i Asseasor Map l [ Aerlnl Winw ] 1 Commant Cades _l I_ Currunt Ownership f [He—w Seagrpk]

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOQN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 191 BLDG 114
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX | ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER | potumenT No, DATE VESTING | DISTRICT | size

176-20-714-340  [MADDOX THOMAS G & MARTA 2032081803055 | 05/18/2013 | JUINT TENAMCY 1 635 | .03 AC

PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER{S) o . RECORDEC | vESTING - EST;:‘ZAETE”
176-20-714-340  |SCHNERDER KATHERINE 20110926:00037 09/26/2011 | NOSTATUS 635 SunfvIDED
176-20-714-340  |SCHNEIDER PAMELA 20060111:03352 01/13/2006 | NO STATUS 635 susnVIDED
176-20-714-340  [SCHNEIDER KATHERINE 20651024:03100 10/24/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBRIVICED
176-20-714-340  |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 04/27/2008 | NO STATUS 615 S”“E,IJ‘.’,EDED
176-30-710-007 _ JHORTON b RING 2001042701513 47272001 | NO STATUS 635 15.02 AT
176-20-701-002 _[HORTON O RLINC 2001042701513 04/27/2001 | MO STATUS 635 164.92 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory. aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17...

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1399 through present are avallable for viewing,

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

Page 1 of 1
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THOMAS L. LINCOLN*

$SAN DIEGO COUNTY OFFICE
RANDALL D. GUSTAESON®+ LmNCOLN, GUSTAFSON & CERCOS 123 BROADWAY, SUITE 2000
THEOPORE R CERCOS* LLP SAN DIEGO, CA 91101
NICHOLAS B, SALERNO, P.C* ~

TELEPHONE (619) 233-1150

LOREN 5, YOUNG FACSIMILE (619) 233.6949

SHANNON G, SPLAINE ATTORNEYS AT LAW

PHOENIX OFFICE
JAMES M, BARBINGTON 3960 HOWARD HUGHES PARKWAY S G amMELBACK RD., #100
BILLON . COIL. SUITE 200 TELEPHON’; (wz)ngsEi%z
KARISSA K. MACK LAS VEGAS, NV 59169-5968 FACSIMILE (607} 508.6099

SRILATA R SHAH*
JEMNIFER A DELCARMEN

N TELEPHONE (102} 257.1997
EQ'SEEEA E‘_‘;ﬁ'@%&g"' FACSIMILE (702} 287-2203 , .
SHIRLEY ). FOSTERY E-MAT. INFOGLGCLAWOFFICE. COM ELECTRONIC A R eoas

*ALSO ADMITTED 1N CALIFORNIA 01/24/2014 09:04:14 AM

+ALSO ADMITTED IN ARIZONA
™ ALSO ADMITTED IN FLORIDA Foun &ec'[ 1 982

January 24, 2014

VIA E-SERVICE ONLY

Floyd A. Hale, Special Master
JAMS

3800 Howard Hughes Parkway
11" Floor

Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

Re:  High Noon at Arlington Ranch v. D.R. Horton, Inc.
Qur Insured: Firestop, Inc.

Our File Ref.: 08-188
Dear Mr. Hale:

Please allow this to follow up on the status of Firestop’s requested inspections since early
December of 2013. Pursuant to your January 15, 2014 Order, Plaintiff had until January 23,
2014 to provide the defense access to the remaining requested units. This was an extension of a
prior deadline of January 10, 2014 to provide access to the requested units.

Inspections were scheduled for January 21, 2014 and fanuary 22, 2014 at five addresses.
Firestop’s expert attended and was only granted access to one unit per day despite the schedule
provided by Plaintiff’s counsel. The scheduling of these inspections and multiple cancellations
has affected the defense’s ability to evaluate the claims and also wasted time and money for
experts waiting for access to units.

Based on the January 15, 2014, ruling, we understand that Plaintiff will be barred from
presenting claims for damages at the units where access was not granted. There are ten
addresses where defense inspections did not occur pursuant to the various Special Master Orders,
which include the following:

1. 8650 Horizon Wind #103

2. 8660 Horizon Wind #102
3. 8694 Traveling Brecze #101

0876



Re: High Noeon at Arlington Ranch v, D.R. Horton, Inc.
January 24, 2014

Page?2

4. 8740 Horizon Wind #103
5. 8749 Horizon Wind #102
6. 8759 Horizon Wind #103
7. 8760 Horizon Wind #101
8. 8805 Traveling Breeze #102
8. 8810 Horizon Wind #102
10. 8824 Traveling Breeze #103

As such, Firestop requests an Order specifically barting Plaintiff from presenting evidence of
damages at the above ten addresses based on the prior Order.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,
LINCOLN, GUSTAFSON & CERCOS
SHANNON G. SPLAINE, ESQ.

SGS/si
cc: All Counsel

vilpighnoon@erlinglon_fireatiorney nolesidrafis\icltersi20140124_hule_sgs.doc
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ERNEST LINDBERG
HIGH NOON vs. D.R. HORTON

August 27, 2013
1

1
2

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

HiGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH

3 HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada
non-profit corporation, for

4 itself and for all others

si

ilarly situated,

5
Plaintiff,
5]
VS. CASE NQ, A542616
7 DEPARTMENT XXH
DIR. HORTON, INC., a Delaware
8 cprporation, DOE INDIVIDUALS
14100, ROE BUSINESSES or
9 GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100,
inclusive,
10
Defendants.
11
12
13
14
DEPOSITION OF ERNEST LINDBERG
15
HOMEQWNER/BOARD PRESIDENT
16
17
Tuesday, August 27, 2013
18 10:03 a.m.
19
20 Esquire Deposition Solutions
2300 West Sahara Avenue
21 Las Vegas, Nevada
22
23
NEAL W. HUSAK, NEVADA CCR NO. 698
24
25

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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13
14
15
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25

ERNEST LINDBERG
HIGH NOON vs. D.R. HORTON

August 27, 2013
20

A. On the bottom there’s a rubber that goes
cross the door. That was not screwed into the
oor. It was merely glued on, and when we hired
omebody to screw it in, found out that the doors
ere hollow, and you couldn't screw it in. So he
sed a number of smaller screws to put it through

n order to -- but you can see on most of the
garage doors in the area that the rubber on either
end of the door is bent up because it's not secure.
Ours is currently secure, but it's

secured with shorter screws than would be necessary
to make it permanently secure, but earlier it was
just glued on.

Q. The person that fixed that for you -- was
that a garage door person or handyman?

A. It was a handyman,

Q. Do you know what that person charged you
to fix the garage door?

A. | have noidea.

Q. Do you recall any other items in the home
that you had the handyman work on and fix?

A. Not related to the construction.

Q. Okay. When you bought the home, did you
know that it was in a community that's in a

litigation?

800.211.DEPQ (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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ERNEST LINDBERG
HIGH NOON vs. D.R. HORTON

August 27, 2013
21

A. No.
Q. When did you learn that?
A. At the first meeting of the board when |
discovered | was going to be stuck being the
president.
Q. When you say stuck, did you -- were you
{he only candidate?
A. There were three of us there, and one came
in by conference call, and the woman that was there
said she wanted to be the secretary. The guy on
the phone said he wanted to be the treasurer, and
that left one job.
Q. Who is the property management company
that works with the association currently?
A. ldon't remember the name.
THE WITNESS: Do you remember the name?
MS. BYBEE: |do, but!can't answer.
THE WITNESS: | don't remember the name.
BY MR. ODOU:
Q. Isthere a man or woman that comes to the
meetings?
A. Yeah, there's two women. One takes notes.
The other one is there to monitor.
Q. Do you recall either of their names?

A. No. One is Cheryl something.

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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ERNEST LINDBERG
HIGH NOON vs. D.R. HORTON

August 27, 2013
22

Q. Okay. Who are the other two board members
currently?
A. Mary -- and | don't remember her last
name. David was, but he resigned. So there's only
fwo of us.
Q. Do you know why David resigned?
A. Yes.
Q. What was the reason?
A. He wasn't terribly pleased to be on the
board with me.
Q. Did you not get along with him?
A. [ never met him. However, | don't like
long-winded diatribes. So | cut him off.
Q. At one point in time, the association was
managed by a company called The Management Trust.
Do you know if --
A. That's the people, yes.
Q. As a person living in Arlington Ranch,
have you followed the Nancy Quon criminal
investigation?
A. No.
Q. Have you read about it as being reported
in the newspaper?
A. | saw it on television several years ago

or one or two years ago. |don't know. it was

800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com
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ERNEST LINDBERG
HIGH NOON vs. D.R. HORTON

August 27, 2013
23

awhile ago.
Q. Were you aware that Nancy Quon was the
attorney for the association at one point?
A. After | became the president, yes.
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.
Q. And that there has been a settlement of
that lawsuit. Are you aware of that?
A. | am aware of that.
Q. What are the terms of that resolution?
A. Depends on the underlying litigation,
whether they prevail at all.
Q. So Ms. Quon has maintained her attorney's
lien or her estate has maintained her attomey's
lien in this case to your understanding?
A. The estate is my understanding.
Q. It's maintained its attorney's lien on
this case?
A. Yes.
Q. What about the experts hired by Ms. Quon
that allegedly incurred costs? Is the association
required to pay them back?

A.  We settled with one of the claimants, and

800.211.DEPQ (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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ERNEST LINDBERG
HIGH NOON vs. D.R. HORTON

August 27, 2013
24

&ve are in negotiation with ancther claimant. We
thought we had reached a settlement, but
essentially he thought he was going to get paid no
matter what. That's not going to be part of the
settlement offer.
Q. Do you know who authorized the loan that
was taken out by Ms. Quon for the litigation?
A. No.
Q. Who are the claimants that you're aware
of -- the experts that have made a claim for fees
against the association?
A. | don't remember their names. It was the
electrician and the woman that hired him or
directed that he do the testing.
Q. Beverly Houseman?
A. s that her name? | don't know.
Q. If Qou don't know, that's fine.

And was the electrical expert John
Nicholas?
A. [believe so.
Q. One of the documents or one of the
categories of documents that we've asked to be
produced is -- as part of this deposition notice
for today was any and all minutes and agendas

relating to the meetings of the homeowners

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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Electronically Filed

01/29/2014 01:49:40 PM

Tomas V., Mazeika, Esq.

JOIN (ﬁ‘. i-W

Nevada Bar No. 6053 CLERK OF THE COURT

Bernadette S. Tiongson, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 9701

FREDRICKSON, MAZEIKA & GRANT, LLP
518 S. 9™ Street

Las Vegas, NV §9101

(702) 384-4048

{702) 384-4484 Fax

imazetkagnimelegal . com
bliongsonifmeglesal com

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant,
OPM, INC, dba CONSOLIDATED ROOFING

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH ) CASENO.: A542616
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada non- ) DEPT.NO.. XXl

profit corporation, for itself and for all others

similarly situated, (ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)

THIRD-PARTY
INC. D/B/A

Plaintiff,
v.

D.R.HORTON, INC., a Delaware Corporation DOE
INDIVIDUALS 1-100, ROE BUSINESS or
GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive, Date of Hearing:
Time of Hearing:

Defendants.

D.R. HORTON, INC,,

V.

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. dba IRON
SPECIALISTS, ANSE, INC.dbaNEVADA STATE
PLASTERING, BRANDON, LLC dba SUMMIT
DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC, BRAVO
UNDERGROUND, INC., CAMPBELL
CONCRETE OF NEVADA, INC. CIRCLE §
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION dba DECK
SYSTEMS, EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LL.C dba
EFFICIENT ELECTRIC, FIRESTOQP, INC,
HARRISON DOOR COMPANY, INFINITY
BUILDING PRODUCTS, LLC, INTEGRITY
WALL SYSTEMS, LLC, LUKESTAR

%
z
|
|
%

Page 1 of 2

DEFENDANT OPM,
CONSOLIDATED

ROOFING’S JOINDER TO D.R.
HORTON, INC.’S MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT.

February 27, 2014
9:00 a.m.
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CORPORATION, NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC,, )
OPM, INC dba CONSOLIDATED ROOFING, j

| QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD.,, RCR
' PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL, INC,,
| REYBURNLAWN & LANDSCAPE DESIGNERS,

INC., RISING SUN PLUMBING, LLC dba RSP,
INC., SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS, INC,,
SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC., SUNSTATE
COMPANIES, INC. dba SUNSTATE
LANDSCAPE, THE SYLVANIE COMPANIES,
INC. dba DRAKE ASPHALT & CONCRETE,
UNITED ELECTRIC, INC. dba UNITED HOME
ELECTRIC, WALLDESIGN, INC., WESTERN
SHOWER DOOR, INC,, DOES 1 through 150

Third-Party Defendants.

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT OPM, INC. D/B/A CONSQLIDATED ROOFING’S
JOINDER TO D.R. HORTON, INC.’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

COMES NOW, Third-Party Defendant, OPM, INC dba CONSOLIDATED ROOFING, by
and through its attorneys of record, TOMAS V. MAZEIKA, ESQ. and BERNADETTE 8.

TIONGSON, ESQ. of THE LAW OFFICES OF FREDRICKSON, MAZEIKA & GRANT, LLP, and

hereby joins D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, as if fully set forth herein.
This Joinder is based upon Nevada law, D.R, Horton, Inc.’s Memorandum of Points and

Authorities, all pleadings and papers on file herein, and any oral argument and evidence presented

at the hearing of these Motions. OPM, INC dba CONSOLIDATED ROOFING reserves the right |

to present any and all oral arguments at the time scheduled for hearing,
DATED this 29" day of January, 2014.
FREDRICKSON, MAZEIKA & GRANT, LLP

/5/ Bernadette S. Tiongson
‘Tomas V, Mazeika, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 6053
Bemnadette S. Tiongson, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9701

518 8. 9" Sirect

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Aﬁomeys Jfor Third-Party Defendant,
OPM, INC. dba CONSOLIDATED ROOFING

Page2 of 2
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 JOIN

LEONARD T. FINK, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 6296

JENNIFER A. FORNETTI, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 7644

NAKESHA S. DUNCAN, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11556

SPRINGEL & FINK LLP

10655 Park Run Drive, Suite 275

Las Vegas, NV 89144

Telephone:  (702) 804-0706

Facsimile: (702) 804-0798

E-Mail: lfink@springelfink.com
Ifornetti@springelfink.com
nduncan@springelfink.com

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant
NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC.

Electronically Filed
01/29/2014 12:06:16 PM

ngg;..zs%m——

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH

ook

)

Case No.: A542616

HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada non- ) Dept No.: XXII
profit corporation, for itself and for all others

similarly situated,
Plaintiff,

VS,

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,

[ vs.

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. dba IRON
SPECIALISTS; ANSE, INC. dba NEVADA
STATE PLASTERING: BRANDON LLC dba

IN0022541;1)

i i I T o T N A P T T e N

[ELECTRONIC FILING CASE]

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT NATIONAL
BUILDERS, INC,’S JOINDER TO D.R.
HORTON, INC.’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Date of Hearing: February 27, 2014
‘Time of Hearing: 9:60 a.m,
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 SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC, BRAVO
| UNDERGROUND, INC.; CAMPBELL

| CABINETS, INC.; SUNRISE MECHANICAL,

. CONCRETE; UNITED ELECTRIC, INC. dba
| UNITED HOME ELECTRIC; WALLDESIGN,

CONCRETE OF NEVADA, INC.; CIRCLE S
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION dba DECK
SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC
dba EFFICIENT ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC.;
HARRISON DOOR COMPANY; INFINITY
BUILDING PRODUCTS, LLC; INTEGRITY
WALL SYSTEMS, LLC; LUKESTAR
CORPORATION; NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC ;
O.P.M. INC. dba CONSOLIDATED ROOFING;
QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD.; RCR
PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL, INC;
REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE
DESIGNERS, INC,; RISING SUN PLUMBING,
LLC dba RSP, INC.; SOUTHERN NEVADA

-

e e e N Nt s Ml vt vt v et gt e e e e s e s s s Svnairt” s’ st e e

INC.; SUNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. dba
SUNSTATE LANDSCAPE; THE SYLVANIE
COMPANIES, INC. dba DRAKE ASPHALT &

INC.; WESTERN SHOWER DOOR, INC.; DOES
1-150
Third-Party Defendants

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC.’S JOINDER TO
D.R. HORTON, INC.’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

COMES NOW, Third-Party Defendant, NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC,, by and through its
attorneys of recoud, the law firm of Springel & Fink LLP and hereby joins Defendant/Third-Party
Plaintiff D.R. HORTON, INC.’S Motion for Sumnmary Judgment.

W

W

W

0888
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This Joinder hereby adopts the same grounds filed in support of said Motion, all papers and
 pleadings on file with this Court and such other further evidence offered at the time of the hearing of this
matter.

DATED this 30th day of January, 2014,

SPRINGEL & FINK LLP

/s/ Jennifer A. Fornetti
By:

LEONARD T. FINK, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 6296

JENNIFER A. FORNETTI, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7644

10655 Park Run Dr., Suite 275

Las Vegas, NV 89144

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant
NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC,
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" Electronically Filed

| Kevin A. Brown, Esq. (Bar £7621) CLERK OF THE COURT

EIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH
H

%t% II-IOéiTEI)gﬁB\IC-, a Deia\ﬁ%rﬁ Corporation | ENTERPRISES, LLC dba EFFICIINT
1 INDIVIDUALS 1-100, EL 'S J :

01/29/2014 03:14:59 PM

v TRy -

[IMPSJ]

Aaron M. Young, Esq. (Bar #8317)
BROWN, BONN & FRIEDMAN, LLP
5528 South Fort Apache Road

Las Vegas NV 89148

(702) 942-3900

(702) 942-3901 FAX
kbrown@brownbonn.com

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant
EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC DBA EFFICIENT ELECTRIC

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

OMEOQWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada CASE NO.: A542616

pn:-proﬁt corporation, for itself and for all others
similarly situated, DEPARTMENT XXII
Plaintiffs,
(ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)
.

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT, EFFICIENT

ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive, SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants.

1P.R. HORTON, INC.,

|

» Wd/b/a EFFICIENT ELECTRIC, FIRESTOP,

Third-Party Plaintiffs,
\2

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. d/b/a IRON
SPECIALISTS, ANSE, INC, d/b/a NEVADA
STATE PLASTERING, BRANDON LLC d/b/a
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC,
BRAVO UNDERGROUND, INC,, CAMPBELL
ONCRETE OF NEVADA, INC., CIRCLES
EVELOPMENT CORPORATION d/b/a DEC
SYSTEMS, EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC

INC., HARRISON DOOR COMPANY,

INFINITY BUILDING PRODUCTS, L.L.C.,
TEGRITY WALL SYSTEMS, L.L.C.,

LUKESTAR CORPORATION, NATIONAL

“i- 0850

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT, EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC dba EFFICIENT ELECTRIC'S JOINDER TC DR, HORTON'S MOTION

FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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BUILDERS, INC., G.P.M., INC. d/b/a
CONSOLIDATED ROOFING, QUALITY

WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD., RCR PLUMBING
ND MECHANICAL, INC., REYBURN
AWN & LANDSCAPE DESIGNERS, INC.,
ISING SUN PLUMBING, LLC d/b/a RSP,

INC., SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS,

INC., SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC..
UNSTATE COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a
UNSTATE LANDSCAPE, THE SYLVANIE
OMPANIES, INC, d/b/a DRAKE ASPHALT &
ONCRETE, UNITED ELECTRIC, INC. d/b/a

UNITED HOME ELECTRIC, WALLDESIGN,

INC., WESTERN SHOWER DOOR, INC.,

DOES 1 through 150,

Third-Party Defendants. ;

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT, EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LI.C dba EFFICTENT
ELECTRIC’S JOINDER TO D.R. HORTON’S MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

COMES NOW, Third-Party Defendant, EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC dba
| EFFICIENT ELECTRIC, by and through s counsel of record BROWN, BONN &
FRIEDMAN, LLP, and hereby joins D.R. HORTON, INC,’S Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment.

This Joinder is based upon the pleadings and papers on file herein, the Fxhibits annexed
thereto, and any oral argument that may be entertained at the hearing set for this matter,

THE UNDERSIGNED DOKS HEREBY AFFIRM THAT THE PRECEDING |
DOCUMENT DOES NOT CONTAIN THE SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER OF ANY
PERSON PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.30.

DATED: January 29, 2014 BROWN & FRIEDMAN, LLP
R e N S

Kevin A. Brown, Esq. (Bar #7621)
Aaron M. Young, Esq. (Bar #8317)
BROWN, BONN & FRIEDMAN, LLP
5528 South Fort Apache Road

Las Vegas NV 89148

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant
EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC DBA EFFICIENT
ELECTRIC

R 0891

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT, GFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC dba EFFICIENT ELECTRIC™S JOINDER TQ D.R. HORTON'S MOTION
FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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JOIN

Shannon L. Mitchell, Esq.

Nevada Bar No.: 9366

WOLFE & WYMAN LLP

980 Kelly Johnson Drive, Suite 140
Las Vegas, NV 89119

' Tel: (702) 476-0100

Fax: (762) 476-0101
shmitchell@wolfewyman.com

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant
CIRCLE S. DEVELOPMENT CORP. dba
DECK SYSTEMS

Electronically Filed
01/30/2014 12:40:02 PM

A b

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

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

Plaintiff,
v.

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

Defendants.

CASE NO.: A542616
DEPT. NO.: XXII

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT CIRCLE S.
DEVELOPMENT CORP. dba DECK
SYSTEMS’ JOINDER TO DEFENDANT/
THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF D.R.
HORTON, INC.’S MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

D.R. HORTON, INC,,

Third-Party Plaintiff,
V.

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. d/b/a IRON
SPECIALISTS; ANSE, INC. d/b/a NEVADA

| STATE PLASTERING; BRANDON LLC d/b/a

SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC; BRAVO
UNDERGROUND, INC.; CAMPBELL
CONCRETE OF NEVADA, INC.; CIRCLE S
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION d/b/a DECK
SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT ENTERPRISES, LLC
d/b/a EFFICIENT ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC;
HARRISON DOOR COMPANY; INFINITY
BUILDING PRODUCTS, L.L.C; INTEGRITY
WALL SYSTEMS, L.L.C.; LUKESTAR

. Hearing Date: February 27,2014
- Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m.

0892

1605024.1




CORPORATION; NATIONAL BUILDERS, INC.;
O.P M., INC. d/b/a CONSOLIDATED
ROOQFING; QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS,
LTD.; RCR PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL,
INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE
DESIGNERS, INC.; RISING SUN PLUMBING,
LLCd/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, :
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Third-Party Defendants.
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THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT CIRCLE S, DEVELOPMENT CORP. dba DECK SYSTEMS®
JOINDER TO DEFENDANT/ THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF D.R. HORTON, INC.’S
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

N
L4

[y
ra

SELORS

(Y
[y
(75

14 COMES NOW, Third-Party Defendant CIRCLE S. DEVELOPMENT CORP. dba DECK

SYSTEMS, by and through its counsel of record, WOLFE & WYMAN, LLP, and hereby joins

16 || Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment.

S OATTORNEYS & COUN
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e
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o
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19

20

21
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23 || i/
24 4y

250

26
/1
27

28 0893
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q This Joinder 1s based upon the pleadings and papers on file herein, the Motion for Partial
2 || Summary Judgment, any exhibits annexed thereto, any Supplemental papers filed by same, and are
3 || all hereby incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein, and any oral argument that may
4 1 be entertained by the Court at the time of hearing said Motion,
5 DATED: January 30, 2014 WOLFE & WYMAN LLP
)
7 By: /&7 Shannon L. Mitchell
8 SHANNON L. MITCHELL
Nevada Bar No.: 9366
9 980 Kelly Johnson Drive, Suite 140
Las Vegag, NV 89119
10 | Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant
s CIRCLE S. DEVELOPMENT CORP. dba
- 1 DECK SYSTEMS
Z. 12
<5
¥ on
z: 14 CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC SERVICE
L
g; 15 I hereby certify that on the 30" day of January, 2014, the foregoing THIRD-PARTY
gf 16 || DEFENDANT CIRCLE S. DEVELOPMENT CORP. dba DECK SYSTEMS’ JOINDER TO
% 17 || DEFENDANT/THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIEF D.R. HORTON, INC.’S MOTION FOR
I8 || PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT was served on the following via Electronic Service to:
19
20 (All Parties on the E-Service List)
21
2 L Kimberly A. Dalton
Kimberly A. Dalton
23 An employee of WOLFE & WYMAN LLP
24
25
26
27
28 0894
3
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| V.

| SYSTEMS, LLC; LUKESTAR

JMPS]J

| NICHOLAS B. SALERNO, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 6118
SHANNON G. SPLAINE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 8241
LINCOLN, GUSTAFSON & CERCOS
3960 Howard Hughes Parkway
Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169-5968

702) 257-1997

702) 257-2203 FAX

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant,
FIRESTOP, INC.

Electronically Filed
01/31/2014 04:06:31 PM

A b i

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

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

Plaintiffs,
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,

ALLARD ENTERPRISES, INC. d/b/a IRON
SPECIALISTS; ANSE, INC. d/b/a NEVADA |
STATE PLASTERING; BRANDON LLC d/b/a |
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LILC;
BRAVO UNDERGROUND, INC.; CAMPBELL,
CONCRETE OF NEVADA, INC.; CIRCLE S
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION d/b/a
DECK SYSTEMS; EFFICIENT
ENTERPRISES, LLC d/b/a EFFICIENT
ELECTRIC; FIRESTOP, INC.; HARRISON
DOOR COMPANY; INFINITY BUILDING
PRODUCTS, LLC; INTEGRITY WALL

CASE NO: A542616
DEPT.: XXII

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT FIRESTOP,
INC.’S JOINDER TO D.R. HORTON,
INC.’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Hearing Date: February 27, 2014
Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m.

0895
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| INC.; REYBURN LAWN & LANDSCAPE

CORPORATION; NATIONAL BUILDERS,
INC.; O.P.M., INC. d/b/a CONSOLIDATED
ROOFING; QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS,
LTD.; RCR PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL,

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.

COMES NOW, Third-Party Defendant, FIRESTOP, INC., (hereinafter “FIRESTOP”) by and
through its counsel of record, the law firm of LINCOLN, GUSTAFSON & CERCOS, and hereby
Joins Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff D.R. HORTON, INC.’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment.

This Joinder hereby adopts the same arguments and grounds filed in support of said Motion,
all papers and pleadings on file with this Court and such other further evidence as may be offered at
the time of the hearing of this Motion.

DATED this 31 day of January, 2014.

LINCOLN, GUSTAFSON & CERCOS

%\ 2%22 AL
NICHOIAS B. SALERNO, ESQ,

Nevada Bar No. 6118
SHANNON G. SPLAINE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 8241

3960 Howard Hughes Parkway
Suite 200

Las Vegas, NV 89169

Attorneys for Third-Party
Defendant, FIRESTOP, INC.

| vaEphighneon@arlinglon_{ice\attorney notes\drafis\pleadings\20140131_join_drh mpsj_sdidocx
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Electronically Filed
02/03/2014 10:07:56 AM

IMPSJ K- b B
PETER C. BROWN, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 5887 CLERK OF THE COURT
ANDREW CRANER

Nevada Bar No. 6264

BREMER WHYTE BROWN & OMEARALLP

1160 North Town Center Drive, Suite 250

Las Vegas, Nevada 89144

Telephone: (702) 258-6665

Facsimile: (702) 258-6662

pbrown@bremerwhyte.com

acranerimbremerwhyte.com

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendants,

QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD., SUMMIT

DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC, and UNITED ELECTRIC

[o—
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DESTRICT COURT

oy
<

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH } Case No.: AS42616
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION a Nevada non- Dept No.: XXH

protit corporation, for itself and for all others
(ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)

stmilarly situated,

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

Hearing Date: February 27,2014
Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m.
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Plaintiffs,
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—
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D.R. HORTON, INC., a Delaware Corporation
DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, ROE BUSINESS or
GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 1-100, inclusive,

baid
~I

Defendants.

[a—
o o)

D.R. HORTON, INC.,
Third-Party Plaintiff,

[\ TR
(=R Yo

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 §
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION dba DECK
SYSTEMS, EFFICIENT ELECTRIC, FIRESTOP,
INC., HARRISON DOOR COMPANY,
INFINITY BUILDING PRODUCTS, LLC,
INTEGRITY WALL SYSTEMS, LLC,
LUKESTAR CORPORATION, NATIONAL
BUILDERS, INC., OPM INC., dba

28 | CONSOLIDATED ROOFING, QUALITY
semesummeoomss] WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD.. RCR-PLUMBING

EARALLP
787D West Lake Mead Blvd.
Sulie 225
{&s Vegas, NV 89128
{702) 256-8685
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Las Vegas, NV 89128
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' COMPANIES, INC., dba SUNSTATE

AND MECHANICAL, INC. REYBURN LAWN
& LANDSCAPE DESIGNERS, INC. RISING
SUN PLUMBING, LLC dba RSP, INC.,
SOUTHERN NEVADA CABINETS, INC,,
SUNRISE MECHANICAL, INC., SUNSTATE

LANDSCAPE, THE SYLVANIE COMPANIES,
INC. dba DRAKE ASPHALT & CONCRETE,
UNITED ELECTRIC, dba UNITED HOME
ELECTRIC, WALL DESIGN, INC., WESTERN
SHOWER DOOR, INC. DOES 1 through 150,

Third-Party Defendants.

N et Mt N st Nt N Nt Nt N St e it

Third-Party Defendants, QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD., SUMMIT DRYWALL &
PAINT, LLC, and UNITED ELECTRIC, by and through its counsel of record, Peter C. Brown,
Esq. and Andrew Craner of the law firm of Bremer, Whyte, Brown & O’Meara, LLP, respectfully
join in D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion For Partial Summary Judgment Against Subsequent Purchasers.

QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD., SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC, and
UNITED ELECTRIC fully incorporate the points and authorities submitted by D.R. Horton, Inc. to
the extent they apply to QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD., SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT,
LLC, and UNITED ELECTRIC. This Joinder is based upon the pleadings and papers on file

 herein, the Exhibits annexed herein, and any oral argument that this Honorable Court may wish to

entertain in this matter,

Dated: February 3, 2014 BREMER WHYTE BROWN & O'MEARA LLP

(1@@“/ Oron/

PETER C. BROWN, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 5887

ANDREW CRANER

Nevada Bar No. 6264

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendants,
QUALITY WOOD PRODUCTS, LTD.,
SUMMIT DRYWALL & PAINT, LLC, and
UNITED ELECTRIC

By:

0893
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NGHUS & THRRY LLP
120 N. Town Center Dr.

Suite 260

Las Vegas, NV 89144

702) 996-2017

| DOE INDIVIDUALS, 1-100, ROE

Electronically Filed
02/10/2014 11:33:46 AM

OMSJ m e

Paul P. Terry, Jr., SBN 7192 CLERK OF THE COURT
John J. Stander, SBN 9198

Rachel B. Saturn, SBN 8653

ANGIUS & TERRY LLP

1120 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 260

Las Vegas, NV 89144

Telephone: (702) 990-2017

Facsimile: (702) 990-2018

Attorneys for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA

HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Nevada { Dept. No. XXII
non-profit corporation, for itself and for all (Electronic Filing Case)
others similarly situated,

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH § Case No. A542616

PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANT D.R. HORTON’S MOTION
FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AND JOINDERS THERETO

Plaintiff,
v.

D.R.HORTON, INC. a Delaware Corporation ) Date: February 27, 2014
Time: 9:00 a.m.
BUSINESSES or GOVERNMENTAL

ENTITIES 1-100 inclusive

Defendants.

And Related Third Party Actions, Cross
Claims, and Consolidated Actions.

e et st et st st s st g s e s e s s o et et s e st

PLAINTIFE’S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT D.R. HORTON’S MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND JOINDERS THERETO

COMES NOW Plaintiff HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS
ASSOCIATION (hereinafter “HIGH NOON” or “Plaintiff”), a Nevada non-profit mutual

benefit corporation, by and through its attorneys, hereby submits its Opposition to Defendant
D.R. HORTON (hereinafter “DRH”) Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (hereinafter

0899
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NGIUS & TERRY LLP
|20 N, Town Center r.

Suite 260

las Vegas, NV 80144

(702) 990-2017

“MSJ?). This Opposition is made and based on the foliowing points and authorities attached
hereto, and all pleadings and papers on file in this action. This Opposition is based on the
facts and arguments presented below, supplemental exhibits, the pleadings on file with the
Court, which are hereby incorporated by this reference, and any oral argument that may be

heard by the Court at the time of the hearing on this matter.

Dated: February 10, 2014 ANGIUS & TERRY LLP

/s/ Rachel B. Saturn
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

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
I. INTRODUCTION
DRI’s MSJ is devoid of any citation to controlling Nevada law. Instead DRH relies

on the straimed contention that a California case decided 24 years ago, Vaughn v. Dame
Construction Company, somehow overrides NRS 116.3102 and the recent interpreting
decisions from the Nevada Supreme Court.

DRH failed to point to a single source of Nevada law to support its ipse dixit argument
that changes in ownership of a residence deprive an association of its statutory standing under
NRS 116.3102, ot renders assignments invalid. Under Nevada law, unsupported statements,
arguments, and opinions of counsel are not evidence and may not be considered by a district
court. See Jain v. McFarland, 109 Nev. 465,475-476 (1993); Randall v. Salvation Army, 100
Nev. 466, 470-71 (1984) (courts may decline consideration of issues lacking citation to
relevant legal authority).

Nevada law, the only applicable law relevant to the MSJ, clearly and unequivocally
authorizes HIGH NOON to pursue its claims pursuant to NRS 116.3102 without further

0900
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NGIUS & TERRY LLP
120 N. Town Center Dr.
Saits 260
Las Vegas, NV 89144
{702) 990-2017

delineation between HIGH NOON’s members in 2007, when the complaint was filed, versus
subsequent members. The express language of NRS 116.3102 does not support DRH’s
“current ownership” theory. This theory is further undermined by the claim that
“[slubsequent purchasers, individually, or represented by Plaintiff would have to file a new
Complaint (hopefully preceded by a new Chap. 40 Notice) alleging new damages.” MSJ at
14:10-14:12. Under such a framework, a single construction defect claim would drag on
indefinitely as the Chapter 40 process would restart every time a unit is sold. The Nevada
Supreme Court’s recent analysis and discussion in D.R. Horton, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist.

Court of Nev. and Beazer Homes Holding Corp. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev. made

no distinction between past, present or future members of an association in the application of

NRS 116.3102.

Even assuming arguendo that any Nevada legal authorities in existence supported
DRH’s claims, the Nevada Supreme Court has established the rule that: “[i]f either the
members on behalf of whom the association sues or the association meets normal standing
requirements, the question whether the association has the right to bring a suit on behalf of the
members is an internal question, which can be raiséd only by a member of the association.”
D.R. Horton, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev., 125 Nev. 449, 457 (2009). DRH is
not a member of HIGH NOON and thus cannot challenge via a MSJ the adequacy of the
latter’s right to bring suit on behalf of its members. HIGH NOON has established to the
satisfaction of this Court that it meets the standing requirements under NRS 116.3102, and
DRH’s attempt to reargue the application of NRS 116.3102 is improper,

A proper reading of the Faughn v. Dame Construction Company opinion reveals that it
stands for the proposition that subsequent changes in ownership do not strip a plaintiff of its
standing to pursue construction defect claims against defendants. California cases interpreting
Vaughn v. Dame Construction Company categorically rejected the “current ownership” theory
now asserted by DRH. Indeed, Jasmine Networks, Inc. v. Superior Court analyzed Vaughn
and its progeny and held that: “none of them casts the slightest doubt on the central premise
that a right of action for damage to property is distinct from the title to the property, and from

any right in the property, and that the transfer of the latter does not by itself effect a transfer or
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NGIUS & TERRY LLP
$20 N, Town Center T,

Suite 260

f.as Vegas, NV 89144

(702 990-2017

diminution of the former.” Id. at 180 Cal. App.4th 980, 995 (2009). In sum, California law
has established that DRH’s basis for summary judgment is wholly without merit.
L. SUMMARY OF DISPUTED MATERIAL FACTS

Since the MSJ purports to support itself on pure questions of law, DRH failed to
identify any factual issues in its moving papers to support summary judgment. HIGH NOON
strived to include a copy of the transcript of oral argument on its Motion for Reconsideration
related to NRS 116.3102 to address the legal issues that have already been settled by this
Court. However, no transcript was ready by the due date for this Opposition. HIGH NOON
further intended to include the Proposed Order by this Court following said proceedings but

DRH’s counsel is still in the process of reviewing and commenting. However, HIGH NOON

| shall supplement the Court’s records with said documents when they become available.

1II. LEGAL ARGUMENTS

A, D.R. Horton’s Failure To Cite To Any Nevada Legal Authorities
Supporting Its “Current Owner” Theory Is Fatal To The Motion For
Partial Summary Judgment

A motion for summary judgment based on pure questions of law, as asserted by DRH,

axiomatically requires citation to Nevada legal authorities in support therecof. The Nevada

| Supreme Court has clearly stated that Nevada Law controls, and courts will only look at legal

authorities from other jurisdictions when it is needed. Bahena v. Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Co., 245 P.3d 1182, 1184-1185 (2010). Incredibly, DRH essentially contends that the “black
letter law” m California, as it misinterprets the Vaughn decision, controls the application of

NRS 116.3102 in Nevada, by way of the “current ownership” theory it proffers. Critically,

Jasmine Networks, Inc. v. Superior Court, analyzing the Vaughn decision rejected a similar

“current ownership” theory by defendants in that case and cogently observed the following:

Defendants have never identified any direct or persuasive authority
for this proposition. Indeed they supply no evidence that any court,
commentator, legislator, or other relevant actor has so much as
contemplated the adoption of a rule such as they advocate here.
This makes all the more remarkable the careful navigation by
which they try to convey the impression of an existing “current
ownership rule” without acknowledging the complete absence of
authority adopting, or even proposing, such a rule.
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Jasmine Networks, Inc. v. Superior Court, supra, 180 Cal.App.4th at 997, italics added.
DRH’s arguments fall squarely under the aforementioned criticism.

The MSJ failed to identify even a scintilla of evidence that any Nevada district court,
commentator, legislator, or even judicial officer has so much as conremplated the “current
owner” theory, let alone adopted such a rule. The MSJ further expends 279 pages without
ever acknowledging the “complete absence of [Nevada] authority adopting, or even
proposing, such a rule.” Ibid. DRH’s attempt to create an impression that “black letter law”
in Nevada supports its MSJ is wholly without merit, irrespective of the fact that California law

rejects the “current owner” theory proffered by DRH. Id. at 996-997.

B. Nevada Law Clearly Grants Standing To High Noon To Pursue Ifs
Representative Action On Behalf Of Its Members Regardless Of
Subsequent Ownership Changes, And Notwithstanding That, D.R. Horton
Has No Basis To Challenge Standing As A Non-Member Of The
Association

1. A Carsory Review Of Nevada Statutes And Case Law Undermines
D.R. Horton’s Invalid “Current Ownership” Theory

NRCP 17 states in pertinent part that:

Real party in interest. Every action shall be prosecuted in the name
of the real party in interest . . . a party authorized by statute may
sue in that person's own name without joining the party for whose
benefit the action is brought, . . . No action shall be dismissed on
the ground that it is not prosecuted in the name of the real party in
interest until a reasonable time has been allowed after objection for
ratification . . . .

NRCP 17, italics added. The plain language of NRCP 17 establishes two salient points: (1)
statutes may allow suit for the benefit of another without joining that person as a party; and
(2) standing objections cannot be utilized on summary judgment because such a procedure
does not allow ratification as required by NRCP 17. Moreover, NRS 116.3102(1)(d) states:
“[associations] May institute, defend or intervene in litigation . . . in its own name on behalf
of itself or two or more units' owners on matters affecting the common-interest community.”
Ibid. NRCP 17 and NRS 116.3102, when read together, reflect a plain and clear legislative
grant of standing to pursue this action against DRH, and DRH’s misreading of a California

authority does not overcome that legislative mandate.

0993
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DRH’s contention that changes in ownership somehow affect the validity of
assignments related to 194 units is also without merit. In Easton Bus. Opportunities, Inc. v.
Town Exec. Suites, the Nevada Supreme Court provided guidance to this Honorable Court, as
to the application of assignments pertaining to standing: “After Rule 17(a)'s amendment, it is
today taken as settled law that ‘ft]here is no general requirement as to when an assignment
must be made and . . . even when the claim is not assigned until after the action has been
instituted, the assignee is the real party in interest and can maintain the action.”” Easton Bus.
Opportunities, Inc. v. Town Exec. Suites, 230 P.3d 827, 831-832 (Nev. 2010). Therefore, it is
plain and clear that as to the 194 units where assignments have been obtained, HIGH NOON

~ the assignee — is the real party in interest and can maintain this action, regardless of any

 subsequent change in ownership of the assigned units.

2. D.R. Horton Lacks Standing To Challenge High Noon’s Right To
Bring Action On Behalf Of Its Members

In Section 1V(B) of the MSJ, DRH contends that HIGH NOON’s action violates the
due process rights of unit owners and DRH. MSJ at 14:13-16:26. However, in seventy (70)
lines of argument, DRH failed to cite to a single source of legal authority supporting its due
process objections. Argument without citation to supporting legal authorities possesses no
value and violates EDCR 2.20. Additionally, D.R. Horton, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court
of Ney. stated that: “If either the members on behalf of whom the association sues or the
association meets normal standing requirements, the question whether the association has the
right to bring a suit on behalf of the members is an internal question, which can be raised only
by a member of the association.” D.R. Horton, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev.,
supra, 125 Nev. at 457. Beazer Homes Holding Corp. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev.
further added that: “so long as a common-interest community association is acting on behalf
of two or more units' owners, it can represent its members in actions concerning the
community . . . [t]his statute affords the common-interest community association not only the
right to come into court, but also the right to obtain relief solely on behalf of its members.”

Beazer Homes Holding Corp. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev., 291 P.3d 128, 134 (2012)
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Here, DRH’s main contention, that HIGH NOON’s members should not be “forced to
participate in a litigation with which they do not agree” violates the prescription of the D.R.
Horton, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev. decision because such is an internal
question that cannot be challenged by DRH. HIGH NOON has established that it has met the
standing requirements by demonstrating to this Court’s satisfaction that it is acting on behalf
of two or more units’ owners pursuant to the Beazer Homes Holding Corp. decision in recent
hearings before the Court. Neither Nevada Supreme Court decision imposed a requirement
that those owners must be original owners or even current owners at the time the action was
filed.

Finally, DRH attempts to distinguish ANSE, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev.
by arguing that the matter “did not address when the second purchaser took ownership” but
the this argument misses the point. MSJ7 at 10:3, fn. 5. ANSE, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist.

Court of Nev. stated that:

Further, allowing homeowners who are not the home’s original
purchasers to seek NRS Chapter 40's remedies is in harmony with
the other provisions of NRS Chapter 40 . . . NRS 40.610 defines a
constructional defect claimant as “[a]n owner of a residence” -~
without qualification. NRS 40.610 plainly does not require that a
constructional defect claimant be a residence’s first owner, as
petitioners’ interpretation of ‘new residence’ suggests, or expressly
impose any other limitation.

ANSE, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev., 124 Nev. 862, 873 (2008). The holding of
ANSE, Inc. is that courts shall not read additional qualifications or limitations into statutes that
are not set forth in the statute’s plain language. Here, both NRCP 17 and NRS 116.3102 do
not possess any limiting or qualifying language that is applicable to subsequent unit owners.
Therefore, ANSE, Inc. instructs district courts that statutes should be applied broadly unless
there is specific limiting or qualifying language contained in the statute’s plain language.
DRH has failed to adhere to that simple prescription in its MSJ. In sum, DRH’s arguments
are worse than ipse dixit in that they constitute a complete misrepresentation and/or

misunderstanding of Nevada law.
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C. The Vaughn v. Dame Construction Co. Decision And California Law Does
Not Support D.R. Horton’s Representations As To The Right Of High
Noon To Pursue It’s Chapter 40 Claims In This Action

Although DRH extensively cites to the Vaughn decision, it misconstrued the critical
aspect of its holding ~ that a plaintiff suing for construction defects retains its standing
irrespective of any changes in ownership of the unit — which is on all fours with the case at
bar. DRH’s MSJ conspicuously omitted quoting unfavorable language in Vaughn that serves

to undermine its interpretation of the decision:

However, what defendant apparently fails to understand is that the
real party in interest is the party who has title to the cause of
action, i.e., the one who has the right to maintain the cause of
action. (Citation.) That “there may be as many real parties in
interest as there are rights of action by substantive law” (citation)
further indicates that the real party in interest is the owner of the
cause of action.

Vaughn v. Dame Construction Co., 223 Cal.App.3d 144, 147-148 (1990), citations omitted.
The significance of this omitted passage is that rights to causes of action are separate,
independent, and distinct from ownership of the units. HIGH NOON, by a legislative grant of
standing under NRS 116.3102, has a unequivocal right to causes of action at issue in this case.

Vaughn went on to explain that:

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. (Citation.) The right to
recover damages for injury to property, being personal property,
may be assigned or transferred. (Citation.) There is no authority,
however, for the proposition that the transfer of the real property
automatically transfers plaintiff's personal cause of action. To the
contrary, a party can transfer or assign the right to recover for
damages to the property without also conveying title to the
property (citation). Similarly, in this case, plaintiff had the right to
convey the real property but retain her cause of action for
damages from defendant's defective construction.

Id. at 148-149, citations omitted, italics added. The italicized portion of the Vaughn decision
was omitted by DRH simply because it plainly states that sales of units to new owners has no
effect whatsoever on HIGH NOON’s rights as to the causes of action set forth in its

Complaint for Damages. Indeed, under NRCP 17 and NRS 116.3102, it is HIGH NOON who
0906
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is the real party in interest because it is HIGH NOON who possesses the right to maintain this

action pursuant to the aforementioned statutes.

A review of subsequent California decisions further undermines DRH’s strained

interpretation of California law on this issue. Jasmine Networks, Inc. v. Superior Court held

that:

A Current Ownership Requirement Is Not Supported by General
Principles of Property or Tort Law. One whose property has been
wrongfully damaged by another does not lose the right to recover
for that damage merely because he has sold the property at the time
of suit. Anyone whose vehicle has been severely damaged by the
negligent driving of another would be astonished to learn that in
order to recover for the car's loss in value, he must keep it, and that
by selling it for scrap, he would forfeit any such claim. It is the
owner at the time of the injury who will ordinarily suffer the loss
of value or cost of replacement or repair, and who will thus need
the compensatory remedy that the law offers. [Y] General authority
squarely on point is scarce, but the principle is recognized, if
slightly obscured by references to “standing,” in Vaughn v. Dante
Construction Co. (1990) 223 Cal.App.3d 144 [272 Cal. Rptr. 261]
(Vaughn).

Jasmine Networks, Inc. v. Superior Court, supra, 180 Cal. App. 4th at 993, italics in original.

1t is plainly evident that California courts do not interpret the holding of Vaughn the same way

as DRH. The Jasmine Nerworks court went on to observe that:

In the wake of Vaughn a number of cases have dealt with questions
concerning the right of a subsequent owner to maintain an action
for damage done to a building before he acquired it . . . [and]
[wlhile we question the approach in these cases to some extent, as
discussed below, none of them casts the slightest doubt on the
central premise that a rvight of action for damage to property is
distinct from the title to the property, and from any right in the
property, and that the transfer of the latter does not by itself effect
a transfer or diminution of the former.

1d. at 994-995, ialics added. Finally, Jasmine Networks stated that: “Far from viewing rival

claims as obstacles to the plaintiff's action, our law reflects a strong preference for bringing all

genuinely interested parties into a single proceeding and adjudicating all of the affected rights

and liabilities at once.” Id. at 996. Therefore, the concise holding of Jasmine Networks is that

subsequent changes in ownership of a unit, even after an action has been filed, has no effect

0907
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on HIGH NOON’s rights as to the causes of action asserted against DRH. The law provides
no such delineation and instead, prefers consolidation of ¢iaims into a single action.

Finally, Standard Fire Ins. Co. v. Spectrum Community Assn. holds that because
California Civil Code section 1368.3 provides that associations have standing to sue in their
own names as real parties in interest, it deems associations to be owners of causes of action
with the right to relief. Standard Fire Ins. Co. v. Spectrum Community Assn., 141 Cal.App.
4th 1117, 1147-1148 (2006). Critically, the Standard Fire Ins. Co. court observed that: “The
intent of the Legislature is to enable homeowners associations to pursue causes of action
against developers with respect to construction defects. To rely on distingmishable cases
such as Vaughn, (citation) Keru, (citation) and Krusi (citation) to achieve a contrary
result would be to frustrate that legislative intent.” Jbid, citations omitted, emphasis
added.

Ironically, that is exactly what DRH attempts to do in this case by utilizing Vaughn
and Krusi to prevent HIGH NOON from pursuing construction defect claims against DRH.

NRS 116.3102, similar to California Civil Code section 1368.3, represents a legislative grant

| of standing to homeowner associations under the Uniform Common-Interest Ownership Act.

Indeed, NRS 116.3102 is broader that section 1368.3 in that it does not limit the statutory
grant of standing, so long as the issue affects two or more units. Therefore, DRH cannot be
allowed to frustrate the Nevada legislature’s intent by way of its meritless MSJ. DRH is

correct that this MSJ is to be decided on black letter law. However, the black letter law of

| both California and Nevada are fatal to its MSJ.

it
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V. CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, Plaintiff respectfully requests this Honorable Court to

deny D.R. Horton’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment.

Dated: February 10, 2014 ANGIUS & TERRY LLP

/s/ Rachel B. Saturn

Paul P. Terry, Jr., SBN 7192

John J. Stander, SBN 9198

Rachel B. Saturn, SBN 8633

ANGIUS & TERRY LLP

1120 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 260
Las Vegas, NV 89144

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Supreme Court No.:

District Case Court No. 07A542616 . .
Electronlcally File

Are-349.201 411 -

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH HOMEOWNERS ¢$§Q§Qﬁmm‘
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
HOMEQOWNERS ASSOCIATION’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF
PROHIBITION OR MANDAMUS VOLUME IV 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
skelsev(@angius-terry.com
Attorneys for Petitioner, HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
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No. Document Description Filed | Vol Bates
Date

1 | Plaintiff’s Complaint 06-07-07 | 1 |0001-0012

2 | Order re: Plaintiff’s Standing N 11-12-13 | 1 |0013-0022

3 | Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration on | 01-08-14 | 1T | 0023-0250
Order Shortening Time |

3 | Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration on | 01-08-14 | 1II | 0251-0501
Order Shortening Time

3 | Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration on | 01-08-14 | III | 0502-0531
Order Shortening Time

4 | Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Opposition | 01-13-14 | IIT | 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 | I | 0604-0605
Reconsideration on Order Shortening
Time |

7 | Defendant D.R. Horton, Inc.’s Motion for | 01-24-14 | 11T | 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
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24
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28

12

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

01-31-14

vV

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

1AY

0897-0898

14

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

02-10-14

v

0899-0909

15

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

v

0931-0966

17

Court Minutes on D.R. Horton, Inc.’s
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment

02-27-14

1AY

0967-0968

18

Order in the matter of Balle v. Carina
Corp., Case No. AS557753

09-09-09

v

0969-0984

19

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

03-18-14

IV

0985-0995

20

Order Regarding Plaintiff’s Motion for
Reconsideration

03-20-14

v

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 ﬁ day of April, 2014, T submitted for
electronic filing and electronic service the foregoing APPENDIX TO
PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR MANDAMUS,

VOLUMEV OF V.

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

MANDAMUS, VOLUME IV 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 PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR

MANDAMUS, VOLUME IV 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 89128-6644

Attorneys for Real Party in Interest

Ol ladargd

Employee of Angius & Terry, LLP
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Clark County Assessor's Ownerst ™ History Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Awrial View || Commest Codes || Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 113
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
1756-20-714-338  |COOPER ADAM 3 20111071:02130 10/21/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. BATE VESTING | , JAX
176-20-714-338 iWENDY'S REAL ESTATE L L C 20111013:02851 1071372011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-338  |BURT KENDRICK N 0 1037 01/31/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-338  |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 35
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 HEREQN.

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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessurtlap || Aerizl View || CommectCodes || Current Qwnerskip
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 114
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. OATE VESTING | pisrrIcr
176-20-714-342 TRASK AMBER M K 20100226:03608 02/26/2010 NO STATUS £35
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-342 GEBREWAMED FREHIWET 0060324: 81 03/24/2606 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-342  (HORTON D R INC 20010427:51513 0472772001 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 20010427:015313 04/27/2001, l NO STATUS 635

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

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

http://. sandgate.co.claﬂc.uv.us/AssrRealProp/ParceIHistory.aspx?instance=pc12&parcel:1 - 12727/2013
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Clark County Assessor's Owners

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Listory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

| Assessor Map |[ Aerisiview || Comment Cedes }| Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOQK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 2
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

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

176-20-714-006  |SWANSON NICHOLAS 20130522:03579 05/22/2013 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO, PRICR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC

176-20-714-006 |STEELE GAYLE L & THOMAS N 81218:01687 | 12/18/2008 | IOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-006 |BANK AMERICA N A 2 17:01152 | 071772008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-006 |CHARRON PAUL 20060331:05298 | 03/31/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-006 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NG STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON O R INC 20010427:01513 | 0472779001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS §35

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,

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

dstory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Azsessor Map “ Acrial View l[ Camment Cofes El Current Dwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 3
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 ‘

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-009  |ENGELHARDT KAREN 20330918:00887 09/18/2013 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOt Mo i VESTING o1ty
176-20-714-000 |ENGELHARDT KAREN & WERNER 20111027:03153 | 16/27/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-009 [FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20110921:01658 | 09/21/2011 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-008 DACKEL JULIE 20060313:02049 | 03/13/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176:20-714-008 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/200: | NO STATUS 635
196-20-710-007 |HORTON D R ING 20010427.01513 | 04/27/2001 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON O R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrReal Prop/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17...

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

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

0754

1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Owners!

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

iis’fory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

[ Ansassar Mag [L Aerial View ] ! Contiment Codes ” Curromt Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 36

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING BISTRICT
176-20-714-106  INEWMILLER SHEILA 20130524:03381 05/24/2013 NO STATUS 635
. ' RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-106 |ROUSE OF REAVILIATUS L L C 20130412:01183 04/12/2013 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-106 |REAVIL JASON & RENEE 20130325:02138 03/25/2013 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-106 |D B P MANAGEMENT LTD L & C 20051214:02794 12/14/200% KO STATUS €35
176-20-714-106 |ANDERSON WILLIAM B & DALE 20050126:02072 01/26/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-106 JHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-7106-007 |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/Parcelllistory. aspx?instance=pel2 &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

0755



Clark County Assessor's Owners”  istory Page 1 of 1
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
I Ansassar Map H Rerisl View ] | Comment Codes ] L Current Qwnwrship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 10% BLDG 45
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-133  |HAGA MASAQD & KAYGO 20130725:00845 07/26/2013 JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING BISTRI
176-20-714-133 |MAUCK JOHN 20130726:00844 | 07/26/2013 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-133 |MAUCK MICHAEL & JOHN WILLIAM 2 10426 01/05/2009 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-133 |MAUCK MICHAEL WILLIAM & JOHN W 20070405:03306 | 04/05/2007 | JOINT TENANCY 535
176-20-714-133 MAUCK MICHAEL WILLIAM 2005013100616 | 01/31/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-133 |BERNIE ELAINE & DOUGLAS 20041026:02368 | 10/26/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-133% |BERNIE LAUREN M 20041012:03002 | 10/12/2004 NO STATUS 635
176-20-734-133 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/200t 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

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

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 HEREQN,

12/277/2013

0736



Clark County Assessor's Owners’

Tistory

Pagelof1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTCRY

|_Bszsessarmap || Aenalview || Commont Codes || Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 55
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

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

176.20-714-163  |SARNO JOHN V & SHARON 1 20130419:01856 | 04/16/2013 | JOINT TENANCY 535
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUNENT RO, ATE VESTING bIo o
176-20-714-163 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN | 20121213:01102 | 12/13/2012 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-163 |SWALLOW DAWN A 20110531:00633 | 05/31/2011 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-163 [JOHNSON MARK R 20041104:03822 { 11/04/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-163 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 JHORTON D R ING 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/ParceHistory.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

0757



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| fssessarmap || Aenstiview I Comment Godes || Curreas Qwnership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 62
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRI
176-20-714-185 |MANU CORNEL & ANNEMARIE LAURA 20130828:03056 | 08/28/2013 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) BOCUMENT RO. DATE VESTING | | ToX
176-20-714-185 |MANU CORNEL 2 13:03795 | 08/13/2009 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-185 |BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20090522:03061 | 05/22/2009 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-185 [HAEHN JASON 3 : 20050228:04207 | 02/28/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-185 |HORTON D R ING 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

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

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

0758

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



Clark County Assessor's Ownershy  “story . Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessar Map H Aanal View j[ Comment Codes H Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 91
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-271 _ |KHAN DARA 30130812:02986 0871272013 NO STATUS 635
' ‘ RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO . i vesting | o TAX
176-20-714-271 |WISE STACIA A 20081222:03507 | 12/22/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-271  |BANK H S B C USA N A TRS 0437 10/28/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-271  |GARCIA JUAN ALBERTO 20050623:05427 | 06/23/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-271  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC T 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, NC LIABILITY I$ ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

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

0759



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh® Tistory

Page i of' 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

3L

[ Assessar Map || AcrialView 11 Comrnent Co0es Curron ! Twhershg
P Fial |

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 105
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENY RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIt
176-20-714-314 [TARAVELLA JONATHAN & ANGELA 20130719:00237 | 07/19/2013 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. . PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-314 |FLANAGAN STEVEN & JENNIFER 20110513:02777 | 05/13/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635
i
176-20-714-314 |SCHNEIDER BENJAMIN M 20051105:04359 11/01/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-314 |HORTON D R ING 20010437:01513 | 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, 1899 through presant 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

0760



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. _ {istory | : Page ! of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessarMap || Aerlal View || Comment Godes || Current Ownership

ASSESSCOR DESCRIPTICON
HIGH MOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG ¥
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
PERELRA MARK IRA ETAL
- - - Npm— M
176-20-714-001 EQUITY TRUST CO CUST 201108068:02419 08/08/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRICR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY
176-20-714-001 {BANK NEW YORK MELLON TRS 20110112:03181 0171272011 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-001 [MORGANTI DANIEL 20060323:04390 03/23/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-001  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 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, 199% 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.

0761

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParceiHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Owners.

fistory

Page 1 of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessarMap || AcrialView | Comment Codes || Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 2
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | pyerric
VALLOT FRED & EULA LIVING TRUST ,

176-20-714-004 |Ar ST FRED B EULA LIVING TRUS 2013090300084 | 09/03/2013 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) DO OROED . CoR® VESTING L
176-20-714-004 |VALLOT FREDDIE JR & EULA B 2010042903361 | 04/29/2010 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-004 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20100119:00618 | 01/19/2010 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-004 |SMITH CATHERINE L 20060331:05288 03/31/2006 NO 5TATUS 635
176-20-714-004 HORTON D R INC 20010 0151 04/27/2001 NO STATUS i 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R ING 70010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS | 635
176-20-701-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/200t | NO STATUS | 635

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1996 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.

0762

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

dstory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of 1

[ Assessor Map ” Acrial View ” Comment Codas H Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 2
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-005  |BANKS HAYLEY 1 ‘03864 05707/2010 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) O NG, coR® vesting | o TAX
176-20-714-005  |BRADLEY CHRISTOPHER K 20060331:05284 03/31/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-605  |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 835

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,

0763

http://’sandgate.co.cia:rk.nv.us/AssrReaIProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance¥p012&parcei=1 7. 172172014



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst.

{istory

Pagelof 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || AeratView || Comment Codes || Curront Gwnersnip

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NQON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 4
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 '

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-012  [EDDY ABBIE & PHYLLIS 2011051101888 | 05/11/2011 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
_ PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUNENT NO. CoR® VESTING Droa
176-20-714-012 |SANDCASTLE DEVELOPMENT L L C 20110217:03293 | 02/17/2011 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-012 ITACKER JOHN € & CHERIE L 20060125:04188 | 01/25/2006 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-012 |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 835

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

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 OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQN.

0764

1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl.  iistory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL. OWNERSHIP HISTORY

] Assessar Map “ Aarial View “ Comment Codes ,H_.I;u_‘rre_:‘:; Qvenership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 4
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
HUA YUANPEL PATRICK ,
176-20-714-011 [ K v 20120222:02729 | 02/22/2012 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMEE RO coRo vestiNg | o TAX
176-20-714-011 |BANK H S B C USA N A TRS 2011082500081 08/25/2011 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-011  [BLOCK KIM 20060201:03304 | 02/01/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-011  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 200104272.01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176.20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2601 | NO STATUS 635

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

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

0765

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Owners.

fistory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assersor Map H _Aerial View “ Comment Codes “ Currant Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARUIINGTON RANCH PLAT BOCK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BIDG 7
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC:
176-20-714-020 KUIKEN DALE & DOROTHY 20090529:06348 | 05/20/2000 | IOINT TENANCY 635

' RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) b T NG, aphi VESTING |  TOX
176-20-714-020 |FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20090213:03085 | 02/13/2009 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-020 |BACANI ANGELITA 20051101:04373 | 11/01/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-020 |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=17...

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,

0766

1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst.  lstory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assessormap |[ Aertaiview || Comment Codes || Curront Ownesship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG B
SEC 20 TWP 22 ’NG 60
CURRENT : RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-022  |NEMES VALENTIN 7013031101666 03/11/2013 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
 PARCEL NO. PRIGR OWNER(S} DOCUNENT NO. i VESTING | . JEX
176-20-714-022 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20121210:03153 | 12/10/2012 | NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-022 IMORRIS JEREMY & TAREN 20050926:03730 | 09/26/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-022 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC J0010427:01513 | 047272001 | 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.

0767

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx7instance=pcl2 &parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersi '{istory ' Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_assessarMap |[ Aerini View [ Comment Godes ][ Curront Qwnosship

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
176-30-714-025  [FRANCO ROBERT 20110412:03215 04/12/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED Tax
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) 1 potumine no. i VESTING o1STRY
176-20-714-025 |SECRETARY HOUSING & URBAN DEV 20100709:01270 | 07/02/2010 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-025 |BANK WELLS FARGO N A 20090730:027 07/30/2008 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-025 |R0SS KENNETH ROBERT 20050923:05695 | 09/23/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-025 |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 B 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 HEREQN.

0768

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parceltlistory.aspx instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh iistory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assassar Map [ l Aerial View l I _ Comment Codes ] [ Curront Ownerzhip
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 9
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-026  |WHITNEY KRISTIN N 20110630:02152 06/30/2011 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO OROED o, CORD VESTING Draa
176-20-714-026 [BANK NEW YORK MELLON TRS 20110404:00652 | 04/04/2011 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-026 |HERNANDEZ DINO C & ROWENA R 20051115:03480 | 11/15/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-026 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC S0010427:01513 | 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 IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

0769

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Aerial View || Comment Codes || Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 11
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NG. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-032  |SWIFT DANNETTE 20111006:03548 10/06/2011 NO STATUS 635
' RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-032  |BANK AMERICA N A TRS 20110708:03895 07/08/2011 NO STATUS 535
176-20-714-032  |DOERR DELMAR 20050928:04550 09/28/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-032  [HORTONDRING 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 IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY QF THE DATA DELINEATED HERECN,

0776

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrReal Prop/ParcelHistory.aspx Tinstance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ AssessorMap || AerlalView || CommentCodes || Curront Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 11
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-033  |MEADOWS MONTY ] 2010031900017 0371972010 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO o, coRe VESTING e i
176-20-714-033 |HERBES BRYAN M & DOROTHY 20050028:04530 | 09/28/2005 | IOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-033 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTCON D R INC 2 7 i 04/27/200% NO STATUS 4358
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,

0771

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

dstory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of 1

[ Assessormap || AerialView ]| CommentCodas || Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTCN RANCH PLAT BOC
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

K 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 12

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
PAN XIN S _
176-20-714-036  |PARIINS 20130419:02914 04/18/2013 JOINT TENANCY 635
i RECORDED RECORDED TAX
| ParceLD, PRIOR OWNER(S) DO o, e VESTING L
176-20-714-036  |SMITH SARAH 20110224:00117 02/24/2011 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-036  |RUSSO JULIE G 20050922:04021 09/22/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-036  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NQ 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 2001042701513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark. nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

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,

0772

172172014



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst  dstory f Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ AssessorMap || Aeriat View | Comment Codes || Current ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 13
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECOQRDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-039 JCHANG YI CHUAN & LT JUNG 20131219:02119 12/15/2013 JQINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCLIMENT NO. oATE VESTING e
176-20-714-039 [IMALERBE SUZANNE £ 20120323:04990 03/23/2012 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-039 |BANK NEW YORK MELLCN TR5 2 3.008 01/03/2012 NQ STATUS 635
176-20-714-039 ONSTOTT CHARLES K & BARBARA I 20050928:04611 09/28/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
175-20-714-039 HORTON D R INC 01 1513 04/27/2001 NQ STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01543 | 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 [HORTON D RINC 20010427:01513 04/27/200Q1 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 TG THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0773

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parce|History aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl  istory Page | of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessormap || merstview 1| Comment Codes || Curront Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG i4
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT T RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-041  |HWANG YUN S 20100330:03997 03/30/2010 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) o o, con VESTING DIt
176-20-714-041 [TURLA ROMUALDO & ANNABELLE 20050106:03355 | 01/06/2005 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-041 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R ING 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.

0774

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Owners!

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Iistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

Page 1 of 1

| _AssesserMap || AeriolView || Comment Codes

| [ Surrant ownorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT AREINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 15
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17...

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-043  |MARDIX ELAD & YAEL 20110331:04314 03/31/2011 | J0INT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-043  |CRAIN BRETT 20060531:05446 05/31/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-043  |FREEMAN LANCE 20050831:06274 08/31/2005 JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-043  [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 35
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.

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

0775

1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor’s Ownersl  listory Page lof 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_AssessarMap || AerisiView || CommentCodes || Curront Ownorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 15
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 .
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-045  |CHRISTENSEN EPWIN 20110718:02022 07/18/2011 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCLIROED o CoRD VESTING DIsamcT
176-20-714-045  |CHIVERS VICTORIA 20050901:03864 09/01/2005 NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-045  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 0472772001 NG STATUS 635
176-20-701-002  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04727/2001 NO STATUS 635

Note: Only documents from Septermber 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.

0776

http://sandgate. co.clark.nv.us/AssrReal Prop/Parceltistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl  [istory 5 Page | of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assessor Map ” _Aerial View J [ Comment Codes ] I_G;l_rrtmi Owenership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOCN AT ARLINGTCN RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 16
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT QWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-046  |KING FUTTSPFMLL C 2010042300056 04/21/2010 | NQ STATUS 635
RECGRDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-046 TOLENTINCG PRESSIE A 2 831:03484 08/31/2005 NC STATUS 635
176-20-714-046  |HORTON D R INC 20010427 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 427:0151 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.

0777

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrtRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl  listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

{ Assestar Map ” Asrial View }[ Comment Codes H Curront Ownorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 17
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 6D
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-050  |BUMBASI EMITERIO 20090413:03667 0471372009 NO STATUS 535
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Do 0. CORD vEsTING | o TAX
176-20-714-050  |BANK U S NATIONAL ASSN TRS 20090116:00548 | 01/16/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-050 |BRIESE MONICA D 20050826:04312 | 08/26/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-050 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 835
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, 1989 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,

G778

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParceiHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst.  istory Page I of |

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

] Assessor Map ”_Mﬂgri‘gdl_ Viow !L Comment Codes ” Curront Qwnevship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLRG 17
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 :

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-051  |MAGGI JUAN CARLCS 20130502:02656 05/02/2013 | NG STATUS 535
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) D OCT T O, i VESTING b1
176-20-714-051 [VELARDE RAE ANN & THOMAS 20100914:04091 | 09/14/2010 | JOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-051 |SOUTHLANDS REAL ESTATE CAP CORP 20100720: 07/20/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-051 |[NEWMAN MINDY K 20050831:03529 | 08/31/2005 |  NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-051 (HORTON D R INC 20010427:03513 | 04/27/2661 |  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 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 HEREQN.,

0779

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessarMap || AerialView || Comment Codes || current Ownersnip
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLRG 18
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-053 JALLEN JEROD J & SKEETER 20080:29:01387 01/29/2008 JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-03533 BANK H 5 B C USA NA 20070417:03338 04/17/2007 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-053 AGUINALDO ANECITA A 00 04047 09/21/2005 NO STATUS 633
176-20-714-053 HORTON D R INC 20610427:01533 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC 20010427:03513 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 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NC LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0780

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...  1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Owners.  listory Page 1 of 1
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
i Axsessar Map ] [ Aarial View J I ~ Comment Codes } l Current Dwnarship
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 20
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT No. DATE VESTING | prstrIcT
176-20-714-060 _ [JOHNSON DAVID M 20110317:03196 03/17/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED ' TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | /oo
176-20-714-060 |BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR €O TRS 20100802:03998 | 08/02/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-060 |FIORUCCI MICHAEL J 20060913:04730 | 08/13/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-060 |STIO MARIA K 20050725:04189 | 07/25/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-060 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 |HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:03513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010427,01513 | 04/27/2003 | 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=17...

0781

1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst.

istory

Page | of

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessyr Map ! [ Acrisl View ] l Commuent Codes i I Current Qwnership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

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

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-061  |HORANI JAMAL & HANI 20130823:01638 | 08/23/2013 | JOINT TENANGY 535
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) Do o, cono VESTING |  TAX
176-20-714-061 |MCKENZIE DENISE L 20080806:03881 | 08/06/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-061 |BANK WELLS FARGO NATL ASSN TRS 2 10:01389 | 06/10/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-061 |THAXTON STACY 20050722:04872 | 07/22/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-061 |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 835
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010477:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

Nete: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avaliable for viewing.

NOTE: THIS RE(’."ORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

0782

1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh  istory Page 1 of 1
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
[ Assessar Map i | Aeris) View ] L Comment Codes ] i Currant Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 22
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-064 _ |ULJAR SANJA 20110107:02777 01/07/2011 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISYRICT
176-20-714-064  |MCNUTT JAMIE L 20050725:01431 07/29/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-064  {HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NGO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 _ HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-701-002__ [HORTON 0 R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

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

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

0783

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownerst.  istory ' Page ! of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Assessor Map IL&er_lg_l View H . Comment Codes H Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 22
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-066 |BARBO BARGARA & LEWIS 20101019:02713 | 10/19/2010 | JOINT TENANCY 635
) RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) o CORDED . o vesting | o TAX
176-20-714-066 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 0100730:00491 | 07/30/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-066 |PATTERSON WILLIAM ] 20050811:028 0B/11/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-066 [HORTON D R INC 20010427:61513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635
176-20-719-007 [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 avaiiable for viewing.

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

0784

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_AssessorMap || AeriolView || Commoent Codes || Curront Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 23
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-067  |DEVIC DUSANKA 20100826:02812 08/26/2010 NG STATUS 535
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNERI(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY
176-20-714-067 THUNDER SKY STREET TRUST 20100430:04238 | 04/30/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-067 |SALUDARES RANETTE C 20050401:03638 | 04/01/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-067 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-067 |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.

0785

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrReal Prop/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersk  istory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|_AssessarMap || ReristVisw || Commont Codes || Curront Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 26
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-076 |SMITH BETH K & RONALD H 20101123:01338 | 11/23/2010 | JOINT TENANCY 535
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) oD o, CORD VESTING | , TAX
176-20-714-076 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20100624:01158 | 06/24/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-076 ROSS TYLER H 401:03629 | 04/01/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-076 |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 HEREQN,

0786

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



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

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessortmap || Acriaiview || Comment Codes ][ Curront Ownursnip
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 28
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | pistricT
176-20-714-084  |CASTEN JOYCE 20100623:03181 06/23/2010 NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | [ oo
176-20-714-084 |BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR €O TRS 20100313:02877 05/13/2010 | NOSTATUS 635
176-20-714-084 [NILSON JUSTIN 20050325:03642 | 03/25/2005 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-714-084 |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 20010427:04513 | 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.

0787

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx 7instance=pcl2 &parcel=17... 1/21/2014



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

1 Assassor Map l I Aerisl Yiew ] [ Gomment Codes } | Gurront Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 28
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT : RECORDED RECCRDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
176-20-714-083 FLINT GALEN 20090522:03121 05/22/2009 NO STATUS 635
y RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-083 {BANK INDYMAC FEDERALF S B 20090129:06034 01/29/2009 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-083 MCAULIFFE MICHAEL 20061004:03012 10/04/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-083 |MCAULIFFE MARIE 20061004:03011 10/04/2006 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-083 MCAULIFFE TERESA A 20050 (04222 03/29/2005 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-083 JHORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 835
176-20~710-0467 HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NQO STATUS 835
176-20-701-002 (HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635

Note: Only documents frem September 15, 1999 through present are avaitable for viewing.

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

0788

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  .tstory Page 1 of']

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| AssessorMap || Acrial View 1| Comment Codes || Current Qwnership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 30
SEC 23 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-089 JOUKHAJIAN MANGUG & LUCY 20121029:05198 | 10729/2012 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUAENT HO. e VESTING | 0%
176-20-714-089 |ARMSTRONG ELEANOR BLYTHE 20100304:03330 | 03/04/2010 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-089 |[BANK H S B C USA N A TRS  20091006:00834 | 10/06/2009 | NO STATUS 635
£76-20-714-089 |NEGRETE SIMON P 20050328:04206 | 03/28/2005 | NG STATUS 635
176-20-714-089 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:0151 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-710-007 _|HORTON D RINC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/200L | NG STATUS 635
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 available for viewing.

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

0789

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx Tinstance=pcl2 & parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh

Jdstory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessor Map H Awrial View H Camment Codes H Curront Ownorship

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 31
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRE

176-20-714-093 |LETTERMAN CLIFFORD & RHONDA 20090323:05078 | 03/23/2009 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S} DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | ,ietrICT
176-20-714-093 |BANK H S B C USA N A TRS 20081208: 00667 12/08/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-093  |FISHER JED W 20050330:04942 03/30/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-093  |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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Mote: 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,

Q790

1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersk  istory ' Page 1 0f 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessartap || Aeria) View ]| Commeot Codes || Current Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 32
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
TROMELLO SALVATORE
- - -~ :
176-20-714-086  [pr ol siie St 20080229:03906 | 02/29/2008 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | oo et
176-20~714-096 BANK CITIBANK N A TRS 2008011701767 Q1/17/2008 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-096  [CHAMBERS DUSTY 20060213:0 02/13/2006 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-096  |CHAMBERS DUSTY A 20050609:03734 06/09/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-096  |HORTON D R INC 427:0151 04/27/2001 | NO 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 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.

0791

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Assessar Map ! [ Aeriat View l [ Comment Codes I i Currant Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
MIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 34
SEC 20 TWF 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIt
176-20-714-102 IMURRAY ROBERT ] & PATRICIA A 20100408:04446 | 04/08/2010 | JOINT TENANCY 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR DWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIC
176-20-714-102 |BANK U 5 NATIONAL ASSN TRS 20090911:03330 09/11/2009 NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-102 |DOWNING ZENYA 20050131:03108 01/31/2005 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-102 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 LISE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HERECN,

0792

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh

dstory

Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

! Assessar Map ” _Awriel View ] | Comment Codes ] | Current Owaership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 1315 PAGE 21 UNIT 1062 BLDG 35
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | ygrricy
176-20-714-104 |PETERGON ANDREW & LAURIE 20131211-00664 | 12/11/2013 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCEE e VESTING |  TAX
176-20-714-104 |MATTSON HEATHER 20080810:04080 | 08/19/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-104 |BANK DEUTSCHE TRUST €O AMER TRS 20080111:01061 | 01/11/2008 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-104 |DELEVA DORIANA 20070206:00633 | 02/06/2007 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-104 |[TCHOUKOVA DORIANA 41230:00828 | 12/30/2004 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-104 |HORTON B 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 £ R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv,us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17...

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.,

0793

1/21/2014



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

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

|.. Assessoar Map i I _Aerial Viow H ~Comment Godes i l Current Ownership

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 35
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT
LINDBERG ERNEST T
- - o M
176-20-714-305  |SLOBERE ERVEST ] 20100701:00308 07/01/2010 JOINT TENANCY 635

RECORDED RECORDED TAX

PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) bR . CORD VESTING DISTaGC
176-20-714-105 |KEMPLE KHALI J & BRIGG 3 20041230:03164 | 12/30/2004 | IOINT TENANCY 635
176-20-714-105  |HORTON © 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 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 HEREQN,

0794

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/21/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersl,  .story Page 1 of |
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
1 Axsessor Map ” Acrial View “ Commtent coae_sj] Curront Ownership
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 36
[SEC 20 TwP 22 RNG 50
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO., DATE VESTING | prsrricT
IBUNA MARY GRACE .
176-20-714-107 | 00 0vO BIANCA MARIE J 20101217:01581 12/17/2010 | NO STATUS 635
RECORDED RECORDED TAX
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | | oo
176-20-714-107 |BANK H S B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20101025:02970 | 10/25/2010 | NO STATUS 535
176-20-714-107 [JACOB KENNETH BRADLEY 20041217:01570 | 12/17/2004 | NO STATUS 635
176-20-714-107 |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 | NQ STATUS 35
176-2G-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,

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17 ...

4795
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh._ Astory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

{ Aszewsar Map I ! Aorial View ”

Commant Codes ] J Curreet Qwnership ] f Mew Sezwch}

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOCK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 38
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 60

CURRENT "~ RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARGEL KO, CURRENT OWNER | DOCUMENT No. DATE VESTING | prsTRier SRE |
176-20-714-112_|FEGA LLC T r0Tizes.0a0r 1270572001 | NO GTATUS 535 BIAC
RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL HO, PRIOR OWRER(S} |  DOCUMENT Ro. DATE VESTING DISTRICT s1ze
176-20-T14-152  [VICKERS NATALIE H 20041130:04606 11/30/2004 | HO STATUS 635 SURDIVIDED
176-20-714-112  [HORTON O R ING 20010427:01533 ayz7/2000 | NO STATUS 633 SUBDTIDED
176-50-710-007 _ {AORTON D & TN 1T reloaimmsiy | va/ainom | NG STATUS %35 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 _JHORTON D R INC 2001092701513 04/27/7001 | NG STATUS 635 164.97 AC

Mote: Only documents from September 15, 1699 through present are avallable for viewing.

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0796

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh._  ustory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of 1

[_ Awsegnor Mop H Aariyl View ” Compant Codes }E Curroat Ownarsip HNew Sear_:hl

(ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLOG 39
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL HO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, | __ £ | VESTIN® | prstmaer sI2E
176-20-714-116  IPENZ NICOLE D 201013.04:00059 010 NG STATUS £35 02 AC
PARCEL NO. PRIOKH DWNER(S) pocentap, | TORDED | vesniwe | TAX | ESTIMATED
176-20-714-116 {FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORB 2010083200815 | 09/12/2000 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDLQ’T‘DED
176-20-714-116 IPAPPAS ANTHONY & BRIDGET 20060805:02072 | 06/G5/2006 | YOINT TENANGY 633 5”3?0‘;‘05[’
176-20-714-116 |MCMAHON SRIDGET A 20050521:04341 | 05/31/2005 | JOINT TENANCY | 635 | SUBCIVIDED
176-20-714-116 |GONZALES JOSEFA 20041330:01120 | 11/30/2004 | wo STATUS gi5 | SUBDIADED
176-20-714-116 HORTON O R INC 20010422:01513 | 0472772001 §  NO STATUS 635 S“BEL’E‘%EDED
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC Z0030477:01513 | 64/27/2001 | NO STATUS %35 19.00 AC
176:20-701-002 IHORTON I R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535 164.92 AC

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

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

0797

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instanéezpcﬁ&parcd:17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh  istory | Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assesnermap |[ Aorist View || Comument Codes || Cureant Ownership || Hew search
ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION |
HIGH NGON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 810G 40 1
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 1
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED |
| _PARCELNO. CURRENT DWNER DOGUMENT ND. DATE VESTING DISTRICT siE |
. COHN ERIC 7 & DARREN )
176-20-714-128  IEORNERC M 2009068:02689 | 66/26/2008 | JOINT TENANCY 635 .03 AC }
RECORDED RECORDED TAK ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) BOGUMERT B0 AT VESTING prgrwicr | g1z
176-20-714-118 [YATES SIDNEY D & DAWN MARIE 20043028:03896 | 10/25/2004 | JOINT TENANCY 535 SUB?ST'DED
176+20-714-118 HORTON £ R ING 2001042701513 | 42772001 | NO STATUS 535 SuBolIBED
$76-20-710-007 {HGRTON O R INC 2001042701513 | 04/2772000 | wo ETaTUs 1 Tess T a2 ac
176-20-701-002 |HORTON O R INC 20010437:01513 | 0472772001 WO STATUS | 638 164.92 AL |

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

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

0798

http://sandgate,co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh  story Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Axzeasor Map H  Awrinl View ”_ i emment Codeg “ Turrent Owanrahip I E Hew Semch}
[ASSESSOR DESCRIPYION o
IFIGT NGO AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 40
ISFC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50
CURRERT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENY NO. |  DATE _ VESTING DISTRICT s1ZE
BENITES SAMANTUA )
L76-20-704-118 | oon o THOMAS 1 20100429;0112% 04728/2000 JOINT TERANCY 635 .0Z AC
pavee o reton ownence N B
176-20-714-139 [FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORD 20100112:00044 { 01/13/2010 | NO STATUS g1g | SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-119 DUDD PETER P & MIINTA 3 2B061120:04630 | 11/29/2005 | JOWTTENANCY | G35 | SUBDVIDED
$76-20-714-119 {BROWN MIINTA 3 20043078:03922 | 10/28/2004 | MO STATUS &35 SUBDLS";DED
176-20-714-11% |HORTON D K ING 20010477:01513 | 0472772001 | NO STATUS eas | SUSDMIDED
176-20-710-007 JBORTONORING " " ™" ""Z0oinasvio1513 | 64/2)/2001 | NO STATUS 535 15,03 AC
176-20-701-002 JHORTON D R INC "Da/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535 16452 4C |

MNote: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through prasent are available for viewing.

NOTE: THILS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINFATED REREON,

04799

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx Zinstance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

1— Assenyor Niap } E Actlal Vinw ] I— Campient Codes j | Curront Dwhership } | New Senrchj

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 41
SEC 20 TWE 22 RNG B0

§
]
t

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
BARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER | pocumEnT NO, DAYE VESTING | prsthRrer SIZE
176.20-714-122  |TARTT TRENAL T 20100526:03519 05726/2010 | NO STATUS 635 03 AL
RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
FARCEL NO. PRIOR CWNER(S) DR . coRp vesting | o TAX fasad
L76-20-714-122  [TRWIN WILLIAM 1 20061128:04070 11/2B/2006 | WO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-122  |SOLTIS GREGORY SCOTT 20043818:02740 10/18/2004 | NO STATUS 635 SUBTIMIDED
L76-20-714-122  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:03513 04/27/2001 | NOSTATUS 835 5”‘3%"1’3“55
V76-20-710-007 | HORTON § R ING 20010437:01503 04/27/2001 | NOSTATUS | E35 19.02 AC
176-26-701-002_IHORYON § R ING. 20010927,01523 0472772001 | NO STATUS 633 164.52 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

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

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

Page 1 of 1

0800

1/22/2014



PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

[[asnessorthop || aeriai view ][ domment cades | [ Gurreni Gwnwrship | [ Hew Sepreh |

ASSESSOR DESCRIPYION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 107 BIDG 42
SEC 20 TWF 22 RAG 60

=

_eanceiwo, | ewmmewrowen | puniRe RGN | vese ot STRA
176-20-714-125 Iggﬁm"i?? {!Aggglﬂééle-sl-;ﬂl w i o107/2018 P JOINT TENANCY 635 02 A
" pARCEL NO. .i PRIOR OWNER(S) ‘-—-} ;;“cﬁlfiﬁ:fz; 7’%%@?6" T vesTIvg nxsTrA:ch Eﬂ;;‘gm
17620714125 FANNIE NAE ULTONE | 0 NOSTATUS g3 | SURDIMIGED
7 yrez014m128 F{é&%;;nﬁnfséw 1 momaeesase | aziezocs - No sTATUS o SUBGIVIDED
[ S — o 20040939:05554 05/30/2004 ; NO STATUS 635 SUB%DED
176-20-714-125  |HORYON D R INC 20010427;01513 04/27/2001 § NO STATUS 635 5““%‘?95“
176-20-710-007 _ IHORTON B R INC FOBLgaz7.01513 0472772001 | ND STATUS 635 18.0% AC
176-30-761-002 _ |HORTON DR INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 35 164,92 AC

Note: Ondy docurnents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing,

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

http://sandgate.co.clark .nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0801

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh  _istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Asmessar MapJ 1. Aarint Vfr\ALJ ] Camment Codes i l Currant Dwaershlp } i New Senrch]

[RESEGEOR DESCRIPTION -
[ IGH NOON AT ARIINGTON RANCH BLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 102 BLDG 43
SEC 20 TWP 23 NG 50
CURRENT I RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER | pocumentwo, | DatE VESTING | mrsrRicy SIZE
176-30-719-128  |GMITH MARILYN 1 T I0111070.02287 §0/20/2011 | MO STATUS 35 5 AT
RECORDED RECORDED TAX T £8TIMATED |
| paRces wo, FRIOR OWNER(S) D conn vesting | o TAX flael
176-20-714-128 |65 A € HOME LOANS SERVICING | F 20110623;06328 | 06/23/2011 | NO STATUS 535 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-128 | THOMPSON DANIELLE D 20040930:00552 | 09/30/2004 | NO STATUS 35 SUBDIVIGED
176-20-714-138  |HORTGN D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBEQ’\IDED
176-70-710-007 |HORYON O R INT 2001042701513 | 047272001 | WO STATUS 35 1802 A0
176-30-701-D0Z_JHORTON D RINC 20010437101513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS €35 164.52 AC

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.

hitp://sandgate.co.clark. nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page t of 1
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1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh

istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Asnassor Mep H Herial View ” Comment Cadas

l E Currany Ownership I ‘ New Search E

ASSESSON DESCRIFYION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG &0

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 104 BLDG 44

CURRENT T RECORDED RECORDED T TAX FSTIMATED
| rhnceine, | commenrownsm | GHERR, | RECER | vee | oo | Mame |
176-20-714-130  |RHACHIKIAN ROBERT 3013061101670 ) 061172013 | WO SvATUS | 638 GIAC
T 1 wmtas e 177 necorpEd Tl RECORDED | e YA MA
PARCEL NO PRIOR OWHER(S) DOCUMENT NO, BATE VESTING | prdriier | Came
176-20-714-130  |MORENO FABIAN 20110931:01583 08/31/2011 | MO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-130  [JENNINGS JOSEPH A 20050314:00368 03/14/2005 NG STATUS 635 5"5?3";359
175-20-714-130  [HALTON LUKE 20040970;00562 09/30/2006 % NO STATUS &35 SR DED
176+20-714-130¢  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:03513 04/27/2001 | MO STATUS 435 9““‘3&3““-‘3
176-70-710-007 _ |HORTON D R INC 2003042701513 54/27/2001 | NG STATUS 535 15,03 AC
176-26-761-002__JHORTON D R INC 200:0427:01513 04/37/2001 | NGO STATUS 35 164.92 AT

Note: Only documents from Septermber 15, 1999 through present are avallable for viewing.

ROTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY 1§ ASSUMED
AS 70 THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQN.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1
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1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh  .istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

i Assesror Map H Aerial Wiew “ Commnn? Codus H Surrent Qrmership ”_ New Sem'cﬂ

IASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

HIGH NQON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLDG 44

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TaX ESTIMATED
BARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | misrarcr SIZE
176-20-714-131 TGNOW_\N LILET £013G508.04948 05/08/2013 NO STATUS £3% 02 AC
ECORDED TAX ESTY
PARCEL NG. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOHCElﬁ?:P?IFﬁQ. RECORD VESTING S IMATED
176-20-714-131 IATKINSON STEVEN L 20100108:01487 | 01/08/2010 NG STATUS 635 SUEEL"TIDED
176-20-714-131  |SARACHMAN JEFFREY 3 & MISTY 20051129:03805 | 13/29/2005 | JCINT TENANCY 635 SUBDM0ED
176-20-714-131 [SARACHMAN JEFFREY ) 20041022:01338 | 10/22/2004 MO STATUS 635 5”“%“;"59
176-20-714-131 HORTON O R INC 20010627:01513 | 04/727/2001 MO STATUS 635 SUBDLIDED
176-20-710-007 [HORTON O RINC 2001042701853 0a4/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 15.02 AC
| 176-20.701-067 JHORTON O R INC {Zo010427:01513 | 64727/2001 NO STATUS €35 1564.57 AC

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

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

http://sandgate.co.clark nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0304
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Clark County Assecssor's Ownersh., jstory

PARCEL CWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

| Assewsar Map H Aerinl View }'L Somment Cades H Currant Gwnirship H Hew Seamhf

lMSESSGﬂ DESCRIPTION

{HIGH NDON AT ARLINGTON RANCH FLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 4%
|SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv,us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

[ CURRENY | RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PAREEL NO. CURRENT GWHER DOCUMENT No, DATE VESTING | prerarct | size
$76-20-714-135  [BOWLES JASON 20090306:041,83 03/86/2008 NO STATUS 635 .02 AC
PARCEL NG PRIOR OWNER(S) DORCIE:IB?E:}'E:O. Rﬁggﬁgtb VESTING nggxﬂ EST;?ZAETED
176-20-714-135 |FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN Z0081104:00545 | 11/04/2008 | NG STATUS 615 SUB%YF'DED
176-20-714-135 [FITZPATRICK JAMES % JENNIFER 20041118:02055 | 11/18/200¢ | JOINT TENANCY s35 SVPDIVIDED |
176-20-715-135 [BRANDON WILLIAM M 3R 20040029:02624 | Dos20/2004 | mo STATUS s35 | SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-135 |HORTON B R INC 20010627:01513 | 04/27/2001 |  NO STATUS 635 S”Bﬂé‘frmm ;
176-20-710-087 HORTON D R INC - 20010427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635 19.02 AC _;
176-20-701-062 HORTON O R INC 20010427.01513 | 04, (4 NO STATUS €35 164.92 AC |

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

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

Page 1 of 1

0805

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. ,istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Auravngr Kizp ” Aerial View }[ Comment Codes El Surront Jwmearuhip E How Search

IASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

]

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 183 BLDG 46

'

SEC 20 TWP 2 RNG 60 ;
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY |  SI2E
176-20-714- 138 |LEE HARMON & SANG 11 20101020:00599 | 10/20/2010 | JOINT TENANGY 635 03 AT
; RECORDED | RECORDED ¥a% | ESTIMATED |
{ PARCELNG. . PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT sz
176-20-714-138 iLEE SANG IH 2010085300457 | 0B/1L/2010 NO STATUS 635 SUB%"TIDED
176-20-714-130  |ROGERS MICHAEL L & DARLENE E 20050719:05241 | D7/19/2005 | JGINT TENANCY 635 SUB%"‘;E’ED
176-20-714-138  |MCLESKEY CHARLES H 20041207:04847 | 12/07/2008 ND STATUS 635 S“B‘fgﬂr”’ﬂ’
176-20-784-138 IMCLESKEY CHARLES H 20040831:02505 | 08/31/2006 | NO STATUS 538 SUBDIVIRED
176-20-714-138 [HORTON I R INC 2001042701513 | 04/27/2001 | WO STATUS gag SUBDHIOED
17626710007 [HORTON DRING 2001043701513 | 0%/27/2001 | WO STATUS 535 15.02 AT
175-20- 701002 JHORTON D R INC 20010427,01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535 164,92 AC

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

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

Pagelofi

0806

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/PafceIHistory.aspx‘?instanceﬁpcu&parcelﬂ1 7. 12272014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

istory

Miéhele W. Shafe, Assessor

[ Annevaar Muop J] Aerizl Vigw }L Comment Codex “ Carrant Shemarahitp ”

New Search]

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 163 BLDG 47
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORBED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING BISTRICY 5126
DANNATT KENBERLEY
- - - H '
£76-20-714-1a1  [DENNATT KE 20111104.03518 | 14/04/2011 | IOINT TENANCY 535 02 AC
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX | ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO . P VESTING | , TAX IHATER |
176-20-714-141 [FEBERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20:30434:02392 | Dy/14/2011 | NOSTRTUS | gas | SUBDTIDED .
[76-20-714-141 |D'CONNOR MADELINE 20040831,03997 | 0B/31/2004 | NO STATUS 635 SUBECI;’T[DED
176-20-714-141 [MORTON D R INC 2003042703553 | 04/22/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUB%‘;EDED
176-20-710-007  [HORTOR D R INC 20010427-01513 | B4/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535 18.02 AC
176-20-701-002  HORTGN D R INC 2004047701513 | 04/27/2001 | MO STATUS B35 164.52 AC

Note: Only dotuments from Septembear 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing.

NOTE; THIS RECORD 15 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NQ LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS T0O THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

Page 1 of 1

0807

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. L'istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assessar g | [ aeriai view [[ Comment Codes |[ Current Swneranip | |

New Seorch |

[ASSESSDR DESCRIFTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 23 UNTY 102 BLDG 48
SEC 20 TWE 72 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCELNo, | ~CURRENTOWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT S1ZE
176-20-714-143 |BERGER RICHARD M & JODY F Z0I00201,02319 | 09/0172010. 1. JOINT TENANCY 635 024
RECORDED RECOGRDED TAX T EStIMATED |
PARCEL NO. E FRIOR GWNER(S) DO . b VESTING | ypahy o IMATED
176-30-T14-143  [BANK WELLS FARGO NATIONAL ASSN I0091078:00382 | 10/28/2008 | NO STATUS 835 SUBBIVIDED
176-20-714-143 |MCGEE LEE E 20041217:03553 | 12/17/2004 | NO STATUS £35 S“E‘i’o\frmm
176-20-714-143  [VEITH JAMES RATRICK FODAOSII0ANTE | OB/3L/2004 | NOYSTATUS 535 S”SDL'C"{;DED
176-20-714+143 [HORTON D R INC 20030427:04513 | 04727/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SuBoIVIDED
176-30-710-007 |HORTON D R INC Z0030437:01513 | 04/77/2001 | NOSTATUS | &3k mozAC |
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D R INC 20010827 01513 | U4/27/2001 | NGO STATUS | . 633 16892 AC

fote: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are gvailable for viewlng.

NOTE: THIS RECORD 1S FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO EIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF TRE DATA DELINEATED HERECON,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17..,

Pagelofl

0808

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  .istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP RISTORY

l Ansensar N l f Acripl View ] [ fomment Codas

” C\utmn!_cwnewhlpj[ Hew _Scar:hl

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

HIGH NOGN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 43

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING prstRICT SIZE
176-20-714-147 _1IOLAS TASIA 20091228:02159 12726;2000 NG STATUS &5 03 AC
RECORDED RECORDED TAX | ESTIMATED |
FARCEL NQ. PRIOR DWNER(S) ey o VESTING | o TEX s
176-20-714-147 [VEGAS RESIDENTIAL L 1, C 20000826:04175 | 08/26/2008 | NO STATUS €35 SUBDIVIGED
176-20-714-147 |FISSE JUSTIN 20060608:03552 | DE/08/2006 | NO STATUS 635 S”B%"J‘EDED
176-20-714-147  |LAW FAMILY LIVING REVOCABLE TR 20050628:03665 | 08/28/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBRIVIGED
176-20-714-147 JLAW JDHN 409 a9/29/2006 | NO STATUS &35 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-147  [HORYON D R INC 20010427:01513 | D4/27/200t | NO STATUS £35 SUB?SITIDED
176-20-710-007 HORTON D RINC 2OMpAZ7:01313 | G4/27/2081 | NO STATUS &35 19.03 AC
176-20-701-007 [HORTON D R ING 2001047701513 | 0472772001 | NO STATUS &35 154,67 AC

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

NOTE: THIS RECCRD IS FOR ASSESSMENT LISE ONLY, NO LIABLLITY 15 ASSUMED
AS 1O THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of |

0809

172212014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  .istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Assessar Nap H Aorikl View ” Commant Codes EE Curreat Ownerghlp 11 Hew Saarcht

IASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

{HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOCK E15 PAGE 21 UNIT 102 BLIG 49
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 50

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL HO. CURRENY OWNER DOCUMENT MO, DATE VESTENG DISTRICT SIZE
176-20-714-146_ [MENGHINT DIANA & TRAVIS 20011108:03272 | 11/26/2013 | JOINT TEWANCY 35 02 AC
ECOHOED CoRD " TAX | EETIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWMER(S) Do OROED | RELORDED | vesting | rerater ftal
:
176-20-714-146 [FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20110875:03494 | 08/25/2011 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIOED
176-20-714+146 [PALSHA TARA 2004102803943 | 10/28/2004 | NO STATUS €33 SUSDMIDED
176-20-714-146 [HORTON O R INC 20010427:01533 | 04/27/2001 | MO STATUS 635 SUBES{:DED ;
"176-20-710-007 HORTON D R YNE ROL0A37 01513 | 04/27/2001 | MO STATUS 535 19.02 A8
i76-320-701-007 [HOATON D R INC 2001043701513 1 04729/3001 | NO STATUS &35 164,92 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

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 ACCURALY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

Page 1 of 1

0810

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

[[mssesser Map [[ aerisl View {7 Comment Codes || Currant Dwnwranip i Haw sesren]

ASSESSDR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 6C

HIGEH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 50

CURRENT RECORDED RECGRDED TAX | ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DUCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT s1zE
176-26-714-1a6  [YAKEMONIS ROBERT & BREANN 20120727:02948 | 07/23/2012 | JOTN] TEWANCY 535 BiAC
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) nomumenE o, | oare | vesting | o TRX . ESTIMaTED
— {
176-20-714-14% |VASILYEV SERGE 20051207:04117 | 12/07/2005 | NO STATUS gas | SUBDMICED |
176-20-714-146  IMALDONADO TENNIFER 0041203:02817 | 12/03/2004 | MO STATUS 635 SUBTS’T[DED :
176-20-714-148  |SMALLRIDGE NATHAN JAMES 20099910:00300 | 09/10/2004 | NO STATUS g3y | FUBDIDED
176-20-714-148  [HORTON D R INC Z0010427:01513 | D8/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBE%;DED
176-90-710-007 IHORTON b RINC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 835 102AC
. 176-20-701-002 _ JHORTON D R ING 0010827-21513 NG STATUS 535 169,97 6C |

04/27/2001

Note: Cunly documents from September 15, 1999 through prasent are available for viewing.

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instancespcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

081t

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. .istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

1 Asswster Mop ] [ Avriat View j I Comment Codas fr Currmnt Dwnnrghlp } iVan Sea_rchl

ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION -
FIIGH NOOW AT ARLINGTON RANGH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 57
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 69
CURRENT B RECORDED KECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCES, NO. CURRENT OWNER | nocuMENT MO, DATE VESTING BISTRICT STz
176-20-716-156 LU JEFF Y i 20131016:02141 10/16/2013 NGO STATUS 635 .02 AC
CORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNESR(S) DO NG, s vestng | o JAX i
176-20-714-156 IHENSCN RACHEL LYNN 2009120101758 | 12/01/2009 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDTVIDED
176-20-714-156 [FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 2009097200679 | 09/23/2009 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDLQ;IDED
176-20-714-356 [ASTANIKZT WALIULLAK 20040907:02212 | 09/07/2004 | NG STATUS 635 SUBDIMIDED
§76-20-714-156 |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04727/2001 | HO STATUS £35 SUBDTASED
176-20-710-007 IHORTON & K ING, TORIGAIL01813 | 0e/17/2001 | NO STATUS 835 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 _IHORTON B R ING 20010427:01513 | D4/27/2001 | NOSTATUS | 635 164,92 AC

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1959 through present are available for viewing.

NOTE: THIZ RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE GNLY. NO LIABILITY IS5 ASSUMED
AS TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.niv.us/AssrReal Prop/ParceiHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0812

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Assonsnr Mug H Aerial Viow H Gonuroat Cades Jl Current Dwnbnhlp} New Searchl

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 53
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRERT RECORDED | RECORDED TAX | ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, | DATE VESTING | prstmtcr | smzE
176-20-714-155 |BELLETTINI PAUL R & JULTATNE L Z0130530:01960 | 05/3072013 | JOINT TENANCY 635 TIAC
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENTND. | | pate . | VESTING orsmmicy | © S
176-26-714-159 (ALSTYNE BENJAMIN VAN 20079613:02116 | 06/13/2007 | NO STATUS €35 SUBDLE"T‘DED
176-20-714-159  [8784 TRAVELING BREEZEL L C 20050715:03106 | 0I/15/2005 | MO STATUS 35 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-159  {ROZIC ANTHONY 20030114:00457 | 01/14/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBQLS’TIDED
176-26-714-158  {MOSS0 ROBERT F 20040847:02245 | 0%/17/2004 | ND STATUS 633 SUBDIVIED
176-20-714-159 {HORTON D R ING 20010477:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 5 SUBDIGED
176-20-710-067 |HORTOND RIRC 2091042701585 | 04/27/2001 | NO SYATUS 635 15.02 AC
176-20-701-002 _|HORTON D R INC 20030427:01513 | 04/47/2001 | NO STATUS B35 16497 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parceltistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2 &parcel=17 ...

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

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

Page 1 of |

0813

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh,,

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

.story

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

[ Assessar Map “ Acrial View “ Commant Coden }] Currant Gwnsrekip H Hew_saaqcri

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOOR AT ARLINGTOM RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIF £01 BEDG 53
SEC 20 TWh 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, BATE VESTING | pygvrier STELE
176-20-714-157_ |STRIGKLAND PROPERTIES L L C Z0090574:01378 | 09/24/2008 | NQ STATUS 635 03 AC

]

PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) m’g::::;ao n:go';gsn vesting | o THX | ESTIMATED
176-20-714-157  |BANK NEW YORK MELLON TRS 20090706:01668 | 07/06/2009 | MO STATUS 8as SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-157  |GELIZON MELISSA A 20040915:00464 | 09/15/2004 | NO STATUS €35 SUB?gr“’ED
17620-714-157 [HORTON DR ING 2001042707513 042772001 NO STATUS 635 SUBDJOY;DEQ
176-70-710-007_|HORTON D RINC 2OUi0ATA 01517 | O4j27/3001 | MO STATOS 835 T 15.02 AC
176-20-701-002 [HORTON D R INC 20010427,01513 ! 0472772001 N STATUS 535 164.92 AC

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Note: Only decuments from Septernber 15, 1999 throvgh present are avaiiable for viewing.

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

Page ] of 1

0814

1/22/2014



. L
Clark County Assessor's Ownersh._  .istory Page 1 of |
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor
PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY
i Assesiar Map ” Eerlal View ” Cammant Cadas H Curreni Owasrship H Neaw Search]
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION ]
[¥IGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOGK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 102 810G 56
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED FAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICY SIZE
176-20-714-167  |HOWE MARIE A 20110607:0474% D707/ 2011 ND STATUS 635 03 AC
- : e 1
PARCEL NO. PRICK OWNER{S) bR “‘;‘iﬁge" | VESTING m;r?xcr 55"‘;’:&““ J
176-20-714-167 |BANK DEUTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 2011011402833 | 01/16/201% | NO STATUS 535 SUBDIMDED |
176-20-714-167 |SATORNING ROBERT JAMES HT 20041120:04660 | 11/30/2004 | NO STATUS 635 SURRLVIDED
176:20-714-167 |HCRTON O R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS &35 5”5‘5;‘1}959
176-20-710-007 HORGON D RINC 2001047701513 | U472772001 | NO STATUS 535 | 18.02AC
176-20-701-002 (HGRTGN D R INC 20010477:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 UTIRIBIAC
Note: Only decuments from Septemnber 15, 1989 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 DELINEAYED HEREON.
0815

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/Parcelllistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh _ istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Assgsnor Map ” _Aerizl View ” Comment Codes “ Cureont Gérnorship l E Hew Seurch'
[ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION T ;
HiGGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH BLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101, BLDG 57 '
SEC 20 TWE 22 RNG 50 |
CURRENT RECORDED HECORBED |- TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL ND. FURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prstrier | sme |
176-20-714-169 MOLLY PROPERTIES L L C 20130308 00R7] 03/08/2013 ND STATUS 635 .03 AC
RECORDED RECORDED Fax ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DO, Py vesting | TAX ozt
176-20-714-169  [MOLLY PROPERTIES LL & 200052301568 | 05/23/2012 | NOSTATUS 635 SUB%‘Q!DED
176-28-714-169  |SMITH COLETTE b 20050106:00925 | 91/06/2005 | MO STATUS 535 SUBDIVIED
176-20-714-160  [HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-740-007 HORTON D R INC 2001042709513 04/27/2001 | NOSTATUS | 535 | 10,03 AC |
176-20-701-082 HORTON D R INC 20010427:0151% Qd/27/2001 NQ STATUS 635 164.22 AC

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

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

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0816

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownershy, _.istory : Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

% Assexsar Map H Acrig] View H Cemment Cadeos [[ Current Owwnerahip }Lﬁew Saareh

A SR DESCRIPTION
FIGH NODN AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 58
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT STZE
176-20-714-174  [SARNG JORH V & SHARON T 2011057703649 | 05/27/2011 | JOINT TENARLY 535 02 AC
RECORDED RECORDED Tax | ESTIMATED
PARCEL ND. PRIOR OWNER(S} Do . Py vesting | IA sze
176-20-714-174 IFEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 20110315:03172 | 03/15/2001 | NC STATUS 635 5“5?3"1!“‘5'3
176-20-714-174  [FENTONY SHANNON M 2004123000175 | 12/9072004 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-174 [HORTON B R INC 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SusDIVIDED
176-20-710-007  HORTON D A ING. Z0010427-015,3 | 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 535 .02 8¢ ]
176-20-701-007  HORTON D R INC 20010497:01513 | 04/27/2601 | NO STATUS 535 164.92 AC

Nete: Only documents from September £5, 1999 through present are available for viewing.

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

0817

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx ?instance=pel2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., . iistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Arrnssar Map j L Agrial Vinw H Comment Cotes 1 ! Gurrant Owrimcahip g LNew Sezgfih_l

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 62

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 59

i
!

S
CURRENT RECGRDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED |
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIZE [
176-20-714-175 PORDAN DANIEL 20100204:63043 02/01/2010 | NO STATUS %35 B3 AC
[ o RECORDED RECORDES TAX ESTIMATED |
PARCEL HO. | PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NG, g Fpins VESTING | 0¥ ol
: B -1 i DATE _
176-20-714-175  FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20AD0111:00804 | O1/11/2010 | MO STATUS 635 S”B?_EV]EDED
176-20-714-175 HARRISON NICOLE P 20051101:02778 | 11/01/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-175  MCLESKEY CHARLES 20041230:02017 { 12/30/2004 | NG STATUS £35 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-175 HORTON D & INC 20010427:03513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS £35 S“BDLL";DED
176-26-710-G07_HORTGN O R INC Z0030427;01553 | 04/27/460% | NG STATUS 535 i5.02 AC
176-26-701-002 JHORTON DR INC [ 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2501 | NO STATUS 635 164,82 AC

Note! Only documents from Septernber 15, 199% throwgh present are available for viewing.,

NOTE: THIS RECORD 15 FOR ASSESSMENT LSE ONLY, MO LTABILTYY 1S ASSUMED
AS TG THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory. aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1

0818

112272014



Clark County Assessor's Ownershi, _Jstory

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

l Asswssur Map “ Amrinl View ” Comeent Coffes

|| Burrent Qwnerstip || New Search ]

A OR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOX 115 PAGE 21 UNTY 103 BLDG 60
SEC 20 TWF 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NC. DATE VESTING | nrstricr SIZE
176-20-714-180 K R A INVESTMENTS LLC 20100924:03740 097242010 HNC STATUS 635 .02 AC
. .
PARCEL NO. PRIOR DWNER(S) noaéfr?::TE:o, | RECORDED | vesting | o TAX ﬁm’;;‘ﬁ““
176-20-714-180 G M A C MORTGAGELL C 20100730:00079 - 07/30/2010 | WO STATUS 635 S”E?_B’T‘DEQ
176-20-714-180  [BETTENCOURT ANGELA MARIE 70223:046 03/21/2007 | NO STATUS g35 | SUSDIVIDED
176-20-714-180  JOETTENCOURT ANGELA M 200501313107 | 9312005 | NO STATUS gas - SUBDHADED
176-20-734-180  [HORTON 1) RING 20010427:01543 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 835 S”B%V;DED
176-20-7:0-007 [HORTON D R INC w 04/27/2001 NG STATUS 635 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002  IHORTON D R INC 2001042 7:01513 04/27/2001 NC STATUS 635 164,92 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Nate: Only documents from Septembier 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing.

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

Page 1 of 1

0819

1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., _tistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Page 1 of 1

[ Assessar Mop i i Asrial Viaw i r Comment Codes j ﬁurr@n_& Dwnbriklp H New Se;_.\rc?\]

IR DESCRIPTION
RIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOGK 115 FAGE 11 UNIT 101 BLDG 63
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. FURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NGO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIZE
176-20-714-101 JCRITE-MCCLURE PHYLLIS C ETAL Zﬂwﬂ 09/25/2009 JOINT TENANCY 635 D3 AC
PARCEL NC, PRIOR OWNER{S} b;g:g::;ao_ neggg‘gﬁb VESTING Dz;;‘xz“ Es:;;rz;'rzn
176-20-714-18% (CRITE-MCCLURE PHYLLTS € 20090915:00085 | 08/15/2003 |  NO STATUS 635 S”B‘EGI‘;IDED
176-20-714-181 [BANK NEW YORK MELLON TRS 20090915:00984 | 08/15/2000 |  NO STATUS e | SUBOMIDED
176-20-714-181 [BANK NEW YORK TRUST €O N A TRS 20080527:02419 | 05/27/2008 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDLQ'#DED
176-20-714-181 |PERIES LEON M B PETEREEN A 20050308:43553 | 03/CR/2005 | IOINT TENANCY 535 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714+181 |PERIES LEON M 20050308:08689 | 03/68/2005 | NO STATUS g5 | SUBDNIORD
175.20-714-181 [HORTON D R INC 2001042701513 | Oa/22/2001 | NO STATUS ga5 | SUBBIVIOED
| 176-30-710-007 |HORTON D R INC _ 7001043701513 | 04/27/2001 | WO STATUS | 635 19,02 AT
176-30-701-002 |HORTON D RINC 2001042704513 | 04/27/3001 | ND STATUS &35 164,92 AC |

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

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

0820

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., ﬁstcry Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Axgessor Map }rinmﬂ Miaw j [ Comment Caded } E Curront Qunsrshig H New Search
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NODN AT ARLINGTON RANGH FLAT BOGK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BL0G 65
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT DWNER DDCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIZE
T76-20-714-154 _ JZHAG SHAN 008103003657 10/3072008 | _NO STATUS 635 1 AC
: RECORDED | RECORDED TAX ESHIMATED
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICY Size |
176-20-714-194 [BANK H 5 B C USA NATL ASSN THS 07/28/2008 | MO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIGED
176-20-714-184 |LINEK CHRISTORHER £ & LORL A oz/32007 | JoINT TENaNcy | gas | SUBDIVICED
176-20-714-194  LINEK CHRISTOPHER & 06/29/2005 | MO STATUS 635 SUBCIVIDED
176-20-714-164 HORTON D R INC 04/22/3001, NO STATUS 535 SUBRDIVIDED
| 176-20-710-007 HORTON D RING T 04/37/2001 | WO STATUS 535 W0iAC_
17620-703-007 |HORTON D R INC 04/27/206E | RO STATUS 835 16452 AC

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

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

0821

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17... 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh._ Listory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ #aseesarmap |[ Acrisiview || Commont Codes || Current ownorssip || Now Searen]

'R DESCRIFTION ;
TIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNZT 103 BLOG 67
SEC 20 TWP 23 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT QWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIzE
176-70-714-201 | 103 MARKETING INC 2011111700830 11/17/2041 | NO STATUS 835 02 AC
PARCEL NO, PRICR OWNER(S} aoRche::r?‘:Eﬁe “%i*.‘rgw VESTING DI;TA:IC? Es;;;nz.:rsu _
176-20-714-201  {MARTINEZ MIGUEL 20111020:03184 10/20/2001 | MO STATUS &35 SUBDMIDED
176-20-714-205  |HUANG YUN SHAN 2005077103304 a7/21/2005 | NO STATUS §35 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-201  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01 513 oar27/2061 NO STATUS 535 S”B%DED
136-30.710-007  |HORTOND R INE. 2001042705515 Ba727/7001 | NO STATUS &35 18.03 AC
176-20-701-002 _ |HORTON O & INC 20010477:0,543 04/73/2001 | NO STATUS 535 168,97 AC

Note: Only daocuments from September 19, 1999 through present are avaifable For viewing.

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO LIABILITY 1S ASSUMED
AS TQ THE ACCURALCY QF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREQN.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

0822
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  .istory " Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

i— Asseszor Map E [ Aaelal View _H Commant Codes ] i Currani Ownership ] | New Sear:HJ

lmsosssnu BESCRIPTIOR
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT 8DOK 115 PAGE 21 UNET 103 8LDS 68
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDER RECORDED i TAX ESTIMATED
PARGEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENY NO, DATE VESTING prstarcr s1ZE
176-20-714-204 {1 EE SANG IM & HARMON 20131206:02507 12706/2013 JOINT TENANCY 635 .02 AC
RECORDED RECORDED FAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) AL Comp vestin | o et piaied
176-20-714-204 |BLACK CANYON ENTERPRISE LLC 20120726:03741 | 0272872012 | NO STATUS 635 SUB%‘{}DED
176-20-714-204  [DRIFTMYER LINDA K LIVING TRUST 20320131:03886 | 01/31/2012 | NO STATUS 635 SUB‘EBQIDED
176-20+714-204 [BRIFTMYER LINDA KAY 20120125:63555 | 91/25/2012 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-204 [DRIFTMYER JAMES E LIVING TRUST 20100729:03930 | 09/29/2010 | NO STATUS 535 SUE':L’EYF’DED
176-20-714-204 [BANK H 5 B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20100514:02726 | 05/11/2610 | NO STATUS 535 SUWL'U‘;EDED
176:20-714-204 {GROUDAN BORLE R ZN0S0522:0245 | 06/27/2005 | NO STATUS 635 S“BFEE’TIDED
176-20-714-204 [HORTON D f INC 20010427,01513 | 0472772001 | NOSTATUS 535 suapLneD
176-20-710-007 HORTON D R INC ] 20010427:01513 0472772001 NE STATUS 635 19.03 AC
176-20-T0L-002 HORTON D R INC 200104272:03513 QaF27/200% NO STATUS 63% 164.92 AC

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

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

0823

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx ?instance=pcl2&parcel=17.., 1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  dstory

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

i Axsésnor Map j i Sorint View ” Commant Cades ] [ Current Ownarahip ] { Hew Seared i

IASSESSOR 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 ESTIMATED |
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING | prerrier szE
176-20-714-207 MELKONYAN SATENIK 1111;3102547 1171171041 NO STATUS &35 .02 AC B
. .
REGORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWHER(S} | pocument 8o, DATE VESTING | pristaict SI7E
176-20-734-207  IMIRZOYAN SHAMIR | 26030508:0158¢ | 05/08/2009 ] NO STATUS g3s | SUEDIVIGHD
176-20-714-207  [BANK INDYMAC FEDERAL E S B 20090317;00424 | ©3/17/2009 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-207 'QUACH DON § WOTO6I05II9 | 0672272005 | NO STATUS 635 5”5?!)‘5;‘35”
176-20-714-207 JHORTON D R INC 200:0427:01513 | ne2y2001 | no sTATUS 535 S”E’Eg;DED
T 196.20-730-007 _[WORTON G R INC 2001022781513 | 04/27/2001 | WO STATUS 535 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 [HORTON O R INC 20030427:01513 0472772001 NO STATUS 635 164.52 AC

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17...

Mote: Only documents from September 15, 1929 through present are available for viewing.

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

Page 1 of 1

0824
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. dstory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I snnpEser Map J [ Aorist Vicw j | Commant Codes j ] Currsnt Qunership } [ New suar:h}

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTCN RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 1037 BLDG 50
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 62

CURRENT ™ RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT GWNER | _DOCUMENT No. oate | VESTING | prgrerer s1ze
176-20-714-205_ 1LAS VEGAS HIGH CAPS L LT | TI0I0093G:01174 | 09/30/2610 | ND STATUS 535 B3 AE
PARCEL NE. PRIOR DWNER(S) pOCCORDED | RECORDED | vesting orermicr | o s C
176-20-714-205 IBANK DEVTSCHE NATIONAL TR CO TRS 20300798:03209 | o7r08s2010 | MO STATUS 635 | SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-205 |PEREZ OSCAR § 5R 20050701:03814 | 07/01/2005 | NO STATUS 835 SUB%";DED
176-20-714-205 [HORTON D R ING 2004042701513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUB%"T‘DED
17620710607 |HORTON b R INC FO0MAT015L3 | D4727/2001 | NO STATUS 635 10.02 AT
176-20.701-002 |HDRTON D R ING Z0010427:01313 | 04723/2001 | NO STATUS 635 164.52 AC

Nete: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avaitable for viewing.

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pcl2 & parcel=17...

Page lofl
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh

;'istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Assessor Map E { Aeria] View ] I— Eorminont Coedes i I Turrent Ownerakip ] mw Szar:h}

YR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 101 BLDG 70
SEC 20 TWF 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX | ESTIMATED |
PARCEL NO. CURRENY OWHER DOCUMENT NG, DATE VESTING | orstarcr s1ze |
176-20-714-208_ (WAGNER TIFFANY 20100924:07623 03/2a/2030 |7 NG £33 03 AT
PARCEL NO. FRIOR OWNER(S) Do "Eg?";,zm VESTING | o TAK | ESTIMATED
176-20-714-208 [MCKNIGHT LOUIS A ZD100625:02827 | OB/25/2010 | NG STATUS 635 SuBbIIDZ0
176-20-714-208 {BANK H § B C LISA NATL ASSN TRS 20100415:00620 | 04/15/2010 | MO STATUS 635 SUB‘E‘I:‘;.'}DED
176-20-714-208 [SAYASENH ANOUSONE 20050620:05360 | ©U6/25/2005 | N STATUS 633 | SUBDIIDED
176-20-714-208 JHORTON D R ING 2001042701513 | 04/29/2001 | NO STATUS 635 5”“%‘{?555’
176-20-710-807 JHORTON D RLING 2001042701513 | 0472772001 | NO STATUS 35 19,00 AC
176.20.701-00Z JHORTON D RING. 20010427:01513 | B4/27/2001 | NO STATUS &35 154.07 AL

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv,us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspxinstance=pcl2&parcel=17...

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

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

Page 1 of 1
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1/22/2014



Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. story

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

E Aszanxor Map ” _Aanaf Yiew —IE Conunmerxt Codes “ Qumnmt Gw_nerahlp

} I Hew Sear:h]

IASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 WNIT 102 BLDG Y0
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

ST

CURRENT T RECORDED RECORDED TAX EETTMATED
PARCEL ND, CURRENT OWHER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING pisTRICT | s1zE
176.20-714:208 _[SHIMIZU ANTHORY 2009010701664 01/57/2005 1 NO STATUS 635 | 02AC
] RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) DOCUMENT 8O, ks vesting | o TPEX raal
176-20-714-208 [BANK H 5 B C USA NATL ASSN TRS 20080710:01625 | 071072008 | ND STATUS 635 SuBnAIDED
176-20-714-208  LEA JANELLE & 20050530:02355 | 06/30/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-208 {HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04272001 | NO STATUS 635 S”“Egﬂr‘”w
176-20-710-007 IHORTON D RINC 2001043707501 04/2772001 | NO STATUS 535 19.07 AC
176-20-701-002_{HORTON D R INC 2001082701513 | 04/23/2001 | NO STATUS 535 | 16482 AC

Nate: Only documents from Septernber 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.

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory .aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh

dstory

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

| Assessor Map “ Acrial View lr Comment £odos H Curront Ownership “_New Seaﬂ:ﬂ

A IR DESCRIPTION

i

I
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 71

l

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60 =
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT QWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING . pistmrer | sme
176.20+734:213_ |HABTE TEDROS M 30101103:07804 11/03/2010 | G STATUS 635 | BiAC
RECORDED | RECORDED TAX | ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRIOR DWNER(S} DO mETERG. coRD vesting | JAX | ESTIMAT
176-20-734-213 |SECRETARY HOUSING & URBAN DEV 20100407:03797 | D4/07/2010 |  NO STATUS gis | SUBDTAOED
176-20-714-213 JCHASE HOME FINANCE 1. L& 20090121:07179 | 01/21/2009 |  NO STATUS g5 | SUBDLADED
176-20-714-213 [MARTINO JAMES € 103546 | 02/07/2008 | JOINT TENANCY g35 | SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-213 [MARTING JAMES C 20050531;05452 | 05/31/2005 | JOINT TENANCY ga5 | SUBDIVIOED
176-20-714-217 JHORTON b R ING 20010477:01513 | 84/27/2001 |  NOQ STATYS 635 | SUEDIIOED
176-20-716-007 |HORTON D R ING A0GI0427:05513 | Da/27/2001 | NO ETATUS B35 19.03 AL
176-20-701-602_|HORTON D RING 20010427:01513 | 04/2773001 | NO STATUS B35 164,92 AC

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avaitable Tor viewing,

NOTE; THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NO {LIABHITY IS ASSUMED
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREDN,

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh,, ﬁstory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[a YR DESCRIFTION

i Armexor Map H Airial View ” Commesnt Cadas H Guerant Gwngrahip H New Search]

HIGH NQON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 102 BLDG 72

SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

CURRENT RECORDED RECGRDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prsvRicT sIze
176-20-714-218  |CHANG YUANHSIANG A 2017830,02348 UE/30/2013 | NG STATUS 633 02 AC
o vt R RO | i | A | ST
176-20-714-218 |VELARDE JERRY 20100727:62905 | 07/27/2010 | NO STATUS 635 5”9%";“359
176-20-T14-218 [FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP Z0100416:03767 | 04/18/2010 | NG STATUS 8§38 SUSTVIDED
176-20-714-218 ISTUHMER MEGHAN 20050526:04198 | 05/26/2005 | NO STATUS £35 5”‘3%“}“35’3
176-20-714-218 {HORTON D R INC 2001042705513 | 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 3 [ SUBDIVIDED
175-20-710-007 [FORTON D R INC 20010477 01513 | 04737/3001 | NO STATUS 835 5.0 AC |
178-20-701-002 HIORTON D & INC 2001042701513 | 04727/2001 | NG STATUS 535 164.92 AC

Note: Only decuments from September 15, 1993 through present are available for viewing.

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

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx 7instance=pcl2&parcel=17....

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. _distory ' Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

i Asuexass Map l [ Aerial View n Commont Cades l l Currant Qwnership [ E New Sem—:hj
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTDN RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 74
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NG, CURRENT QWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT s128
176-20-714-230 _|LUCERD BRYAN F01000R.00109 G306/ 2010 NO STATUS 635 3 AC
RECORDED { RECORDED - TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL KC. PRIOR GWNER(S} DOCUMENT NO. | DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIZE
T
178-20-714-220  |BEATTY STEPHANIE A 2005042902638 04/25/2005 | NG STATUS 635 SUBDIARED
1
176-20-714-220  [HORTOND R INC | 200184301513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535 5“5%"1555'3
" 176-70-710-007__|HORTON D RINC T Chiparrnsis 0a/27/2001 | NG STATUS 635 19.02 AC !
176-20-701-002  HORTON O R INC el 001042201513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 16492 AC |

Npte: 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 OQF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

0830
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  .story ‘ © Page 1 of 1

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

' Assesntir Mag H Ae_ﬂ_l_a!Vlew ” . _Cnmmnnl Cnrfu H Currert Ownerchip ]E_Ngw_sa_m:h

OR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 75
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT I RECORDED RECORDED I Tax ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, FURRENTOWNER | poguMENT NO. BATE VESTING | prsrmict size
176-20-714-273__INETSK] JUDTTH ANNE . 70111200.09830 17/09/2011 | ND STATUS | 635 T3AC
PARCEL NO. PRIOR GWNER(S) DOCORDED o | RECURDER | vesting Mg";‘;‘m‘. Es";;“‘#“”
176-20-714-223  [BANK NEW YORK MELLON TRS 20110802:00623 | 08/02/201% | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIIGED
176-20-714-223  |LEE ROSA A REVOCABLE TRUST 2008063303500 | O06/13/2008 | NO STATUS 635 5”5‘2{,‘;“35“
176-20-714-223  |LEE ROSA 20060503:00483 | 03/01/2006 | NO STATUS 638 SUBECI;"T‘DED
176-20-714-723  POHNS CALER 20050502:05023 | 05/02/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBES{F‘DED
176-20-714-223  \HORTON D R INC 00IG4FT151 | Das2/260t | NG STATUS 635 SUB%‘.’;DED
176-20-710-007 _|HORTON D R INC 20010477:01513 | D4/27/2001 | NG STATUS 63 15.02 AC
176-20-701-002 IRORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 | 64/27/2001 | HO STATUS 535 764.52 AC

Note: Only docurnents from Septernber 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing.

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS5 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY, NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMER
AS TO THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh Jistory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

[ Anspssar Map “ Acrizl View ” Consment Codes H Current Qunership H_N‘ew Scar:hi

ASSESSOR DESCRYPYION

HEGH NOOR AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 76
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

ST cammenrowin | ol | VSRS | “eorine | ] B
176-20-714-226 [KGAALLE 2022001233 §2/30/2041 | WO STATUS 535 03 AL
PARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER{S} O e o, | FECORDED VESTING L ES%?:;TED

176-20-716-226 [KUO ALIC MEX REVOGABLE LIV TR MUL12A0:01232 | 12/20/2018 | MO STATUS gz | SueOM Bes |
175-20-714-226 JCHEN ANNIE o ' 7m UIL/20tL | T TENANCY 635 SUBOMVICED |
176-20-714-226 [BANK AMERICA NATIONAL ASSN TRS 2011D405:01761 | 04/05/2011 {  NO STATUS 535 SUBTO“;IDED
176-20-714-226 ||V PROPERTIES & INVESTMENTS 11C 20090115:01388 | 01/15/2008 | NO STATUS s | SUBIIVIDED
176-20-714-226 {DAPPER 1 20090114:03545 | 01/14/2009 | MO STATUS 635 SUBDL(‘D";‘“ED
176-20-714-226 [WILCZYNSK AGNES 20051103:04295 | 11/03/2005 | JOIMNT TERANCY 515 | SUBDIMICED
176-20-714-226 |WILCZYNSKT AGNES 20030502:05056 | 05/02/2008 | NO STATUS 835 S”B%‘?DED
| 176-20-714-226 |HORTON & & NG 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS s | SURDLIDED
176-20-710-007 |HORTON D R INC TORINEZTOISIT | G4/27/3001 | N STATUS 35 15.02 AC
176-20-701-002_(HORTON D R ING 200:0437:01513 | 04/27/2061 | MO STATUS 535 164,52 AC

Hote: Onty documents from September 15, 1992 through present are avallable for viewing.

HOTE: THIS RECORD 15 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=17...

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Ownerst.  iistory Page 1 of 1
Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Aszessaritap ;[ Apriz! View }i

Commaont Codes E 1 Curreni Ownership i ! Hew Search l
ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION
HIEH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BODK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 77
SEC 20 TWR 22 RNG 60
T T ehmRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURAZNT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING DISTRICT s1zE
176-20-714-231  FITZGERALD ERIN M 2000112504027 11/25/200% NC STATUS 635 .82 AC
DED HDED ATE
SARCEL NO. PRIOR OWNER(S) vo?::?m o, | ECokDE VESTING nxs?:m ESTIMATED
176-20-714-231  HIBBARD JENNA & KAMERON 20030429,04259 | 04/29/2005 | IDINT TENANCY 635 s”s'ﬂ.‘;‘}mf‘:’
176-20-716-231 [HORTON D R INC 0010477:0 8472772001 NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20.710-0087 |AGRTON & R ING 20MPaz7M1513 | Dejz7r2008 NO ETATUS 635 FEXTYT
176-20-701-002 |HORTON B R ING 20010427,01517 ; 04/37/2001 NO 5TATUS 635 164.92 AC |

Note: Oniy documents from September 15, 1299 through present are avaliable for viewing.

NOTE: THIS RECORD IS FOR ASSESSMENT USE GNLY. NO LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
A5 TQ THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON.
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh  _istory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

1 Ennersar Mzp H Aorlal View H Cammant Codns “ {rurrp_nja_aarner&hipi Hew Search

A )% BESCRIFTION
FIGH NOON AT AR INGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 102 BLDG 78
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 60
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX “EsTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NOD. DATE VESTING DISTRICT s1ze
17620-714-230  RIVAS FABIAN Z0LRC107.02320 D1/07/2010 | NO STATUS 535 07 AC
RECORDED RECORDED . TAX | ESTIHATED
FARCEL NO, PRIOR GWNER(S) vt cono vesting | o TOX s
176-20-714-233 [FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN 2009301502025 | 10715/2008 | NG STATUS 835 5”5%“.';959
176-20-714-233  IMESA STACEY 20050429;04246 | 04/25/2005 | NO STATUS 635 suBEID
176-20-714-233 |HORTON D R ING 20010427:01513 | 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS €35 5“5%“.;!959
175-20-710-007 JHORTON O R INC 2001043701513 | 0472772001 | NO STATUS 635 19.62 AC
176-20-701-002_HORTOND R INC__ 20010427,01513 | G4/77/3001 | NG STATUS 835 164.92 AC

Note: Only documents from September 15, 1992 through present are avallable for viewing,

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

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh Iistory Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

{ Anroasar Map _] i Aerial View I [ Commant Cotes } E Curront Owprarchlp i l Naws Search]
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 73
SEC 20 TWP 22 ANG 69
CURRENT RECORDED RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED |
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DGCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING | prgrercy size
17620-714-237 (8809 HORIZON TRUST 20100915:00343 0971572610 | MO STATUS 535 02 AC
RECORDED RECORDED T rax | EsTIMATED |
PARCEL NO. PRIDR OWNER(S) Lt Fpeid VESTING | profptor s
176-20-714-237 [FAMILY TRUSTD LT 20100827:04273 | 08/27/261C | NO STATUS 635 SuanIvIDES
;
i - .
176-20-714-237 {BANK U § NATIONAL ASSH TRS 20100430:64269 | C4/30/2010 | WO STATUS 635 sua?gfrwea
176-20-714.237 {COFFEY PEPPER R 20050426:03375 | G4/26/2005 | NOQ STATUS 635 SUBE,’_S"T' BED
176-20-714-237 HORTON D R ING MARAZT01513 | 04/27/2001 | ND STATUS 635 SuanlvICED
| 176-20-710-067  IHORTON D R INC 1 i NOSTATUS | 635 | 19.00AC
176-20-701-003 _ IHORTON D R ING 1. ND STATUS 635 164,97 AC

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

ROTE: THIS RECORD 1S5 FOR ASSESSMENT USE ONLY. NG LIABILITY IS ASSUMED
AS TG THE ACCURACY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREDN,

0835
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh.  sstory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

I Assessor Map “ Agrini View ]f Commaoni Codes

“ Currani Ownership [l Hew SEBFEH}

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION .
KHIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RAMCH PLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 101 BLDG 7%
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT RECORDED REEORDED "TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRIET s1zE
176-20-714-235 SALSTTZ NEIL 20100929:03956 08/29/2010 NO STATUS B35 A3 AC
PARCEL NO. | PRICR OWNER(S) DO'ZEUC::&E:O_ “3%‘.2 ED | vesring prm ey | ESTIMATED
175-20-714-235 |FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP 20100512:00475 | 05/12/2010 | ND STATUS 535 SURDIVIDED
$76-20-714-235 |AVECILLA DENISE 20050428:03572 | 04/28/2005 | NO STATUS 615 SUE%‘_’;DED
176-20-714-235 |HORTON D R INC 200104p7:03303 | owzra0mn | mosTaTus | a5 | SURDIVIDED
176-20-716-007 (HORTON D R INC 2_1_9_1___0327‘01513 04727/2001 O STATUS 635 18.02 AC
176-20-701-002 |HORTON D B INC 20010427,01513 |+ 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 535 164,52 AC

Note: Only documents from September 15, 2999 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 DELINEATEOD HEREON,

http://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx7instance=pcl2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh _ sstory | Page 1 of 1

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

L Axsexsor Map (L £arlal View ” Comment Codes H Cucremt Shwonrgbip H Hew saarcl_q}

ia CR DESCRIFTION
HIGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BOOK 115 FAGE 21 UNIT 191 BLDG 80
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
CURRENT | RECORDED RECORDED T iAx ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, | CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENTNO. | DATE i VFRUNS | grppyey StzE
17620774238 [LAS VEGAS HIGH EAPS (L C 20130035.0096% | outyzots TNG sTATus T 63s oI
| RRCEL MO, 1 sEioR ownemres §RECORDED | RECORDED | weerime o TaX T ESTIMATED T
__ DARGEL NO. PRIOR OWHER(S) DOCUMENT NO. pare | VESTING ° orgrmrey sIZE
CUMENTNO. ... DATE il l.pIsTRiey i SIzE
176-20-714-238  [BANK U 5 N A TRS 2012100744736 10/01/2012 | NOSTATUS - &35 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-235  [HERSMEY MELISSA L 20060572:03002 05/22/2006 | NOSIATUS 535 SUBLIDED
176-20-714-238  |STEADMAN STEVEN 20050333:05633 03/31/2005 | ND STATUS {6 SUBCIVIDED
176-20-714-238  |HORTON D RINC 20010427:01543 04/37/2001 ¢ NG STATUS 635 5”5%‘;“’“’
176-20-710-007 _ [HORTON D R INC 2091042 7.00513 04/27/2001 NO STATUS 635 19.02 AC
176:20-701-002__JHORTON D & INC 20015427.01513 04/27/2001 WO STATUS 635 164,92 AC

dote: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present arg avatiable for viewing.

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

0837
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh. sdstory

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

i Acseusar Map “ Aarisl View _ji Lomment Lodes ! | Carrent Ownarsilp i E New Sear:h}
ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION o
11IGH NOON AT ARLINGTON RANGH BLAT BOOK 115 PAGE 21 UNTT 103 BLDG 80
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60
" CURRENT RECORDED HECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT NO, DATE VESTING | brstmaer | size
176-20-714-240 SHOREROY PFY LTD 20120523:0167]1 05/23/2012 NO STATUS 635 02 AC
RECORDED " “RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCELNO, |  PRIOR OWNER(S) b . cono VESTING |y foicr e
176-20-716-240  IVONG VANG 2005052202960 O5/27/2005 | NO STATUS 635 SUBOIVIGED
176-20-714-240  |HORTON D R INC 20010427:01513 04/27/2001 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIGED
176-20-710-007 _ IHORTON D R INC 28010927,01513 04/77/3001 | _MOSIATUS | 635 15.02 AC
176-20-701-002 __[HORTON D R ING 20019427:01513 Ga/23/5081 | WO STATUS 633 164,52 AC

Nate: Only documents from September 15, 19498 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.

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AssrRealProp/ParcelHistory aspx?instance=pcl2&parcel=17 ...

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

Michele W, Shafe, Assessor

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

l Assensar Map ” AoTig! View “ Cemment Lodgs ] i Current ngnnr.!iir! l Mew Search

IASSESSOR DESCRIFTION

HIGH NODN AT ARLINGTON RANCH FLAT 800K 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 101 BLDG 81
SEC 20 TWP 22 RNG 60

" CURRENT RECORDED | RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO, CURRENT OWNER DOCUMENT#O. | baTE VESTING | pistaact | smE
176-20-714-241 PROPERTTES PLUS INVESTMENTS LLE 20131113:66208 111372013 NO STATUS 635 .03 AC
RECORDED RECORDED Tax ESTIMATED
PARCEL NO. PRICH OWNER{SY DOCUMENT NO. DATE VESTING DISTRICT SIIE
175-20-714-241  |CHERVINSKY SANDRA 20081112:04711 | 11/12/2008 | NO STATUS 635 SUBDIVIDED
176-20-714-241 {BANK H S B C USA N A TRS 20081114:04756 | 14/14/2008 | NO STATUS 35 FuBDIiIoE0
176-20-714-741  |MORALES CHAD £ 20050401:04784 | 04/03/2005 | NO STATUS §3s SUBDLVIDED
176-20-714-241  |HORTON [ R INC 20610427:01513 | D4/23/2001 | NO STATUS 35 SUBDTDED
176-20-710-007 HORTON & RINC 20010427;01513 044272001 NG STATUS 635 19.02 AC
176-20-701-002 HORTON D R INC 2003042701513 0a727/2001 NG STATUS 635 164.92 AC

Note: Oniy 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 ACCURALY OF THE DATA DELINEATED HEREON,

http://sandgate. co.clark.nv,us/AssrReal Prop/ParcelHistory.aspx?instance=pci2&parcel=17...

Page 1 of 1
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Clark County Assessor's Ownersh., _sstory

PARCEL OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Michele W. Shafe, Assessor

{_ Agsennor Map E [ Aerint Viow ][ Cammait Codes J | CSurrant Gwnerghip ; E Hew ..":earcﬁj

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

SEC 20 TWE 22 RNG 60

HIGH BOON AT ARLINGTON RANCH PLAT BDOK 115 PAGE 21 UNIT 103 BLDG 83

CURRENT RECORDED | RECORDED TAX ESTIMATED

PARCEL NO. CURRENT OWNER BOCUMENT NO, l DATE VESTING | pisthrer stze |

176-20-714-248 _ |LEE SANG 1M 20L10024:00000 1 0i/14/3013 | NO SIATUS §35 02AC
- H

PARGEL NO, PRIOR OWNER(S) i ar RECORDED VESTING Doty | CTaATED
176-20-714-248  |PAGE HEATHER 20110114;00899 0171472011 NO STATUS 535 SUB{EOW.F‘DED
176-20-714-249  [LACHICA HEATHER 20050331:05704 03/31/2005 NQ STATUS 635 5“3?31}’”59
176-20-714-245  |HORTON D R INC 20010427;01513 04(27/2001 NO STATUS §35 SUBDVIDED
176.70-710-007 __ HORTON B R ING P ErRTIE] 04/27/2001 | NG STATUS 535 15,03 AC
176.70-701-002 _ {HORTON b R INC 2001062701515 04/27/2000 | NO STATUS 535 164,03 AC

Note: Omly documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avallable for viewing,

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

hitp://sandgate.co.clark.nv.us/AsstRealProp/ParcelHistory.aspx ?instance=pcl2 &parcel=17....

Page 1 of 1
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