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By: 

Defendants. 

2 AND ALL RELATED MATTERS. 

3 

4 
	

Comes Now, Plaintiff, CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY ("CASHMAN"), by and 

5 through its counsel of record, PEZZILLO LLOYD, and hereby gives notice that CASHMAN, 

6 pursuant to NRAP 3A(b)(3) and NRAP 4, files this Notice of Appeal, appealing to the Nevada 

7 Supreme Court from the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, entered in this matter by the 

Honorable Judge Rob Bare on or about May 5, 2014 and noticed on May 6, 2014, a copy of which is 
9 

attached hereto as Exhibit "1". 
10 

11 DATED: May-21:"  ,2014 
	

PEZZILLO LLOYD 

Jennifer R. 
Nevada Ba 
Marisa L. a as, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10928 
PEZZILLO LLOYD 
6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: 702 233-4225 
Fax: 702 233-4252 
jiloyd@pezzillolloyd.com  
mmaskas@pezzillolloyd.corn  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Cashman Equipment Company 
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1 	 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, an employee of the law flail of PEZZILLO LLOYD, hereby certifies that on 

May 3D , 2014, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document, NOTICE OF APPEAL, was 

served by placing said copy in an envelope, postage fully prepaid, in the U.S. Mail at Las Vegas, 

Nevada, said envelope(s) addressed to: 

Brian Boschee, Esq. 
COTTON, DRIGGS, ET AL. 
400 S. 4th  St., 3 rd  Fl. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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EXHIBIT 1 



CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 
05/0612014 04:30:30 PM 

7 

NOE 
Brian J. Pezzillo, Esq. 

2 Nevada Bar No. 7136 
Jennifer R. Lloyd, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 9617 
IEZZILLO LLOYD 
6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290 

5 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (702) 233-4225 

6 Fax: (702) 233-4252 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Cashman Equipment Company 

8 

DISTRICT COIJRT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a 
Nevada corporation, 

3 

4 

9 

10 

11 

12 
Plaintiff, 

Case No.: 	A642583 
Dept No.: 	32 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

V. 

CAM CONSULTING, INC., a Nevada 
corporation; ANGELO CARVALHO, an 
individual; JANEL RENNIE aka JANEL 
CARVALHO, an individual; WEST EDNA 
ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE 
ELECTRIC, a Nevada corporation; WESTERN 
SURETY COMPANY, a surety; THE WHITING 
TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY, a 
Maryland corporation; FIDELITY AND 
DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a 
surety; TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND 
SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA, a surety; 
DOES 1-10, inclusive; and ROE 
CORPORATIONS 1-10 inclusive; 

Defendants. 

AND RELATED MATTERS. 

(Consolidated with Case No. A653029) 

NOTICE Olr ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Trial Dates: January 21-24, 2014 

24 TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD; 
25 

26 

27 

28 



I 	PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 

2 LAW was entered in the above entitled matter and filed on May 5, 2014, a copy of which is 

3 	attached hereto. 

4 
	DA1ED: May  Co , 2014 	PEZZILLO LLOYD 

5 

6 
	

By: 
Brian J. 	, Esq. 
Nevad 	7136 
Jennifer Lloyd, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 9617 
PEZZILLO LLOYD 
6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (702) 233-4225 
Fax: (702) 233-4252 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Cashman Equipment Company 

13 

14 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, an employee of the law firm of PEZZILLO LLOYD, hereby certifies 

that on the 11A- day of May, 2014, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document, NOTICE 

OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW was served by 

placing said copy in an envelope, postage fully prepaid, in the U.S. Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, 

said envelope(s) addressed to: 
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Brian Boschee, Esq. 
COTTON, DRIGGS, ET AL. 
400 S. 4th  St, 3'1 F1. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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• ORIGINAL 
FFCI, 
Brian J. Pezzillo, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 7136 
Jennifer R, Lloyd, RN, 
Nevada Bar No. 9617 
PEZZILLO LLOYD 
6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290 
Las Vegas, Nevada 39119 
Tel: (702) 233-4225 
Fax: (702) 233-4252 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Cashman Equipment Company 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a 
Nevada corporation, 

Case No,: 	A642583 
Plaintiff; 
	

Dept. No,: 	32 

V . 	 (Consolidated with Case No, A653029) 

CAM CONSULTING, INC,, a Nevada 
corporation; ANG111,0 CARVALHO, an 	FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
indrvidual; JANEL RENNIE aka JANEL 	CONCLUSIO.NS OF LAW 
CARVALHO, an individual; WEST EDNA 
ASSOCIATES, LTD, dba. MOJAVE 
ELECTRIC, a Nevada emporation; WESTERN Trial Dates: January 21-24, 2014 
SURETY COMPANY, a surety; THE WHITING 
TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY, a 
Maryland corporation; FIDELITY AND 
DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a 
surety; TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND 
SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA, a surety; 
DOES 140, inclusive; and ROE 
CORPORATIONS 1-10 inclusive; 

Defendants. 

AND RELATED MATTERS. 

This case having come on for trial on January 21-24, 2014 before this Court, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefenclant CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY ("Plaintiff" or "Cashman") 

was represented by and through its counsel, Brian J. Pezzilio, Esq. and Jennifer R. Lloyd, Esq. of 

the law fuln of Pezzillo Lloyd and Defendants/Counterclaimants WESTERN SURETY 

COMPANY (Westem"), THE WHITING TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY ("Whiting 
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1 Turner"), FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND ("Fidelity"), 

2 TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA ("Travelers"), WEST 

3 EDNA ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE ELECTRIC ("Mojave"), QII Las Vegas, I.LC, PQ 

4 Las Vegas, LLC, LWTIC SliceeSSIN LLC, and PC/LW Vegas (collectively "Defendants") were 

5 represented by and through their counsel, Brian W. 13oschee, Esq. and William N. Mdller, Esq. of 

6 the law than of Cotton, Drig,gs., Watch, Holley, Woloson, & Thompson, The Court, having fully 

7 hoard the testimony of the witnesses, reviewed the evidence during the trial, having considered 

8 the oral and written arguments set forth by appearing counsel at the trial, and also baying read 

9 and considered the other papers and pleadings on file herein, and good cause appearing, enters 

10 the following findings of fact and conclusions of law as follows: 

11 	 FINDINGS OF FACT, 

12 	1. 	Cashman and CAM Consulting, me. ("CAM") entered into a contract whereby 

13 Cashman was to supply materials comprised of generators, switcbgear, and associated items (the 

14 "Materials") to -the New Las Vegas City Hall Project (the "Project"), 

15 	2, 	The Project was privately owned at the time of construction, by Forest City 

16 Enterprises through a conglomerate of private entities which include 1 3Q Las Vegas, QII Las 

17 Vegas, FC/LW Las Vegas LLC and LWTIC Successor LLC do Forest City Enterprises which 

18 will hereinafter be eolleetively referred to as "Owner" from December 2009 until February 17, 

19 2012, when the building was trandemd after constraction to the City of US Vegas, Nevada. 

20 	3, 	The Owner contracted with Whiting Turner to serve as the general contractor on 

21 	the Project, 

22 	4. 	Whiting Turner contracted with Mojave to be the electrical subcontractor on the 

23 Project. Mojave's subcontract with Whiting Turner, dated February 11, 2010, is identified as 

24 Subcontract No. 12600-26A, (Exhibit 40) (the "Mojave Subcontract"). The Mojave Subcontract 

25 required Mojave to perform all electrical work (Exhibit 13 to the Contract, .140-012 thm 027), 

26 which included the Materials supplied to the Project by Cashman, 

27 	5. 	The Mojave Subcontract also required Mojave to obtain a payment bond (.140- 

28 007, par. (p)), Id. Mojave obtained this payment bond on dated March 2, 2010 from Western 



in the amount of $10,969,669.00 ("the Mojave Payment Bond"),(Exhibit 49) The Mojave 

2 Payment Bond states that Mojave, as Principal, and Western, as surety, are bound -unto Whiting 

3 Tumor, as Obligee, in the amount of $10,996,669.00, and that the bond is for the benefit of all 

4 persons supplying labor, material, rental equipment, supplies or services in the performance of 

5 the Mojave's Subcontract. 

	

6 	6. 	Cashman initially provided bids for the Materials directly to Mojave and Mojave 

7 selected Cashman to supply the Materials to the Project. 

7. 	Mojave accepted Cashman's bid on or about January 11, 2010, and Cashrnan 

9 began work shortly thereafter onthe submittals required for approval of the Materials. 

	

10 	8. 	Mojave then informed Cashman that the Materials needed to be supplied through 

11 a disadvantaged business entity ("DBE"), as Mojave's Subcontract suggested that Mojave utilio 

12 1V{i3E/WBE/DBE vendors and suppliers to fulfill the Project's diversity goals. 

	

13 	9. 	Mojave issued two purchase orders to to purchase the Materials that would be 

14 supplied by Cashman for the Project on April 23, 2010. 'The purchase orders were issued to 

15 CAM do Cashman. Equipment Cashman The City of Las Vegas and the owners of the Project 

16 suggested that subcontractors use a disadvantaged business entity ('DBE') on the Project, CAM 

17 fulfilled this role for Mojave, 

	

18 	10. 	Mojave had contracted with CAM on two other projects to fulfill similar DBE 

19 requirements, one of which was prior to this Project. 

	

20 	11. 	Cashman's scope of work on the Project included preparing submithils for 

21 approval of the materials, as required by the Mojave purchase orders and responding to requests 

22 for additional information, 

	

23 	12. 	On April 29, 2010 Cashman served a Notice of Right to Lien, pursuant to NRS 

	

24 	108.245, 

	

25 	13. 	After the submittals were approved, Mojave sent notice to Cashman on May 24, 

26 2010 That the Materials as detailed were approved. 

	

27 	14. Mojave issued a Material Release Order on August 11, 2010 to Cashman and 

28 Cashman began procuring the Materials, 
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1 	15. 	Cashman served a second Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on 

2 December 7, 2010, 

	

3 	16. 	The Materials were delivered in a series of shipments beginning on November 18, 

2010 with the delivery of the Mitsubishi unintenupted power supply to Mojave, The Caterpillar 

5 switchgear was delivered to Mojave on December 27, 2010. The three automatic transfer 

6 switches and two batteries for the switchgear were provided to Mojave on January 5, 2011. 

7 Cashman coordinated delivery of the two Catemillar diesel generators to the Project on January 

8 19-20, 2011 where they were set in place by crane 

	

9 	17. 	Cashman's work required some startup functions that could not be completed at 

10 delivery but were to be scheduled later, 

	

11 	18, 	Cashman served a third Notice of Right to Lien. pursuant to NRS 108.245 on. 

12 April 20, 2011. 

	

13 	19. 	Cashman served a fourth Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on 

14 Apri128, 2011. 

	

15 	20, 	Cashman personnel were on site at the Project as needed to perform certain 

16 startup and installation functions beginning January 20, 2011 and continuing until May 23,2011. 

	

17 	21. 	Cashman supplied most, but not all, of the Materials through CAM after having 

been selected to supply the Materials by Mojave, on the Project. 

22. Prior to supplying the Materials to CAM, Cashman required CAM to sign a credit 

agreement granting Cashman a security interest in the Materials. 

23, Cashman caused a UCC Financing Statement to he filed with the Nevada 

Secretary of State on February 16,2011, identifying the Materials and all proceeds thereof. 

24. Cashman did not file a release of the UCC Financing Statement, 

25. After delivery of the Materials to the Project, Cashman issued two invoices to 

CAM dated February 1, 2011 totaling $755,893.89. On January '31, 2010, CAM issued an 

invoice to Mojave for the Materials that had been supplied by Cashman 

26. CAM did not pay Cashman as required by the terms of the invoice, 

27, Cashman contacted Mojave due to CAM's failure to pay and requested that 

- 4 - 
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Mojave issue payment for the Materials in the form of a joint check, made payable to CAM and. 

2 Cashman, 

	

3 	28. 	Mojave refused to issue a joint check as payment for the Materials. 

29. Mojave contacted Cashman to request that Cashman provide an Unconditional 

Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment for the Materials. 

30. Cashman refused to provide the requested release as it had not been paid. 

31. A meeting occurred at Mojave's offices on or about April 26, 2011 'wherein 

Mojave tendered payment to CAM for the Materials, despite the fact that CAM had not yet 

9 completed all of its work on the Project, 

	

10 	32. At the same- meeting, Mojave required CAM to issue payment back to Mojave 

11 Systems, a division ion of Mojave in the amount of $275,636.70, cheek no. 1032 dated April 27, 

12 2011 in the amount of $139,367.70 and cheek no. 1033 dated April 28, 2011 in the amount of 

13 $136,269,00 related to another project on which CAM and Mojave were contracted, 

	

14 	33. 	Within minutes of CAM's receipt of Mojave's payment and while still at 

15 Mojave's offices, CAM _provided a check to Cashman for the full amount due, $755,893,89. 

	

16 	34. After Cashman received this check from CAM, and in exchange for this check, 

17 Cashman executed an Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment (Exhibit 4) 1  

18 Mating to the Materials and provided it to OW. 

	

19 	35, 	Between April 26, 2011 and April 28, 2011, CAM received $901,380.93 from 

20 Mojave. 

	

21 
	

36. Very shortly thereafter, CAM stopped payment on the check issued to Cashman 

22 and it was returned unpaid. 

	

23 
	

37. 	Atta receiving notice of the stop payment Cashman attempted collection of the 

24 amount owed from CAM, 

	

25 
	

38. CAM provided another check to Cashman, which was immediately presented at 

26 the bank from which the check Wag drawn and the bank refused to cash the check as there were 

27 
1  All references to "Exhibit 	refer to the cothibita that were admitted into ovidonoo at the trial on January 21-24, 

	

28 	2014. 

4 

6 

7 

8 
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insufficient funds in the account, 

2 	39. 	Shortly thereafter 'CAM ceased operations and then failed to pay for Cashman for 

3 the Materials provided to the Project 

4 	40. Not all startup functions were completed due to CAM's stopping payment on the 

5 cheek it issued to Cashman, notice of which was provided to Cashman on or about May 5, 2011. 

	

6 	41. 	On June 22, 2011, Cashman recorded a mechanic's lien in the amount of 

7 $755,893.89, the Notice of Lien, against the Project as it had not received payment for the 

	

8 	Materials supplied (Exhibit 11), 

	

9 	42, Thereafter, Mojave obtained a Lien Release Bond from Western on September 8, 

10 2011 (Exhibit 39). 

	

11 	43. 	Cashman amended its complaint to seek recovery on its Heft claim from this bond, 

	

12 	44. 	On January 22, 2014, Cashman recorded an Amended Notice of Lien in the 

13 amount of $683,726.89 against the Project (Exhibit 66). 

	

14 	45. Any of the foregoing findings of fact that are more properly conclusions of law 

15 shall be so considered. 

16 

	

17 	 CONCLUSIOXS„OF LAW 

18 Claims for Relief Asserted 

	

19 	1. 	At trial, -before ibis Court were five causes of action assorted by Cashman: (1) 

20 Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action); (2) 

21 Entbrcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of 

22 Action); (3) Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action); (4) 

23 Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case); and (5) unjust Enrichment against the Owners 

24 (Fifteenth_ Cause of Action).2  All of these causes of action will be discussed in tun and in the 

25 
2  fli Ifs FOIlial Amended Complaint, Plaintiff alleged additional causes of action, }lowever, at trial, Plaintiff only 
argued five causes of aellon and thus, abandoned each and eveLy other cause f action against the Defendants 
Including the following: (I) Unjust anriehment against Mojave CrOrlitt C411130 of Action); (2) Contractor's Eond 
Claim against Mojave and Western (Eleventh Cause of Adieu (3) Utast Enriehment against Whiting Ttanor 
(Twellih Cause of Action); and (4) Claim on Payment Bond against Whiting Turner, Fidelity, mid Travelers 
(Thirteenth Cause ofA.etion). Thus, these four aforementioned causes of action are dismissed with -prejudice. 

26 

27 

28 



1 order that the Court addressed in its ruling on January 24, 2014. 

2. 	First,  in its Foutteenth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

3 Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western, The Court rules in favor of Mojave and 

4 Western on this cause of action, Regarding Cashman's Fourteenth Cause of Action for Claim Oil 

5 Payment Bond, the operative document is Exhibit 49 entitled .  "Payment Bond", which identifies 

6 Mojave as the Priacipal and Western us the Surety. In relevant part, the Payment Bond states 

7 "NOW, THEREFORE, TEE CONDITION OF TI-lIS OBLIGATION is such, That if the Principal 

8 shall promptly make payments to all persons supplying labor, material, renml  equipment, 

9 supplies or services in the performance of said Contract and any and_ all modifications of said 

1G Contract that may hereafter be made, then this obligation shall be null and void; otherwise It 

11 	hall remain in full force and effect," 

12 	3, 	Strict application of that paragraph would stand for the proposition that, all 

13 payments to Cashman were not made, however, the Court finds that the defense of impossibility 

14 is available to Mojave in this situation, as articulated in articulated in Nebaeo, Inc. v. Riverview 

15 Redo, Co,, Inc., which states that "Manually, the defense of impossibility iS available to a 

16 promisor where his performance is made impossible or highly impractical by the occurrence of 

17 unforeseen contingencies . • . but if the unforeseen contingency is one which the promisor should 

18 have foreacen, and for which he should have provided, this defense is unavailable to him."  87 

19 Nov. 55, 57, 482 11,2d 305, 307 (1971). Hero, Mojave tendered payment to the entity that it had 

20 an agreement with to supply labor and materials, CAvt and thus, because of the defense of 

21 impossibility; the Court finds that Mojave was discharged of its duty to Cashman, even though 

22 Cashman a material supplier to the Project under Mojave did not receive payment, 

23 	4. 	The defense of bnpoNNibility applies here, given that it was impossible or highly 

24 impractical for Mojave to foresee that CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho would abscond with the funds 

25 which made Mojave's performance impossible as to Cashman under the Payment Bond.. 

26 	5, 	The Court likens the actions of Cam to an intervening cause. 

27 
	

6. 	The Cord expressly finds that Cashman has standing to bring a claim on the 

28 Payment Bond given the language of the Payment Bond, which states, on page 2, that the 
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1 principal and the surety agree the bond shall inure to the benefit of all persons supplying labor, 

2 materials, rental equipment, supplies, or services in the performance of Mojave's contract. 

	

3 	7. 	The Court finds it was simply impossible for Mojave to perform under the 

4 Payment Bond given what Mr. Caivalho did, therefore the Court rules in favor of Mojave and 

5 Western on Cashman's cause of action for Claim on Payment Bond (Fourteenth Cause of 

6 Action). 

	

7 	8. 	Second,  in Its Ninth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

8 Enforcement of Mechanie Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western. The Court rules in 

9 favor of Mojave and Western WI this cause of action. 

	

10 	9, 	Regarding Cashman's Ninth Cause of Action for Enforcement of Mechanic's 

11 Lien Release Bond, the operative documents are Exhibits 11, 66, 4, and 13. Exhibits 11 and 66 

12 are the Notice of Lien and the Amended Notice of Lien, respectively. These two documents 

13 stand for the proposition that Cashman had a lien in place relating to the Materials provided and 

14 the Court finds that Cashman did perfect its lien claim against the Project, pursuant to the 

15 requirements of NRS 108.221, et seq. and the amount of the amended lien is $683,726,89. 

	

16 	10, 	The Court finds that Cashman complied with NRS 108.245 in the service of its 

17 preliminary notices, and therefore, as a matter of law, there was sufficient preliminary or legal 

18 notice to the owner. 

	

19 	11. However, Exhibit 4, the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment, 

20 stands for the proposition that Cashman released any notice of lien when it provided the 

21 Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment in exchange for the cheek from Cain, 

22 This Release states as follows: "NOTICE: THIS DOCUMENT WAIVES RIGHTS 

23 UNCONDITIONALLY AND STATES THAT YOU HAVE BEEN PAID FOR GIVING OP 

24 THESE RIGHTS. THIS DOCUMENT IS ENFORCEABLE AGAINST YOU IF YOU SIGN 

25 IT, EVEN IF YOU HAVE NOT BEEN PAID. IF YOU HAVE NOT BEEN PAID, USE A 

26 CONDITIONAL RELEASE FORM 

	

27 	12. 	Notwithstanding the language in the waiver and release, if the payment given. in. 

28 exchange for the waiver or release 11 made by cheek, draft or other such negotiable instrument 



I and the same falls to dear the bank on which it is drawn for any reason, then the waiver and 

2 release shall be deemed null and void and of no legal effect 

3 	13. 	However, the Court finds that the cheek identified as Exhibit 13-004, that Mojave 

4 firnished. to CAM on April 26, 2011 in the amount of $820,261.75 is the payment. Thus, once 

5 Mojave made this payment (Exhibit 13-004) to CAM, then Cashman_ waived and released any 

6 lien it had :relating to the Materials provided, 

	

7 	14. 	In other words, the check Mojave provided to CAM constitutes payment to 

8 Cashman for puiposes of the enforceability of the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final 

9 Payment that Cashman provided in exchange for the payment Cashmati received from CAM. 

	

10 	15. 	Thus, the Court rules in favor of 1\40j alre and Western on Cashman's cause of 

11 action for Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause of Action). 

	

12 	16. 	Third, in its Third Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

13 Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave. The Court rules in favor of Cashman on this 

14 cause of action. 

	

15 	17. 	Regarding Cashman's Third Cause of Action for Foreclosure of Security Interest, 

16 the operative documents are Exhibits 1 and 5. Exhibit I is the Application for Credit that 

17 CaShillall involved itself with Mr. Catvalho, Section 8, page 2 of this Application for Credit 

1 8 stands for the proposition that Cashman had a security interest in the Materials provided to the 

19 Project at the time the Application for Credit was signed 

	

20 	18. 	Cashman perfected its security interest with Exhibit 5, a UCC Financing 

21 Statement. The UCC Financing Statement is sufficient and specific in identifying the Materials. 

	

22 	19. 	The Court finds this UCC Financing Statement is a legally binding security 

23 instrument establishing a security interest inuring to the favor of Cashman in the Materials 

24 provided hereto, or ill this case, the value or proceeds derived from the Materials. 

	

25 	20. 	The value of the Materials is in Exhibit 40, the subcontract between Mojave and 

26 Whiting Turner, which on page 23, identifies -the value of the Materials, $957,433 for tim core 

27 and shell emergency generator and $297,559 for the UPS system. 

	

28 	21. 	As such, given that Cashman perfected its security interest in. the Materials, the 
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I Court rules in favor of Cashman on its cause of action for Fore°Josue of Security Interest against 

2 Mojave (Third Cause of Action) in the amount set forth below., 

3 	9.2. 	Fourth,  in its cause of action from the consolidated case, Cashman alleges a 

4 cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer. The Court rules in favor of Mojave on this cause of 

5 	action. 

6 

Regarding Cashmanis cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer, NRS 112.180 states: 

1. A transfer made or obligation incurred by a debtor is fraudulent 
as to a creditor, whether the creditor's claim arose before or alter the 
transfer was made or the obligation was incurred, if the debtor made 
the transfer or incurred the obligation: 

(a) With actual intent -to hinder, delay or defraud any creditor 
of the debtor, or 

(b) Without receiving a reasonably equivalent value in 
exchange for the transfer or obligation, and the debtor: 

(I) Was engaged or was about to engage in a business 
or a transaction for which the remaining assets of the 
debtor were unreasonably small in relation to the 
business or transaction; or 

(2) Intended toincur, or believed or reasonably should 
have believed that the debtor would incur, debts 
beyond his or her ability to pay as they became due. 

Further, NRS 112.190 states: 

1. A transfer made or obligation incurred by a debtor is fraudulent 
as to a creditor whose claim arose before the transfer was made or the 
obligation was incurred if the debtor made the transfer or incurred the 
obligation without receiving a reasonably equivalent value in 
exchange for the transfer or obligation and the debtor was insolvent at 
that time or the debtor became inselvent as a result of the transfer or 
obligation. 

2, A transfer made by a debtor is fraudulent as to a creditor whose 
claim arose before the transfer was made if the transfer was made to 
an insider for an antecedent debt, the debtor was insolvent at that 
time, and the insider bad reasonable cause to believe that the debtor 
was insolvent, 

23. 	Cashman's claim for fraudulent transfer fails because Mojave had no real inside 
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23 

24 

25 

26 

27 
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complicity with CAM. 

2 	24. The Court finds that there must be complicity between Mojave and CAM in order 

I for Cashman to prevail on its claim for Fraudulent Transfer. 

4 	25. 	As such, given that Iviojave had no real inside complicity with CAM, the Court 

5 rules in favor of Mojave on CaSliman's cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer. 

	

6 	26. 	Fifth in its Fifteenth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

7 Unjust Enrichment against the Owners. The Court rules in favor of Cashman on this cause of 

8 action, as long as 0101111111 puts the codes in (i.e. provides them and implements them). 

	

9 	27. 	"Unjust enrichment is the unjust retention , of money or property of another 

10 against the fundamental principles of justice or equity and good conscience." Topaz itkit. Co. 

11 Inc. v. Marsh, 108 Nev. 845, 856, 839 P.2d 606, 613 (1992) (citations omitted); see also Coldly v. 

12 Robison, 115 Nev. 84, 90, 976 P.2d 518, 521 (1999) (citations omitted) ("{u]njust enrichment 

13 000131'S whenever a person has and retains a benefit which in equity and good conscience belongs 

14 to another. -Unjust enrichment is the unjust retention of a benefit to the loss of another."). This 

45 cause of action "exists when the Coslunan confers a benefit on the defendant, the defendant 

16 appreciates such benefit, and there is 'acceptance and retentioi by the defendant of such benefit 

17 under circumstances such that it would be inequitable for him to retain the benefit without 

18 payment of the value thereof.' Cerittled Fire Prot., iiw. v. Precidon COASIP., Inc., _Nev. , 

	

19 	283 P,3d 250, 257 (2012) (citations otnitted), 

	

20 	28. Regarding Cashman's cause of action for unjust enrichment against the owners, 

21 this Court rules in favor of Cashman as long as Cashman provides, implements, and actually puts 

22 in the codes at issue, Thus, as long as Cashman provides, bnplements, and actually puts in the 

23 codes at issue, Cashman is entitled to the amount in the escrow account which is $86,600.00. 

	

24 	29. 	At trial, before this Court was one cause of action, a defense counterclaim, 

25 asserted by Defendants: (1) Misrepresentation (Third Claim. for Relief). The Court Tales in favor 

26 Of Cashman onthis cause of action. 3  

27 

	

28 
	

Crosselaim against CAM Consulting, Inc, and Angelo Carvalho, Defendants alleged two other causes of action 
In Defendants' Answer to Fourth Amended Complaint, Counterclaim against Cashman Equipment Company and 



	

30. 	"Under Nevada law, the elements of the tort of negligent misrepresentation are: 

2 (a) arepresentation that is false; (b) this representation was made in the course of the defendant's 

3 business, or in any action in which he has a pecuniary interest; (e) the representation was for the 

4 guidance of others in their business transactions; (d) the representation was justifiably relied 

5 upon; (e) this reliance resulted in pecuniary loss to the relying party; and (1) the defendant failed 

to exercise reasonable case or competence in obtaining or communicating the information." 

7 Ideal Mee. Co. v, Plamerve Com., 357 F,Supp.2d 1248, 1255 (D, Nev, 2005), Her even 

8 though this defense counterclaim is essentially moot, as this Court ruled in favor of Mojave and 

Western on the cause of action for Enforcement of Mechanie's Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause 

10 of Action), this Court farther holds that Cashman did not make a misrepresentation as to any 

11 matter including its notice of liens, 

12 	31. 	As such, given that Cashman did not make any misrepresentations as to any 

13 matter relating to its notice aliens, the Court rules in favor of Casimir= on Defolkdatits' cause of 

14 notion for misopresentation, 

15 	32. 	In summary, and relating to the claims for relief before this Court: (a) this Court 

16 finds  hi aver of Cashman on its claims for Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave 

17 (Third Cause of Action) and -Unjust Enrichment against the Owners (Fifteenth Cause of Action); 

18 (b) this Court finds in favor of Mojave and/ox Western on Cashman's claims for Claim on 

19 Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action), Enforcement of 

20 Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of Action), and 

21 Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidated Case); (c) this Court finds in favor of Cashman on 

22 1viojave's defense counterclaim for Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief). 

23 AquitabIe Fault Relating to Contracting with CAM 

24 	33. 	As the Court ruled in favor of Cashman on its Third Cause of Action, Cashman is 

25 in a position to collect the amount owed, as provided in. its 1101; $(583,726,89, less any amount 

26 

27 

28 

6 

9 

	 (continued) 
against Plaintiff for; (1) Broach of Contract (First Claim for Relief); and (2) Broach of Implied Covenant of Good 
Faith and Fair Dealing (Sevend Claim for Relief), However, at WA Dolandurtu only argued one cause of action for 
misveprosentation awl thus, abandoned thesn other two aforementioned causes of action. Thus, those two 
aforementioned causes of action are dismissed with prejudice. 
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I Cashman would receive from the e.9crow account for finalizing the codes. 

2 	34. 	However, this Court has analyzed the evidence in front a it and makes a 

3 determination that both Cashman_ and Mojave bear some responsibility of fault fox what CAM 

4 and/or Mr. Carvalho did in this action (i.e, absconded with the funds that Mojave provided, 

5 which were supposed to be paid to Cashman for the Materials Cashman provided to the Projeet). 

6 MOTO specifically, as far as equitable fault here, and even though this Coutt notes that both 

7 Mojave and Cashman are innocent victims here, this Court finds that Cashman is sixty-seven 

8 percent (67%) responsible and Mojave is thirty-three percent (33%) responsible for Cam and Mr. 

	

9 	Carvalhois actions, 

	

10 	35. 	As an initial note regarding equitable fault of the parties, this Court holds that 

11 both Mojave and Cashman bad to use a DBE here, CAM, and thus, neither Mojave nor Cashman 

12 bears any fault regarding having to contract with a DBE few the Project. 

	

13 	36. 	Cashman is sixty-seven percent (67%) equitably at fiat because: (1) Ivir. Fergen, 

14 Mojave's vice president of project development, presented three options to Cashman of potential 

15 cerfifiecl DBEs: CAM, Node°, and Codale, Cashman, when presented with these three options, 

16 made the decision to go forward and contract with CAM on the Project. As such, there were 

17 options given by Mojave and Cashman made the decision to use CAM here; (2) months before 

18 CAM andior Mr. Carralhe absconded with the funds, Cashman had an opportunity to identify 

19 credit problems with CAM; Cashman identified some of these credit problems and this is why 

20 Cashrnan did not want to extend credit to CAM which inures some responsibility here; (3) 

21 Mojave had dealt with CAM on a couple of ether projects (i.e. the Las Vegas Metro Project and 

22 the Nevada Energy Project noted above), and Mojave should have reasonably concluded that 

23 CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho was doing what he was supposed to do in those sorts of scenaries;(4) 

24 Mojave, as a courtesy, arranged the meeting with Cashman and CAM to allow Cashman to 

25 figure him out because CAM would be in the middle of Mojave and Cashman. 

	

26 	37. 	Mojave is thirty-three percent (13%) responsible for CAM and Mr. Carvalho's 

27 actions here because, among other things: (1) Casailattrequemed that Mojave i8Stle a joint check 

28 to both Cashman and CAM, and Mojave said no to that request even though this Court is not 

-13- 



sure a joint elle* would not have necessarily solved the problem, but Cashman's request was a 

2 good request and Mojave takes sonic responsibility for saying no, when they could have gone to 

3 Whiting Turner and presented Cashman's request and given that Mojave had issued a joint check 

4 to QED and CAM;; and (2) the payment made to CAM, that was not made to Cashman for the 

5 Materials, initiated with Mojave, which gives Mojave some responsibility. 

6 Dantam 

7 	38. 	Since Cashman is the prevailing party on its claims for Foreclosure of Security 

8 Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the Owners 

9 (Fifteenth Cause of Action), Cashman. is entitled to a damages amount 

10 	39. 	The formula for calculating this amount of &images is the following: (The amount 

11 of the Amended Notice of Lien (Exhibit 66) minus the amount in escrow, which will be released 

12 to Cashman after the codes are finalized) times the percentage of Mojave's fault that was set 

13 forth in the equitable analysis above. Hence, this equates to the following formula: 

14 ($683,726.89-$86,60(.00)*,33 =$197,051.87. 

15 	40. 	Any proceeds fiom the criminal case of Mr. Carvalho (in the Eighth Judicial 

16 District Court, in and for Clark  County, Nevada, Case No: C-12-2832104 (the. "Criminal 

17 Case"), -which is effect any and all restitution that comes out of the Criminal Case, will be 

18 equally split 50/50 between Cashman and Mojave, 

19 	4L 	In regards to the property located at 6321 Little Elm St. N. Las Vegas, Nevada, 

20 APN #124-29-110-099 the "Property"), this Court is confirming its prior holding in its Findings 

21 of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order on Cashman Equipment Company's Motion for 

22 Summary Judgment against Janet_ Rate  "AU Jane! Caivalho filed with this Court on June 14, 

23 2013 (the "June 14, 2013 FFCL") that awarded the Property to Cashman 

24 	42. 	At trial, the Defendants have requested a "setoff" calculation of approximately 

25 $62,710.53 (see Exhibit 65 minus the battery invoice for $79,721.31 (Exhibit 65-015)), for 

26 Mojave's costs Mojave alleges to have incurred on the Project after Cashman decided to stop 

27 work on the Project due to not receiving payment for the Materials. The Court finds for the 

28 Cashman on Defendant's claim for "setoff' pursuant to NRS §624.626(9) which states "[tijo 
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I 	lower-ticred subcontractor or his or her lower-tiered subcontractors or suppliers, or their 

2 respective sureties, may be held liable for any delays or damages that an owner or higher-tiered 

3  contractor may suffer as a result of the lower-tiered subcontractor and his or her lower-tiered 

4 subcontractors and suppliers stopping their work or the provision of materials or equipment or 

5 terminating an agreement for a reasonable basis in law or fact and in aacon.htnee with this 

6 section." This Court finds that Cashman had a reasonable basis in law CIT fact to stop working on 

7 the Project, after not receiving payment for the Materials as required. 

8 
	

43. 	Any of the foregoing conclusions of law that are more properly findings of fact 

QM/ER  

Based upon the foregoing, and other good cause appearing: 

IT HEREBY ORDERED that, as to CaShl 	Cat-180S of Action for Foreclosure of 

Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the 

Owners Cashman conditioned upon the installation of the codes(Fifteenth Cause of Action), this 

Court finds in favor of Casinnan. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Caslunan's Causes of Action for 

Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action), 

Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of 

Action), and Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case), this Court finds in favor of Mojave 

and Western. 

IT IS HEREBY VOMITER ORDERED that, as to Mojave's defense counterclaim for 

Misrepresentmion (Third Claim. for Relief), this Court finds in River of Cashman. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Mojave's request for a "setoff", this 

Court finds in favor of Cashman, 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court awards Ca81-11naT1 $197,051.87, 

on its Third Causc of Action, which is calculated as the following:- (the amount of the Amended 

27 Notice of Lien minus the amount in escrow, if Cashman finalizes the codes) times the percentage 

28 of Mojave's fault that was set forth in the equitable analysis above. 

-15- 15- 

43. 

9 shall be so considered, 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 



IT IS HEREBY FURTHER_ ORDERED that this Court awards Castanan the entire 

2 amount remaining in the escrow account, $86,600, mi its Fifteenth Cause of Action to be paid 

	

3 	after Cashirtan installs the codes; 

	

4 	IT IS _HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that any proceeds from the Criminal Case (i.e. 

5 any and all restitution that coln05 out of the Criminal Case) will be equally split 50/50 between 

6 Cashman and Mojave. 

	

7 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court will address any issues of 

8 attorneys' fees, costs, and prejudgment interest through post decision motions that may be filed 

9 with the Court. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that after this Findings of Fact and Conclusions 

11 of Law is filed, the parties will submit a judgment to this effect accordingly. 

	

12 	DATED this .31.  day of 774/y/ 	2014. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

ROB DARe 
JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT, DEPARTMENT 32 

Respectfully submitted by: 

Dated this  3 ct• 	day of April, 2014. 

PEZZILLO LLOYD 

BRIM.  P 	ILLO, ESQ. (NBN 7136) 
JENNIEB (R. JA,OYD, ESQ. °AIN 9617) 
6725 Vi usa Parkway, Suite 290 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Attorneys Plaintiff Cashman Equipment 
Comparq 

20 
	J. 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Caslunan Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
	

Location: Department 32 
vs. 	 Judie i al Officer: Barr, Rob 
CAM Consulting bac, Defendant(s) 

	
Filed am 06/03/2011 

Cross-Reference Case A642583 
Number: 

Supreme Court No.: 61715 

Related Cases 	 Case Type: Breach of Contract 
A-11 -653029-C (Consolidated) 

	
Subtype: Building and Construction 

Case Flags: Consolidated - Lead Case 
Appealed to Supreme Court 
Arbitration Exemption Granted 
Case Note 

West Edna has made an appearance 
under the dha Mojave Electric LV 
10/26111 jra 

Current Case Assignment 
Case Number 
Court 
Date Ass igned 
Judicial Officer 

A-1 1-642583-C 
Department 32 
06/03/2011 
Bare, Rob 

PI ain ti ff 

Defendant 

Cashman Equipment Company 

CAM Consulting Inc 

CriPiall10, Angelo 

FCIL'W Vegas, LLC 

Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland 

LW TI C Successor LLC 

Mojave Electric LV LLC 

RC/LW Vegas LTC 

Rennie, Janel 

Western Surety Company 

Whiting Turner Contracting Company 

Lead An annoys 
Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 

Retained 
702-233-4225(W). 

Boschee, Wan W. 
Re tamed 

702-791-0308(W) 

Boschee, Wan W. 
Retained 

702-791-0308(W) 

Boschee, ti 'ark W. 
Retained 

702-791-0308(W) 

Coleman, Edward S. 
Retained 

702-699-9000(W). 

Boschee, Bean W. 
Retained 

7027910308(W) 

Boschee, Brian W. 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Counter Claimant Traveler 5 Casualty and Surety Company of America 

West Edna Associates Ltd 

W estern Surety Company 

Whiting Turner Contracting 	PI any  

Re tallied 
7027910308(W) 

Bosch, Brian W. 
Retained 

702-791-0308(W) 

Bosch, Brian W. 
Retained 

702-791-0308(W) 

Bosch, Brian W. 
Retained 

7027910308(W) 

Boschee :  xian W. 
Retained 

7027910308(W) 

Counter 
	

Cashnaan Equrnnt Company 
	

Lloyd•Robinson, Jennifer R. 
Defendant 
	

Re lathed 
702-233-4225(W) 

CFOS Claimant 	We Edna Associates Ltd 

W estern Surety Company 

Whiting Turiir Contracting Company 

Boschee, ian W. 
Retained 

702-791-0308(W) 

Boschee, Brian W. 
Re awed 

7027910308(W) 

Bosch, Brian W. 
Re kilned 

7027910308(W) 

Cross Defend ant 
	

CAM Consulting Inc 

Carvalho, Angelo 

06/03/2011 	Case Opened 

06/03/2011 

06/03/2011 

06/10/2011 

06/15/2011 

06/17/2011 

Complaint 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashinart Equipment Company 
Comic-11rd 

Initial Appearance Fee Dis ClO5Ure 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Comp any 
Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure 

Motion for Leave to File 
Party: Plaintiff Caslunan Equipment Company 
Motion For Lorne to Conduct Limited D covry aiidRequst For Order Sliortenmg T,ne 

Cat ific ate of Mai in 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Ce rtificateqfMcllmg 

ij Ceitificate of Mailing 
Fit e4 By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Comp any 
Certificate of AJig 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

06/20/2011 

06/24/2011 

07/11/2011 

07/25/2011 

07/25/2011 

07/25/2011 

09/01/2011 

09/28/2011 

09/29/2011 

09/29/2011 

09/29/201 1 

09/29/2011 

09/30/2011 

10/06/2011 

fAion for Ltave (9:00 A1,1). (Judicial Officer: Bare ;  Rob) 
Motion For Leave to Conduct Limited Discovery and Request For Order Shortening Time 

Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order 

Q1 Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Enirv of Order 

Amended Complaint 
Fit e4 By Plaintiff Cailmaart Equipment Comp any 
Amended Cu/up/aim 

▪ Lis Pendens 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Lis Pendens 

• Lis Pendens 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Lis Pendens 

t4a: Ex Polite Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipnient Company 
Ev Pane Motion to Serve Defindant Cam Consulting Inc. by Publication Pursuant to NRCP 4 
re) 

Q. Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Sfipuiaion and Order to Amend Complaint 

4.3 Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff CA -titian Equipment Company 
Affidavit ofAttempted Se r-Vi Ce o COM CONSIIifitig 

• Affidavit of Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff entail:mil Equipment Company 
Affidavit of Service onAngelo Car sal ho 

Affidavit of Service 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Affidavit of Service on ...rand Rennie aka Jaunt Carvalik, 

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Mike ofEntry of Stipulation and Order to Amend Complaint 

tl] Amended Complaint 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Second Amended Complaint 

Q.1 Affidavit of Attempted Seivice 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Affidavit ofAttempted Service re: Cam Consulting 

10/06/2011 

10/10/2011 

10/10/2011 

10/18/2011 

10/21/2011 

10/26/2011 

10/26/2011 

10/26/2011 

10/26/2011 

10/27/2011 

10/28/2011 

10/28/2011 

10/31/2011 

Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Affidavit of Attempted Service re: Cam Considting, 

4.3 Acceptance of Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Acceptance of Service 

Q.1 Earata 
Filed By Plaintiff Cad -in-tan Equipment Company 
Errata to Second Amended Complaint 

▪ Ex Parte Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Es Pane .Motion to Deem Cane Consulting, Inc. Serued or in the Alternative Motion to Enlarge 

For Service 

Acceptance of Service 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Acceptance of Senice 

j Answer and Countmlaint 
Filed By: Defendant Mojave Electric LV LLC 
Annt r o Second Amended Complaint, Counterclaim against Cashman Equipment Company 
and Crossc Tabu Against CAM Consult* 

• Initial Appearance Fee DisClO5Ure 
Filed By: Defendant Mojave Electric LV LLC 

Appearance Fee Disclosure (1\giS Chapter 19) 

, 
12.„] Three Day Notice to Plead 

Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
71wee Day Notice to Plead on Janet Rennie aka Janet Carvallo 

cl,„] Three Day Notice to Plead 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cad-urban Equipment Company 
Three Day Notice to Plead on Angelo Carvalho 

Q Amended Answer 
Filed By: Defendant Mojave Electric LV LLC 
AtiietickdAmirer to Second Amended Complaint, Counterclaim agmnst Cashman Equipment 
Comany and Crossclaim against CAM Consulting. Inc. and Angelo Carralha 

• Motion to Dismiss 
Filed By Defendant Rennie, Jane' 
Motion. to Dismiss Defindant Jane! Rennie 

Q. 

 

Certificate of Mai ling 
Filed By: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Certificate af lidaihng 

initial Appearance Fee Disclosure 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Filed By: Defendant Renne. Janel 
initicd Appearance Fee Disclosure Rennie 

11/09/2011 

11/10/2011 

11/15/2011 

11/16/2011 

4.3 Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order 

Errata 
Filed By: Defendant Mojave Electric LV LLC 
Errata to Amended Answer to Second Amen& d Conplairg Counterclaim Against Cashman 
Equipment Convam and Crossclaini against CAM Consulting, Inc. and Angelo Carvalho 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order 

• Initial Appearance Fee DisClOSUre 
Filed By Defendant Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland 
Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure 

11/I 7/2011 	

• 

Opposition to Motion to Dismiss 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
CASHMAN ROU MEW COMPANY s OPPOSITION TO 4110 TION to DmwssAs TO 
DE FENDANTIANE L. RENNIE aka JANEL CARVALHO 

11 /2I /2011 
	

• 

Rep one 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Company's Response to West Edna Associates ;  _LW dba Molcrre 
Electric's Counterclaim 

11/22/2011 	

• 

Stunmons 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
&MUMS' 

II/29/2011 

12/05/2011 

12/08/2011 

12/12/2011 

12/19/2011 

Notice of Early Case Conference 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Early Case (a':j ice re 

▪ Motion to Disiniss (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Events: 10/2812011 Motion to Disiniss 
Motion to Dismiss Ddendant Jane! Rennie 

Ex Parte App'ication 
Party: Plaintiff Caslunan Equipment Company 
Plaintiffs' Ex Pane Application for Writ of Attilannent Against Defendants Cam Considdrig, 
Inc. and Angelo Caryallio Without Notice and Hearing Pursuant to 1\IRS 31.107 

Q.1 Answer to Amended Complaint 
Filed 13y: Defendant Reiulie, Jane!: 
Answer to Second Amended Complaint 

▪ Joint Case Ccniference Report 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Joint Case Coifference Report 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

12/19/2011 

12/23/2011 

01/04/2012 

01/06/2012 

01/09/2012 

01/11/2012 

/1 1 /201 2 

01/17/2012 

01/18/2012 

01/18/2012 

01/1 9/201 2 

01/24/2012 

01/25/2012 

Q1 Order Denying Mot on 
Fi I ed By: -T...Iefend ant Renn le, Jane 
Order Denying iv.kition to Dismiss as to Deftnclant Janel Rennie aka Janet Carvalho 

• Commissioners Decision on Request for Exemption - Granted 
Commissioner s Decision on Request,for Esiemption 

Q1 Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashiron Equipment Company 
Notice of Enirv of Order Denying Motion to Dismiss as to _Defendant Janet Rennie aka Jane 
Carvalho 

• Order Granting 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting Plaintiffs Ex Pane Application For it OfAttachnient Against Defendants 
Cain Consulting Inc. And Angelo Carvalho Without Notice And Hearing Pi:in:con' To .NRS 
31.017 

Affidavit of Due Diligence 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Vidrrvit of Due Diligence 

CO Motion to Consolidate 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Motion to Consolidate on an Order Shortening Time 

▪ Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice Winn' Of Order Granting Plaintiffs Ex Parte Application For Wtit OfAttachnient 
Against De,fendenits Cam Consulting. Inc. And Angelo Cenvalho Without Notice And Hearing 
Pursuant To IVRS 31.017 

Certificate of Service 
Filed by: Counter Claiirmnt West Edna Associates Ltd 
Ce rtificate al& rvice 

• Summons 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Party served: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Summons - Cain Cons-uiting Inc 

Summons 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Pty served: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Summons - Cam Conn ilthig Inc 

CO Affidavit of Seivice 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Odavit of Service 

▪ Notice of Posting Band 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Posting Bond 

Receipt of Copy 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Filed by: Defendant CAM Consulting hie 
Receipt of Copy 

01/25/201 2 

01/27/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

Certificate of Service 
Filed by: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Certificate of Service 

Motion to Consolidate (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Motion. to Consolidate on. an  Order Shortening 'lime 

Scheduling Order 
Scheduling Order 

Order Granting Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting Abhor! to Consolidate on an Order Shortening Dine 

02/02/2012 	Q1 Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Notice of Entry of Order 

02/02/2012 

02/03/2012 

02/03/2012 

02/06/2012 

021151201 2 

02/21/2012 

02/21/2012 

Motion to Dismiss 
Filed By: Other Committee To Elect Richard Cherchio 
Defendant Committee to Elect Richard Cherchio's Motion to Dismiss 

Notice of Hearing 
Filed By: Other Committee To Elect Richard Cherchio 
Notice of Hearing re Defindant Committee to Elect Richard Cherchios Motion to Dismiss 

Default 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Default of Cana Consulting Inc. 

Q.1Notice of Entry of Default 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry qf Default on Cain Consulting Inc. 

Notice of Change of Address 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Change of Address 

'b,63 Order Setting Civil Non -July Trial 
Order Setting Civil Non -Jury Thal Pre-Thal/Calendar Call 

Opposition to Motion to Dismiss 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Compan0 Opposition To Defendant Committee TO Elect Richard 
Cherchio:s Minion To Dismiss 

tl..] Arbitration File 

Notice of Dismissal 
A653029 Notice qf Dismissal of De,frnelant Strang Can'ai iv  

02/21/2012 

02/27/2012 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

03/01/2012 

03/01/2012 

03/01/2012 

03/09/2 01 2 

03/12/2012 

03/121201 2 

03/1 6/2012 

03/1 9/201 2 

03/22/2012 

03/27/2012 

03/3 0/201 2 

04/09/2 01 2 

04/1 0/201 2 

„J Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
4ffidavit qf Attempted Service re: Cam Coandting, inc., A Nevada Corporation 

▪ Afficlav t of Due Diligence 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Affidavit of Due Diligence re: (7ani Consulting Inc. ;  A Nevada Corporation. 

• Affidavit of Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
4ffidrn ,it of Sen ,ice 

Motion for Summary Judgment 
Filed By: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Motion,for Summary Judgment 

• Motion to Distrdss (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Defendant Committee to Elect Richard Cherchio's Abtion to Dismiss 

Notice of Motion 
Filed By: Defendant Mrriave Electric LV LLC 
Notice ofMotion 

▪ Ex Parte Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Es pane ltlation to Enlarge Service Period Plelliatli to NRCP eitt:J and 6(b)(2) 

▪ Motion to Arnard Complaint 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Plointr'igi' Motion to Amend Complaint 

• eel:tit-lc ate of Mai ling 
Fit e4 By Plaintiff Caslunart Equipment Comp any 
Certificate cifMailing 

Q1 Order Granting 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting E:s Pane Motion to _Enlarge Service Period PUISItatli to NRCP 4(L) and 6(b) 
(2) 

'Notice of Entry of Order 
Notice of Enny qf Order on. Defendant Committee to Elect Richard Cherchio'S Motion. to 
Dismiss 

• Default 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Default on Angelo Canal& 

Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
&ciliation and Order to Continue Hearing.  on. Mbtion for SIIMMCIfy Judgment and Hearing on 
Motion to Amend Complaint 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

04/12/2012 

04/13/2012 

04/13/2012 

04/13/2012 

04/13/2012 

04/13/2012 

04/23/2012 

04/30/2012 

04/30/2012 

05/021201 2 

05/021201 2 

t4a: Default 
Filed By. Plaintiff' Cashman Equipnient Company 
Default on Cani Consulting 

Celt ific ate of Mai ling 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cas-lunart Equipment Company 
Certificate ofMailing 

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
Filed By. Plaintiff Caglunan Equipment Company 
Notice of Enfrv of Stipulation and Order to Confirm! Hearing on Motion. For .9iminaiy 
Judgment and Hearing oil Motion to Amend Co plaint 

W,  'Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Ex Parte Motion to Enlarge Service Period Pursuant to 
AV2CP -) and 6(6)(2) 

Notice of Entry of Default. 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of B1211:1) of Default ofAngelo Carcalho 

CO 'Notice of Entry of Default. 
Party: Plaintiff Caslunan Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Default of Cant Consulting 

Opposition to Motion For Summary Judgment 
Filed By. Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equpiment Company'S Opposition to MOlion for Summary Judgment 

Ex Paite Motion 
Filed By. Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Ex Parte ?Union to Serve De,frndant Bernie Carlyaho by Publication Pursuant to MCP Wei 

Affidavit of Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Caglimart Equipment Company 
Affidavit of &tyke 

Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements 
Filed By. Plaintiff Caslurian Equipment Company 
illenprandum of Costs and Disbursements 

Reply to Opposition 
Filed by: Counter Claimant West Edna AsSOCiateS Ltd 
Defendants Reply to Plaintiffs Opposition. to Dekrkints' Motion for StIllitnarV 	lent 

05/07/2012 	Motion for Summary Judgment (900 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 
Defendant's Motion for Suminaly Judgment 

05/07/2012 	Motion to Amend Complaint (9.00 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 
Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint 

05/07/2012 
	

All Pending Motions (9.00 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

05/09/2012 

05/15/2012 

05/23/2012 

05/23/2012 

05/24/2012 

05/25/2012 

05/25/201 2 

06/01/2012 

06/05/2012 

06/11/2012 

06/15/2012 

Q Order Granting Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting Rx Pane Motion to Serve DOndant Bernie Carvallio by Publication 
Pursuant to MCP 4(e) 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting EN Pane Motion to S'erre Defendant BerMe Carvolho by 
Publication Pursuant to ARCP .1( .6 

• Supplemental Joint Case Conference Report 

Q. Notice of Change of Address 
Filed By: Defendant Rennie, Janel 
Notice of Change ofAckkess 

▪ Order Denying Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Denying Deftnarants' hlotion for &int/nary Judgment Without Prejuake 

Order Granting Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting Cashman Equipment Company!s Motion. to Amend Convlaint 

Q: Amended Complaint 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Third Amended Complaint 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice ofRimy of Order Grmiting -  Cavhinan Equipment Convadys Mallon to Amend 
Congilaint 

▪ Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Enirv of Order De inking Defendant's Alotionfor ,9ittunaty Judgment Without 
Prejudice 

a:l.1 Application for Default Judgment 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Applicceionfor Default Judgment Against Cam Consulting Inc. 

Q Application for Default Judgment 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Applicationfor Default Judgment Against Angelo Carvalho 

Certific ate of Mai in 
Fi I ed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipnient Comp any 
Certificate qf Iirfaihng 

Ex Paite Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Ex Pane ivktion to Serve Defindant Angelo Carvalho by Publication Pursuant to NRCP 4(e) 
and to Enlarge Service Period Pursuant to NRCP ,t(t) and 60)(2) 

05/21/2012 

05/”//012 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

06/26/2012 

06/27/2012 

06/28/2012 

06/28/2012 

07/05/2012 

07/06/2012 

07/09/2012 

07/11/2012 

07/16/2012 

„J Order Granting 
Filed BT Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Glanfing Ifs Porte Illation to Serve Defendant Angelo Carvalho by Publication 
Roman,. to MCP 4(e) andto Eillinly Service Period Piirsuant to MCP (0) and 

Answer to Amended Complaint 
Filed By: Defendant Rennie, S and 
Answer to Third Amended Cowie -tint 

• Answer to Amended Complaint 
Filed By: Counter Claimant Travelers Casualty and Surety Company of America 
Answer to Third Amend fal Complaint, Counterclaim Against Cashman Equipment Company 
and Crossclaini Against CAM Constdting Inc. and Angelo Cartdho 

E.] Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure 
Filed By: Counter Claimant Travelers Casualty and Surety Company of America 
Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure (MS Chapter 19) 

Notice of Hearing 
Filed BT Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Hearing onApplications for Default Judgment as to Cam Consulting; Inc. and 
Angelo C.'arvalho 

• Summons 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Summons on Third Amended Complaint- Thavelers 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By Plaintiff Caslunart Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Ifx Pane MOtion to Serve Defendant Angelo Carvalho by 
Publication. Pursuant to NRCP ,l(e) and to Enlarge Service Period Pursuant to MCP 4ris and 
6*(2) 

Q.1 Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Stipulation and Order for Extension of nine to Complete Discorely (First Request) 

Notice of Entry 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
_Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery (First 
Request) 

07/18/2012 	Q.1 Receipt of Copy 
Filed by Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Receipt of Copy 

07/18/2012 

07/18/2012 

Motion 
Filed By Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Counterclainicnits Akitionfor Mandatory Injunction to Procure Codes on Order Shortening 
lime or in the Alternative Application for Writ of Possession 

[46: Receipt of Copy 
Filed by: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Receipt of Copy 

PAGE 11 OF 32 	 Prinied M06103/2014 crt 1:52 PM 



DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

07/18/2012 

07/20/2012 

07/23/2012 

07/23/2012 

07/23/2012 

07/23/2012 

07/23/2012 

07/23/2012 

07/23/2012 

07/23/2012 

07/24/2012 

07/26/2012 

07/30/2012 

66,1 Receipt of Copy 
Filed by: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Receipt of Copy 

Answer to Counterclaim 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Company '37 Response to West Edna Associates, Ltd, dba Mojave 
Electric's Counterclaim 

Q1 Affidavit of Due Diligence 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Affidavit of Due Diligence 

Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Defendant CAM Consulting lnc 
Affidavit ofAttempted SeiTice 

:g163 Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Affidavit ofAttempted Re nice 

Q1 Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Affidavit ofAttempted Service 

Q1 Affidavit of Due Diligence 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Affidavit of Due Diligence 

Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Affidavit of Attempted Se 'Tice 

t..1 Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Affidavit of Attempted Service 

Q1 Affidavit of Attempted Service 
Filed By: Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Affidavit ofAttempted Service 

Ex Parte Motion 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Es Pane lilbtion To Serve Crossdefendant Angelo Carvalho By Publication Or, In. The 
Alternative, Request For An Order Compelling Release o Residential Information 

Opposition 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashium Equipment CompanvA Opposition to Motion fin li#unc live Relief or Wilt of 
Possession 

.k1 Receipt of Copy 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Receipt of Copy 

07/31/2012 

08/01/2012 

08/01/2012 

08/01/2012 

08/01/2012 

08/03/2012 

08/06/2012 

08/06/2012 

08/06/2012 

08/09/2012 

08/09/2012 

08/09/2012 

08/10/2012 

Reply to Opposition 
Filed by: Defendant Mojave Electric LV LLC 
Reply to Cashman Equipment Conwany's Opposition to Motion fir h unctive Relief or Writ of 
Possession 

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Notice ofRnfrv  of Stipulation and Order 

Q. Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Notice of Entry of Order 

'bij Stipulation and Order 
Filed by Counter Claimant West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Stipulaion and Order for Confidentiality and Protection 

Order for Service by Publication 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Order Granting Defendcods' Es Parte Motion 2b Serve Crossdefendant Angelo Carvalho By 
Publication Or, In The Al ternativ e, Request For An Order Coltwelling Release Of Residentia 
.Worniation 

▪ Motion (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Counterclaim:oils' Motion for licoulatoty Initinchon to Procure Codes on Order Shortening 
Tinie or in the Alternative Application for Writ of Possession 

Affidavit of Posting 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Affidavit of Posting 

• Order Setting Civil Non-Juty Trial 
Order Setting Civil Non-Jury Thai, Pre4?icribCalendar Call 

Q. Affidavit of Service 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Affidavit qfService (Ccmi Consulting). 

Notice of Posting Bond 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Notice of Posting Security Bowl 

Q.1 Supplement 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Supplement to the Application for Default Judgment Against Angelo Carvalho 

Supplement 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Supplement to the Application for Default Judgment Against Cam Consulting Inc. 

:gli] Motion for Default Judgment (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 

Plaintiffs Hearing on Applications for Default Judgment as to Cam Consulting. Inc. and 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

08/10/2012 

0/10/2012 

08/13/2012 

08/16/2012 

08/21/2012 

N/21/2012 

08/22/2012 

08/29/2012 

08/29/2012 

08/30/2012 

08/30/2012 

08/30/2012 

Angelo Carvalho 

Cert. ific ate of Mai ling 
Fi I ed By Plaintiff Casluna rt Equipment Comp any 
Certificate cifMailing 

Q1 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West. Edna Associates Ltd; Defendant Mojave Electric LV 
LLC; Defendant Western Surety Company; Defendant Whiting Turner Contracting 
Company, Defendant Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland 
Finckngs of Fact and Conclusions of Law Based Upon Counterclaimants MOtion to Procure 
Codes 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By, Counter Claimant West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Notice ofEntry of Order 

Three Day Notice to Plead 
Filed By: Plaintiff Caslunart Equipment Company 
Three Day Notice to Plead on Defendant Angelo Canal ho 

Q1 Supplemental 
Filed by Plaintiff Ca slurian Equipment Company 
Second Supplement to the Application,for Default Judgme,nt Against Cali Consulting, hr. 

Supplemental 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Second Slodement to the Applicationfor Default Judgment Against Angelo Carvalho 

Rep oilers Tr an s c rip t 
Thanscript of Proceetfing: Counterclaimants Motion for _Mandatory Injunction to Procure 
Codes on Order Shortening lime or in the Alternative ApplicationfOr Writ ofPossession. 
(August 3, 2012) 

Q.1 Motion 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Motionfor Reconsideration of Order Granting in Part Counterclaimants' Motion for 
Preliminaty hijimetion to Proc we Codes or Alternatively Motion for Clarification mid 
Request for Order Shortening lime 

Certificate of Mai ling 
Filed By, Plaintiff Cashman Equipnient Company 
Certificate of Maihng 

Receipt of Copy 
Filed by P laintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Receipt of Copy 

Motion for Summary Judgment 
Filed By, Counter Claimant West. Edna Associates Ltd 
.A/lotion,forSunintaly Judgment qf Surety Payment and license Bond Claims 

6.J Ceit ific ate of Mailing 
Filed By Defend wit CAM Colisultilig Inc 
Certificate of Mailing 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

08/1/2012 

09/07/2012 

, 
▪ Affidavit of lkiblication 

Filed By Plaintiff Casfurian Equipment Company 
4fficiavit of Pubhcation 

▪ Opposition to Motion 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Opposition to Mbtionfor Reconsideration of Order Granting in Part Counterclaimants' 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction to Procure Codes or Alternatively Motion for Clarification 
and Request/or Order Modelling-  Moe 

09/11/2012 
	

Minute Order (300 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 

09/11/2012 	Default Judgment Plus 18% (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob). 
Debtors: CAM Consulting Inc (Defendant) 
Cr editor: Calunan Equipment Comp any (Plaint iff) 
Jildprient: 09/11/2012, Docket ed: 09118/2012 
Total Judgment: 78632788 

09/11/2012 	Default Judgment (Judicial Officer: Bare ;  Rob) 
Debtors: Ando Carralho (Defendant) 
Creditors: Cashman Equipment Comp any (Pia int iff) 
Judgment: 09/11/2012, Docketed: 09/18/2012 
Total Judgment 4,16538 

09/11/2012 

09/U/2012 

09/13/2012 

09/17/2012 

09/17/2012 

09/18/2012 

09/19/2012 

09/19/2012 

• Default Judgment 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipnient Company 
De,friult Judgment Against Defend -Pit Angelo Canaan 

▪ Default Judgment 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Default Judgment Against Defendant  Cam Consult*, Inc, 

Q Non c e of Appeal 
Filed By Plaintiff Casturian Equipment Company 
Notice of Appeal 

Motion 
Filed By: COU liter Claiirmnt West Edna Associates Ltd 
Motion l'o Expunge Or Reduce Mechanic 's Den 

• Motion For Reconsideration (900 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob). 
Colo-ker.-Defendant Cashman Equipmen: Co. '.57 _Motion for Reconsiciii ra;ion of Order Grant* 
in Part Counterclainiant's II/lotion for Preliminary Injunction to Procure Codes or 
Alternatively Motion,for Clarification tux/ Request for Order Shortening Time 

!'6W Case Appeal Statement 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Case Appeal &gement 

Q. Notice of Posting of Cost Bend 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Pasting of Cost Bond 

• Opposition and Countennotion 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
CASHMA.N BOUM/ENT COMPANY'S OPPOSITION - TO MOTION FOR SUAATARY 
JUDGMENT OF SURETY PAYMENT AND LK'ENSE BOND CLAIMS AND 
COUNTE.RMOTION FOR SUM111.RY JUDGMENT 

09/20/2012 

09/24/2012 

09/25/201 2 

09/26/2012 

09/26/2012 

09/26/2012 

09/26/2012 

09/28/2012 

09/28/2012 

09/28/2012 

10/01/2012 

10/01/2012 

Cat iiic ate of Mailing 
Fit e4 By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Comp any 
Certificate of Mailing 

„J Receipt of Copy 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Receipt of Copy 

Notice of Change of Firm Name 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Change ofFirm Name 

Appl cation for Entiy of Default 
Filed By Counter Claimant West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Appticationfor Enny of De,fatilt 

Affidavit In Support 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Affidavit of Shemilly A. Briscoe, Esq., in Support of Applicationfor Entry of Default 

Q.1 Application for Entiy of Default. 
Filed By Counter Clainant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Applic ation for Entry of Default 

Afficlav t in Support 
Filed By Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Affidavit of Shemiiiy A. Briscoe, Esq., in &ippon ofApplicationfor Entry of Default 

Notice of Motion 
Filed By Defendant Mojave Electric LV LLC 
Notice ofMotion 

Celt ific ate of Mai ling 
Fit e4 By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Comp any 
Certificate ofMailing 

Q.1 Motion to Stay 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Motion to St 4 or Suspend Order Grcoting in Part Cowiterciaimants' Motion for Preliminay 
injunction to Procure Co &s and Reqeust for Order StioiVning Time 

Receipt of Copy 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Receipt of Copy 

Q.1 Opposition to Motion 
Filed By Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Opposition lb Cashman's Motion lb Stay Or Suspend Order Granting In Part 
Counterclaimants' Ablion For Pre liminaly injunction to Procure Codes And Request For 
Order Shorten* Tillie 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

10/03/2012 

10/05/201 2 

10/05/2012 

10/08/2012 

10/08/2012 

10/11/2012 

10/15/2012 

10/16/2012 

10/16/2012 

10/17/2012 

10/17/2012 

10/22/2012 

10/24/2012 

66,1 Receipt of Copy 
Filed by: Defendant Mcrjave Electric LV LLC 
Receipt of Copy 

Gat dic ate of Mailing 
Filed By Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Certificate ofMailing 

Motion to Stay (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Plaintiffs MOtion to Stay or Siispend Order Granting in Part Counterchinnares Motionfor 
Preliminary Injunction to Procure Codes and Request/or Order Shortening fine 

(2 Amended 
Filed By Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Amended Applicationfor Entry of Default 

Amended Affidavit 
Filed By: Counter Claimant. West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Amended Affidavit OfShemilly A. Briscoe, Esq. In Stvport Of4pp1ication Far Entry Of 
Default 

Stipulation and Order tb.] 
Filed by: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Siipiliation and Order to Move October 15, 2012 Hearing 

'Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
Filed By: Defendant Western Surety Company 
1Votice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 

, 
clj Cat ific ate of Mailing 

Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Certificate of Mailing 

•1 Proof of Service 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Proof of Service 

463 Amended Affidavit of Service 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Amender/ Affidavit of Service 

Amended Affidavit 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Amended Affidrmit of Posting 

• Reply to Opposition 
Filed by Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Reply To Cashman Equipment Company '37 Opposition lb Alotion For Summary Judgment Of 
Surety Pcrvinent And License Bond Claims And Opposition To Countermotion For Sillitillary 
Judgment 

:gli] Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
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10/25/2012 

10/29/2012 

10/30/2012 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Motion for Certi,fication of De,fatilt Judgments Against Defeizdants Cam Consulting and 
Angelo Carvalho as Being Final 

Opp osit ion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
CASHM-IN EQL1PMENT COMPANY'S OPPOSITION - TO MOTION TO EXPUNGE OR 
REDUCE MECPLINIC'S LIEN 

Default 
Fi ecl By Counter Cl ima tit We st Edna As sociates Ltd 
Default 

Q1 'Notice of Hearing 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Hearing on Motion for Certification of Default Judgments Against Defendants Cam 
Consulting and Angelo Carvaito as Being Final 

10/30/2012 'Notice of Entry of Default. 
Party: Counter Claimant West Edna Ass o 
Notice of Entry of Default 

es Ltd 

10/31/2012 

11/01/2012 

11/02/2012 

11/02/2012 

11/02/2012 

11/02/2012 

11/02/2012 

11/02/2012 

Q1 Motion to Amend Complaint 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Motion to Amend Complain! 

• Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting Plaintff's Motion to Stay or Suspend Order Granting in Part 
Counterclaimants Aktion for Preliminary Injunction to Procure Codes 

Q1 Affidavit in Support 
Filed By Counter Claimant. West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Affidavit Of Brian. Bugni In Support Of The Motion. To Expunge Or Rechice Mechanic's Lien 

Afficlav t in Support 
Filed EiT Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Affidavit Of .EVCIRCY Brise no-Rivera In Support Of The Motion To Expunge Or Reduce 
Mechanic rs. Lien 

• Reply to Opposition 
Filed by: Counter Claimant. West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Reply To Cashman Equipment Conipany's Opposition To Marion To Expunge Or Reduce 
_Mechanic 's Lien. 

▪ Reply in Support 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Convany's Reply in Support of Counterinotion for &immary Judgment 

:g6] 

 

Notice of Entry 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Enny of Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion to &a,1,‘ or Suspend Order Granting in 
part Cowin:ire lainianrs Alotion Pr Preliminary injunction to procure codes 

• Opposition to Motion 
Filed By Defendant Rennie, Janet 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Opposition and Objection to Motion For Certification of De,fatilt Judgment Against 
Defilicknits Cain Consulting and Angelo Carvalho 

11/07/2012 

II/07/201 2 

Notice of Hearing 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of He iving on Motion to Amend Complaint 

Notice of Posting Bond 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Posting Bond 

11/09/2012 	Motion for Summary Judgment (900 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 
I1/09/2012, 04/16/2013 

Defindant's Alotionfor SWItinaly Judgment of Surety Payment and LICOILTO Bond Claims 

11/09/2012 	Opposition and Countermotion (9:0 0 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
11/0912012, 04:16121113 

Cashmay Equipment Company's Opposition To Aktion For Suntmary Judgment Of Surety 
Payment And License Bond Claims And Countermotion For &unitary Judgment 

11/09/2012 	Motion (900 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
IL/0912012, 04/16/2013 

Defendant's Motion to Akpunge or Reduce Mechanic rs Lien 

11/29/2012 

12/07/2012 

12/10/2012 

12/13/2012 

12/U/2012 

12/17/2012 

All Pending Motions (900 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 

Opposition to Motion 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Opposition 'lb Motion To Amend Complaint 

Joinder to Opposition to Motion 
Filed by: Defendant Rennie, Janel 
Joinder to Opposition to Motion to Amend Complaint by Defendants Janet Rennie and Linda 
Dugan 

Default 
Fit e4 By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Comp any 
Delimit on Deklthnt Angelo Carvalho 

Reply in Support 
Filed By Plaintiff Cad -titian Equipment Company 
Reply in Stvport ofMOtion for CertOcation of De,fatilt Judgments against Defrudinits CAM 
Consulting and Angelo Carvallio a5 being Final 

Notice of Entry of Default. 
Pty: Defendant Western Surety Company 
Notice of Entry of Default 

gij Default 
Filed By Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Defiant 

Q. Reply in Support 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Reply in &wort of Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint 

II/09/201 2 

II/19/201 2 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

I 2/17/201 2 
	

t4a: Motion (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Co.'s _Motionfor Certification of Default Judgments Against 
Defendants Cam Consulting and Angelo Carvalho as Being Final 

12/21/2012 

01/08/2013 

01/08/2013 

01/09/2013 

01/09/2013 

01/10/2013 

01/11/2013 

01/17/2013 

Q Motion to Atntin it (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint 

Q order Granting Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion. to Amend Complaint 

Order Granting Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Gra14.0g .Motionfor Certification of Default Jii*iients Against De,frndants Cain 
Consulting and Angelo Carvalho as Being Final 

▪ Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Enfrv of Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
IVotice of Entry of Order Grant* Motionfor CenVication of DefauilJudginems Against 
Defimclann Cam Consulting and Angelo Carvailto as Being Final 

• Amended Comp 1 aint 
Fit e4 By Plaintiff Cashma tt Equipment Comp any 
Fourth Amended Congilaint 

Q.1 Recorders Transcript of Hearing 
Recorder's Thanscript of Al! Pending M:dions November 9.2012 

Q1 Cert. ific ate of Mailing 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Certificate of Mailhig of Fourth Amended Complaint 

01/18/2013 	CAMTLED Pr ctriallealeridar Call (11:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare. Rab) 
Vaccrteci - per Commissioner 

01/22/2013 

01/22/2013 

Acceptance of Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cad-in-an Equipment Comp any 
Acceptance of Sen ice- 	Successor, LLC 

Q. Acceptance of Service 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Acceptance of &nice- FC/LW Vegas 

01/22/2013 	4.3 Acceptance of Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Ca:simian Equipment Company 
Acceptance of Service- PQ Las Vegas, LLC 

01/22/2013 
	

Q. 1  Acceptance of Service 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Acceptance of Senice- pH las Vegas,. LLC 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

01/30/2013 

01/31/2013 

02104/2013 

Answer to Amended Complaint 
Filed By: Delo -Omit Reunte. Jane! 
Defendant Janet Renniers Ans Wel' to Fourth Amended Complaint 

• Receipt of Copy 
Fiied by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Receipt of Copy 

J Proof of Seivice 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Comp any 
Proqf of Service 

02/04/2013 	CAMTELED Bench Trial (1:30 PM) (Judieial Offictr: Bare, Rob) 
Vacated - per Commissioner 

02/07/2013 

02107/2013 

02/08/2013 

02/11/2013 

02125/2013 

02/27/2013 

02/28/2013 

02/28/2013 

• Answer and Counterclaim 
Fiied By Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Answer lb FourthAntended Complaint, Counterclaim Against Cashman Equipment Company 
And Crossclaini Agahist CAM Consulting Inc. And Angelo Cartalho 

• Motion to Dismiss 
Filed By: Other QH Las Vegas, LLC 
QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ Las Vegas, LLC, LWTIC Successor L LC, And FC/LW Vegas'Motion 
To Dismiss, Or In The .Aiternative, Motion For &limitary Jzodgitient 

j Initial Appearance Fee DisClOSUre 
Fiied By Other QH Las Vegas, LLC 
Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure IS Chapter 19.9 

. Certificate of Mai Ling 
Filed By: Counter Claimant. West. Edna Associates Ltd 
Certificate qf Maihng 

Motion for Summaiy judgment 
Filed By: Plaintiff CA -man Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Contpany's Motion ,for &unitary Judgment Against West Edna 
Associates LTD. dba Apjave Electric and Western.&irety Company on the Pcmnent Bond 
Claim 

• Cat ific ate of Mailing 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Comp any 
Certificate of Mailing 

Motion for Summary Judgment 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman If tptipinent Comptmy% -  li.lotion for &iluittaty Judgment Against Jane, Rennie AK4. 
Jane! Carved/to 

Motion for Summary Judgment 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Comp any 
CASHM4N EQUIPMENT COAIPANYS MOTION FOR SUMM4RY JUDGMENT AGAINST 
ELEMENT IRON & DESIGN LW OR IN 77IB ALIERNATYVE .11102.70N 719 STRIKE 
ELEMENT IRON & DESIGN LLCS ANSWER FOR FAILURE TO COMPLY 01711 NRCP 
16.1 
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03/01/2013 

03/01/2013 

03/06/2013 

03/06/2013 

03/06/2013 

03/07/2013 

03/11/2013 

03/13/2013 

03/13/2013 

03/15/2013 

03/18/2013 

DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Q1 Supplement to Motion for Sum/limy Judgment 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Supplement to Cashnian Equipment Company's .:Vbtion for Summary Judgment Against Janei 
Rennie aka Janet Carvalho 

Notice 
Filed By: Defendant Mir riave Electric LV LLC 
Notice of Disassociation of Sheniilly A. Briscoe, Esc' 

Supplement to Motion for Sum/limy Judgment 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Supplement to Cashman Equipment Company's It-ibtion for Summary Judgment Against 
Element iron & Design, LLC or in the Alternative Motion to Strike Element iron & Design 
LLC's Answer „for Failure to Comply With ?RCP 16 

Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Stipulation and Order to Extend Briefing Schedule and Continue Hearing Date 

Q.1 Opposition to Motion to Dismiss 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Company's Opposition to QH Las Vegas, L LC PQ„ Las Vegas, LLC 
LW77C Successor LLC and FC/LW Vegas Motion to Dismiss or in the Alternative, MOtion 
Suninialy Judgment 

Certificate of Mai ling 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Certificate of Maihng 

j Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Stipulation and Order to Continue QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ Las Vegas, LLC„ LW77C .  
Successor, LLC and FC/LTV Ve,k ,crs Albtion to Dismiss or in the Alternative, Motion for 
StIminaly Judgment 

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order to Evtend Briefing Schedtde and Continue Hearing 
Date 

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry qf Stipulation and Order to Contirme QH Las Vegas, LW. PQ Jar Vegas, 
LLC, LWTIC SucCeSsot. LW 672 d PC/L W Vegas' Motion to Dismiss or in The Alternative, 
Motion For SUMllgin! Aagri Hem 

Opposition to Motion 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Defendants ' Opposition to Plaintyrs ifibtion for Summary Jekignient Against West Edna 
Associates. Inc. dba MOjave Electric and Western Surety Company on the Payment Bond 

Stipp lenient 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Company's Supplement to its COlinterMalailfor Suminaty Judgment on 
its Payment Bond and Aklichanics Lien Claims 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

t4a: 

 

03/19/2013 

03/21/2013 

03/26/2013 

04/02/2013 

04/04/2013 

04/04/2013 

04/05/2013 

Certificate of Mai ling 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Certificate alMalling 

ti..] Opposition to Motion For Summary Judgment 
Filed By Defend ant Ronnie. J Piaci 
Oppostion to Motion for Summary Judgment Against Defendant Jane! Rennie alrla Jane! 
Carvalho 

• Motion to Withdraw As Counsel 
Motion to Withdralv as Attorney ofRecord for Defendant. Element Iron. & Design, LW, 
Nevada Limited Liability Conwany 

• Supplement 
Filed by Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Defendants Slipplement to Motion to Exputige Lien. and Opposition to Motion for SIMUnaly 
Judgment as to Lien and Bond Claims 

• Reply in Support 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Reply in Support of Cashman Equipment Company's MOtion for Aliminaty Judgment Against 
Jane! Rennie aka Jane! Carralho 

.k1 Notice of Non Opposition 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice ofThu Opposition to Cashman Equipment Company's Motionfor &itninary Judgmen 
Against Element Iron & Design, LLC or in the Alternative &lotion to Strike Element Iron & 
Design, LLC Answer for Failure to Comply ith.MV7P 161 

▪ Reply in Support 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipnwht Company Reply in Support oflts Motion for &immary Judgment 
Against West Edna Associates, LTD dba Mg:taw Electric and Western Surety Company on The 
Payment Bond Claim 

04/05/2013 	Supplement 
Filed by Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Supplement to Cashman Equipment Conwany!s Supplement to Its Connie rinotionfor Suminary 
Judgment on Its Pettment Bond and Mechanic 'S Lien Claims 

04/05/2013 

04/05/2013 

04/08/2013 

• Reply to Opposition 
Filed by Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
QH Jar Vegas, ILC, PQ Las Vegas, LLC, LWITC Successor, LLC and FC/LW Las Vegas' 
Reply to Plaintiffs Opposition to Motion to Dismiss, or in the Alternative, Motion for 
StIllimarV Judgment 

t..1 Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Stipulation and Order to Continue Cashman Equipment Company ;s Motion fin &mummy 
Judgment Against West Edna Associates, LTD dba Alojave Electric and Western Surety 
Company on the Payment Bond Claim 

E.] Default 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
DePult on De,fi !Want Michael Canal/to 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

04/08/2013 
	

ga: Default 
Filed By Plaintiff' Cashman Equipnient Company 
Default on Defendant Be riii."e Canalho 

04/11/2013 	Motion to Dismiss (9,00 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 
Events: 02107/2013 Motion Lo Dismiss 
QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ Las Vegas, LW; LW77C Smcessor LLC, And FC/L liTat 'Motion 
To Dismiss, Or In The Alternative, Motion For Miunialy Judgment 

04/11/2013 	Motion for Summary judgment (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
04/11/2013 9  04, 1612013 

Events: 02/25/2013 Motion for Summary Judgment 
Caslinicoi Equipment Company's Motion for Summary Judgment Against West Edna 
Associates, LTD dba Mojave Electric and Western &rely Company on the Paanent Bond 
Claim 

04/11/2013 	Motion for Summary judgment (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Events: 01'28/2013 Motion for Sumirmry Judgment 
Cashman Equipment Company's Alotionfor &tummy Judgment Against Jane! Rennie AKA 
Janet Carvallo 

04/11/2013 	Motion for Summary Judgment (900 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 
Events, 02/28/2013 Motion for Summaiy Judgment 
Cashumm Equipment ConApan0 MOtion For &ilumaiy Judgment Against Element Iron & 
Design, Lk Or In The Alternative Motion To Strike Element Iron & Design, Lk 's Answer Par 
Failure To Comply Kiri? Nrcp 1 6 I 

04/15/2013 

04/15/2013 

04/26/2013 

05/02/2013 

05/03/2013 

All Pending Motions (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bate, Rob) 

Q1 'Notice of Entry of Default. 
Paity: Plaintiff Caslunan Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Default ofMc hae I Carvalho 

Notice of Entry of Default 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entiy qf Default of Berne Carvalho 

Nati c e of Entry of Default 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Enny of De,fradt of Angelo Camillo 

I Pending Motions (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 

Order Rescheduling Pretrial Conference 
Order Rescheduling Netrial/Calendar 

E.1 Motion to 'Withdraw a5 Counsel (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Events: 03/26/2013 Motion to Withdraw As Counsel 
Motion to Withdraw as Attorney of Recordfor Defendant, Element Iron & &sign, LLC„ 
Nevada Limited Liability Cavan)." 

CANCELED Pr etrial/Calendar Call (11.00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Vacated - per SYiptilation and Order 

Order Denying Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Denying Fr'estern&irety Company and West Edna Associates, LTD. dha Mojave 

04/11/2013 

04/15/2013 

04/16/2013 

04/17/2013 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Electric's Motion to &spurge or Reduce Akchanic's lien 

05/03/2013 

05/03/2013 

05/03/2013 

05/06/2013 

05/06/2013 

05/06/2013 

05/06/2013 

05/14/2013 

05/15/2013 

05/20/2013 

• Order Denying Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Denying Casimir-1n Equipment Company's Madan for Steinway Judgment Against West 
Edna Assockites, LTD. dba Weave Electric and Western Surety Comany on the Payment 
Bond Claim 

Order Denying Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Denying West Edna Associates; LITh &a Mojave Electric, Western Surety Company, 
The Whiting Ilirrair Contracting Company!, nare eters Casualty and Surety Company of 
America and Fidelity and Deposit Company orMaryland's Motion for Sumincuy Judgment of 
Surety Payment and License Bond Claims, and Cashman Equipment Company's 
Cownennotion for Summary Judgment 

Q. Order Denying Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Denying QH Las Vegas, LW, PQ Las Vegas, LLC LEVYIC Successor LLC and PC/LW 
Vegas Mblion to Dismiss or in the Alternative, Menionfor Summary Judgment 

Q. Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order Denying West Edna Associates, LTD, dba Mojave Electric, Western 
Surety Company, The Whiting Thrner Contracting Company, Travelers Casualty and Surety 
Company of America and Fidelity and Deposit Company of Mar,yland.S Motionfor Summary 
judgment of Surety Payment and License Bond Claims, and Cashinan Equipment Company's 
Counterinotion for ..Steemintry Jit . 

'D..] Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Cashman Equipment CompanyS Motion for SUMMC1Ty 
Judgment Against West Edna Associates, LTD. dba kyrn , e Electric and Western Surety 
Company on the Payment Bond Claim 

Q Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice ofRimy of Order Dewing Western Surety Camp our and West Edna Associates, LTD, 
dba MOjave Electric's Motion to Expunge or Reduce Mechanic S Lien 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entrv of Order Dewing QH Las Vegas, LLC„ PQ Las Vegas, LLC LIT= Success 
LLC and PC/LW Vegas' Motion to Dismiss or in the Alternative, Motion for Summary 
Judgment 

• Order to Withdraw as Attorney of Record 
A653029 Order on Motion to Witlufravu as Attorney of Recordfor Defendant, Element Iron & 
Desig4 LLC, A Nevada Limited Liability' Company 

▪ Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order on Motion to Withrfrall as Attorney of Recordfor Defendant, Element 
Iron & Design, LLC, A Nevada limited Liability Company 

CANCELED Bench Trial (1:30 PM) (judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Vacated per Stipulation and Order 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

05/21/2013 

05/31/2013 

06/03/2013 

Q1 Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Stipulation and Order to Continue Trial Date (First Request) 

• Motion for Attorney Fees .  and Costs 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Company's Albtionfor Aitard of Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant to 
NRS 10S 2275 

• Certificate of Mailing 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Certificate of Mailing 

06/03/2013 
	

'bo.] Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Enfry of Stipulation and Order to Continue Trial . e ()rst Request) 

06/05/2013 

06/05/2013 

06/07/2013 

06/11/2013 

06/14/2013 

▪ Application for Delimit Judgment 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Application for Default Judgutent Against Defendant Michael Carvalho 

, 
• Application for Default Judgment 

Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Applicationfor Defaldt Judgment Against Defendant Bernie Carvallo 

E.] Application for Default Judwnent 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Applicationfor Default Judgment Against Defendant Tonia Dan 

Answer 
Filed By: Other QHLaSVCgmSS,LLC 
Q.11 Las Vegas, ILC, PQ Las Vegas, LLC, LW77C Successor LLC, And .FC/LW Vegas'Answer 
To Fourth Amended Complaint 

Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Lou. and Order on Cashman Equipment Company's 
Mytionfor Summary Judgment Against Janel Rennie _4E4 Janet Carvalho 

06/14/2013 	Summary Judgment (judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Debtors: janel Rennie (Defendant) 
Creditors: Cashman Equipment Company (pia int di) 
indpnent: 06/14/2013, Docketed: 06/21/2013 
Satisfaction: Satisi'action of Judgment 

06/20/2013 

06/24/2013 

▪ Opposition to Motion 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Opposition to Cashman Equipment Compatw's Motion for Alvin' ofAttorney;s Fees and Ca 
Pursuant to Ma 108.2275 

Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
A653029 Findings qf Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order Granting Cashman Equipment 
Comany's Motion for 31.numary .hidgnient Against Element Iron & Design, LLC or in the 
Alternative MOtion to Strike Element Iron. & Design, LLCS Ansuvr for Failure to Comptv with 
_MCP 1 5,1 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

07/02/2013 

07/03/2013 

07/03/2013 

07/11/2013 

09/03/2013 

09/04/2013 

09/06/2013 

09/12/2013 

09/19/2013 

66,1 Reply in Support 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment CompantA Reply in Support ofMOtion for Ai card ofAitornetA Fees and 
Costs Panuant to MS 108 2275 

Notice of Entry 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order on Cashman 
Equipment Company's Motion for Summary Judgment Against Janet Rennie aka Janet 
Carvalho 

Notice of Entry 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
A653029 Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order Granting 
Cashman Equipment Company's MotioRfor Summary Judgnie,nt Against element Iron & 
Design. LW .  or in the Alterantive II/ktion to Strike Element Iron & Design„ LIC's Answe 
Failure to Comply With NRCP 161 

:g163 Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob). 
Events: 05/31/2013 Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs 
Cashman Equipment Companys Motion for Award ofitttorneYs Fees and Costs Pursuant to 
NRS IOR 2275 

Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Motion to Certify Judgment Against Defindant Janet Rennie aka Janet Carralho as being 
Final Pursuant to NRCP 54(B) 

Certificate of Mailing 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Certificate of Mailing 

Order Setting Civil Non-Juty Trial 
Order Setting Civil Non-Jury Thal Pre-trial/Calendar Call 

.Ex Paite Application 
Party: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Ex Porte Application for Order Shortening Time on Plaintiffs Motion to Certt6.: Judgment 
Against Defendant Jane! Rennie aka Janet Catvalho as Being Final Pursuant to NRCP 54b) 

Pretrial/Calendar Call ( :00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 

09/20/2013 	Order (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Debtors: Mojave Electric LV LLC (Defendant), Western Surety Company (Defendant), FC/LW 
Vegas, LLC (Defendant), LWTtC Successor LLC (Defendant), Whiting Turner Contracting 
Company (Defendant), Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland (Defendant). 
Creditors: Cashman Equipment Company (Plaintiff) 
Judgment: 09/20/2013, Docketed: 09/30/2013 
Total Judgnent: 10J 65.16 

09/20/2013 
	

Order Granting Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting Cashman Equipment Company's Alotion for Award ofAttomey's Fees and 
Costs Pursuant to MS 108.2275 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

09/24/2013 

10/01/2013 

10/03/2013 

10/07/2013 

10/17/2013 

10/17/2013 

10/17/2013 

t4a: Notice of Entry of Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Cashman Equipment Compally's Motion for Award of 
Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant to NRS IOS 2275 

Q Order Setting Civil Non-Juty Trial 
Order Selling Civil Non-Jury Thai, Pre-trial/Calendar Call 

Certificate of Mai ling 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Certificate of Mailing 

CANCELED Bench Trial (1:30 PM) (judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Vacated 

Notice of Entry 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Order Ot(riting Plaintiffs MotiOn to Certify Judy tient Against Defendant 
Jane! Rennie aka Jane! Caryalho as being final plenum! to ARCP 50) 

Q Motion (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Events: 09/03/2013 Motion 
Pkiinqrs Alotion to Cerll,A.. ,  Judgiotent Against Defendant Jane! Rennie aka Janel Carvallio as 
being Final Pursuant to NRCP 5.10) 

• Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion. to Certify Judgment Against Defendant Janet Rennie aka 
Jane! Carvalho as Being Final Pursuant to NRCP 50) 

10/17/2013 	Judgment (Judicial Officer:: Bare, Rob) 
Debtors: Janet Rennie (Defendant) 
Cr editors: Casiunan Equipment Company (Ph int iff) 
Judgment: 10/17/2013, Docketed: 12/03, 12013 

10/18/2013 

10/21/2013 

10/31/2013 

Q. Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
A653029 Stipulation and Order for Dismissal of Linda Dugan Irith. Prejudice 

Notice of Entry 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order for Dismissal of Linda Dugan with Prejudice 

Ind/Calendar Call (11:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 

11/12/2013 	CANCELED Bench Trial (1:30 PM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Vacated 

12/05/2013 

12/06/2013 

4,3 Stipulation and Order 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Stipulation and Order to Continue Dial Date (Second Request) 

Q.1 Notice of Entry 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order to Continue Trial Date (Second Request) 
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CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

01/06/2014 	CAMELED Bench Trial (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Vacated - per Secretaiy 

01/16/2014 

01/16/2014 

01/1612014 

01/21/2014 

01/21/2014 

01/31/2014 

01/31/2014 

01/31/2014 

01/31/2014 

03/20/2014 

03/20/2014 

03/21/2014 

04/15/2014 

04/23/2014 

cl,„] Brief 
Filed By: Counter Claimant. West Edna Associates Ltd 
De,finulants Thai Brief 

Joint Pre-Trial Memorandum 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Joint Pre-Trial Memorcmdum 

• Brief 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Plaintiffs Trial Brief 

Bench Trial (100 PM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
01/21/20141-01/2412014 

CAMELED Bench Trial (1:30 PM) (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Vacated - On in Error 

• Recorders Transcript of Hearing 
Transcript of Proceedings Bench Trial - Day 1, Diesday January 21, 2014 

Recorders Transcript of Hearing 
Transcript of Proceedings Bench Trial - Day 2 January 22, 2014 

Recorders Transcript of Hearing 
nanscript of Proceedings Bench Mat - Day 3 January 23. 2014 

Q. Recorders Transcript of Hearing 
nanscript of Proceedings Bench Mal - Day 4 Friti„ January 24. 1014 

Q Motion for Relief 
Filed By: Counter Claimant. West Edna Associates Ltd 
MOtionfor Rehe,f Pursuant to NRCP 60(b) and Motionfor Attorneys' Fees and Costs Pursuant 
to NRS Chapter 108 

Appendix 
Filed By: Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Appendix .  of Exhibits to Motion. For Relief Pursuaiit to NRCP 60(b) and Motionfor Attorneys 
Bees and Costs Pursuant to NRS Chapter 108 

• Certificate of Mai ling 
Filed By: Counter Claimant. West Edna Associates Ltd 
Certificate ofMailing 

t..] Opposition to Motion 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashmcm Equipment Contpany's Opposition to DO ndants' Abtion for Relief Pursuant to 
NRCP 600) and Opposition to Abtionfor Attorneys' Fees and COStS PtftSt107.11 to MS 
Chapter 108; and Counterntotionfor Attorneys' Fees 
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CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Reply to Opposition 
Filed by Defendant Western Surety Company 
Reply to Cashman Equipment Company's Opposition. to Defendants Motion for Relief 
Pursuant to NRCP 600) and Opposition. to Motionfor Attorneys' Fees and Costs Pursuant to 
MS Chapter IOS and Connie rniotion for Attorneys' Fees 

05/05/2014 

05/05/2014 

Q.1 Findings of Fact. Conclusions of Law and Order 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Reply in Support 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Cashman Equipment Company '37 Reply in Slipport of Motionfor Attorneys' Fees 

05/05/2014 	Order (Judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Debtors: Mojave Electric LV LLC (Defendant) 
Creditors: Ca:glutton Equipment Company (Plaintiff) 
Judgment: 05/05/2014, Docketed: 05113/2014 
Comment: Certain Cause (15th) 
Debtors: Cashman Equipment Company (Plaintiff) 
Creditors: Mojave Electric LVLLC (Defendant), Western Surety Company (Defendant) 
judwnent: 05/05/2014, Docketed: 05/13/2014 
Comment: Certain Causes (9ili,1 4th) 
Debtors: Mojave Electric LV LLC (Defendant) 
Creditors: Cashman Equipment Company (Plaintiff) 
Judgment: 05/0512014. Docketed: 05113/2014 
Total Judgment 197,051.87 
Comment: Certain C:aini1.3rd) (CHECK COUNTERCLALM) 

05/06/2014 

05/08/2014 

05/08/2014 

Q. 'Notice of Entry 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice of Entry of Findings of Facts awl Conclusions of Law 

All Pending Motions (900 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 

Motion for Relief (1030 AM) (Judicial Officer Bare, Rob) 
Counter Claimant West Eckla Associates L.Td!s Motion. for Rebel Pursuant to NRCP 60(1), 
Motion for Attorneys' Fees and Costs Pursuant to MS Chapter JOS 

05/08/2014 	Opposition and Countermotion (10:30 AM) (judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Cashman Equipment Company's Opposition to Defendemts' Motion for Relief Pursuant to 
I'/RCP 600) and Opposition. to Motion for Attorneys' Fees and Costs l'ursuctnt to MIS 
Chapter 108; and Countermotionfor Attorne:ys' Fees 

05/08/2014 	Opposition and Countermotion (10:30 AM) (judicial Officer: Bare, Rob) 
Cross Claimant Western StIrety Co. 'S Reply to Cashman Equipment Company '37 Opposition to 
Defendants' Motion for Relief Pursuant to NRCP 60(b) and Opposition. to Motionfor 
Attorneys' Fees and Costs Pursuant to !YRS Chapter 108 and Counterinotionfor Attorne.ys' 
Fees 

05/12/2014 

05/13/2014 

Satisfaction of Judpnent 
Filed by: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Satisfachon of Judgment of,lanel Rennie aka Janet Carvalho 

Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements 
Filed By: Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Verffied Menzoranchan of Costs and Disbursements 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

05/30/2014 	Notice of Appeal 
Filed By Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Notice ofAppeal 

F.1% NCIA INUML. A:1 -1 N 

Counter Claimant Travelers Casualty and Surety Company of America 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as of 6/3/2014 

Counter Claimant West Edna Associates Ltd 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as of 6/3/2014 

Defendant CAM Consulting Inc 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as of 6/3/2014 

Defendant Fe/LW Vegas, LLC 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as or 6/3/2014 

Defendant Fidelity and Deposit Coinpa 	arvi  
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as or 6/3/2014 

Defendant LW TIC Success or LLC 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due a5 or 6/3/2014 

Defendant Mojave Electric LVLLC 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due a5 or 6/3/2014 

Defendant Reit e, Janel 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as of 6/3/2014 

Defendant Western Surety Company 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as of 6/3/2014 

Defendant Whiting Turner Contracting Company 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as of 6/3/2014 

Other PQ Las Vegas, LLC 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due RS' or 6/3/2014 

Other QH Las Vegas, LLC 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 

223.00 
223,00 

0.00 

200.00 
200.00 

0.00 

200.00 
200.00 

0,00 

30.00 
30.00 
0,00 

223.00 
223,00 

0,00 

30.00 
30.00 
0,00 

223.00 
223.00 

0,00 

223.00 
223.00 

0.00 

30.00 
30.00 
0.00 

30.00 
30.00 
0.00 

30.00 
30.00 
0,00 

423.00 
423.00 
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DEPARTMENT 32 

CASE SUMMARY 
CASE No. A-11-642583-C 

Balance Due as. of 6/3/2014 

PI ainfiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Total Charges 
Total Payments and Credits 
Balance Due as of 6/3/2014 

Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company 
Appeal Bond Balance as of 63/2014 

Plaintiff Caslunan Equipment Company 
Supersedeas Bond Balance as of 6/3/2014 

0.00 

1,008.00 
1,008.00 

0.00 

1.000.00 

500.00 
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III. Business Court Requested (Please check applicable category; for Clark or Washoe  Counties only.) 
D NRS Chapters 78-88 
	

O Investments (NRS 104B) 
	

O Enhanced Case Mgmt/Business 
O Commodities (NRS 90) 
	

O Deceptive Trade Practices (NRS 598) 
	

O Other Business Court Matters 
O Securities (NRS 90) 
	

O Trademarks (NRS 600A)  

Date: June 3, 2011 

binsort, Esq, 
617 

iirkway, Suite 170 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
(702)233-4225 
Attorneyfor Plaintiff 

Jennifer 
Nevada 
Pezzillo 
6750 Via 

CIVIL COVER SHEET 
Clark County, Nevada 

Case No, 

A- 11- 642583- C 
XXXI I 

(Assigned by Clerk's Office) 

I. Party Information 
Plaintiff(s) (name/address/phone): 
CASHIVIAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a Nevada Corporation, 

Attorney (name/address/phone): 
Jennifer R, Lloyd-Robinson, Esq., Nevada State Bar 1i9617 
Pezzillo Robinson 
6750 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 170 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
(702) 233-4225 

II. Nature of Controversy (Please check applicable bold category 
and applicable subcategory, if appropriate) 

Defendant(s) (name/address/phone): 
CAM CONSULTING INC., a Nevada Corporation, ANGELO 
CARVALHO, an individual; DOES I-10, inclusive; and ROE 
CORPORATIONS 1-10, inclusive; 

Attorney (name/address/phone): Unknown 

o Arbitration Requested 

Real Property 

Q Landlord and Tenant 
O Unlawful Detainer 

O Title to Property 

0 Foreclosure 
El Liens 
El Quiet Title 
O Specific Performance 

• Condemnation/Eminent Domain 
• Other Real Property 

O Partition 
O Planning/Zoning 

Probate 

O Summary Administration 
O General Administration 
El Special Administration 
El Set Aside Estates 
El Probate Trust/Conservatorships 
El Other Probate 

Civil Cases 

Negligence:: 
O Negligence— Auto 
El Negligence — Medical/Dental 
O Negligence— Premises Liability 

(Slip/Fall) 
O Negligence— Other 

O Construction Defect 
Breach of Contract 

Ll. Building & Construction 
El Insurance Carrier 
El Commercial Instrument 
El Other Contracts/Acct/Judgment 
El Collection of Actions 
O Employment Contract 
O Guarantee 
El Sale Contract 
O Uniform Commercial Code 

El Civil Petition for Judicial Review 
O Foreclosure Mediation 
O Other Administrative Law 
LI Department of Motor Vehicles 
O Employer's Insurance of Nevada  

Torts 

O Product Liability 
O Product Liability/Motor Vehicle 
O Other Torts/Product Liability 

El Intentional Misconduct 
O Torts/Defamation (Libel/Slander) 
• Interfere with Contract Rights 

O Employment Torts (Wrongful Termination) 
El Other Torts 

O Anti-Trust 
O Fraud/Misrepresentation 
El Insurance 
O Legal Tort 
O Unfair Competition  

Other Civil Filing Types 

O Appeal from Lower Court (also check applicable civil 
case box) 

El Transfer from Justice Court 
El Justice Court Civil Appeal 

O Civil Writ 
El Other Special Processing 

El Other Civil Filing 
0 Compromise of Minor's Claim 
o Conversion of Property 
O Damage to Property 
El Employment Security 
O Enforcement of Judgment 
O Foreign Judgment — Civil 
O Other Personal Property 
El Recovery of Property 
O Stockholder Suit 
O Other Civil Matters 



CLERK OF THE COURT 

7 

ORIGINAL 
Electronically Filed 

05/05/2014 12:23:50 PM 

1 FFCL 
Brian J. Pezzillo, Esq. 

2 Nevada Bar No. 7136 
Jennifer R. Lloyd, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 9617 
PEZZILLO LLOYD 
6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290 

5 	Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (702) 233-4225 

6 	Fax: (702) 233-4252 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Cashman Equipment Company 

8 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a 
Nevada corporation, 

3 

4 

9 

10 

11 

12 
Plaintiff, 

Case No.: 	A642583 
Dept. No.: 	32 

V. 	 (Consolidated with Case No. A653029) 

CAM CONSULTING, INC., a Nevada 
corporation; ANGELO CARVALHO, an 	FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
individual; JANEL RENNIE aka JANEL 	CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
CARVALHO, an individual; WEST EDNA 
ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE 
ELECTRIC, a Nevada corporation; WESTERN Trial Dates: January 21-24, 2014 
SURETY COMPANY, a surety; THE WHITING 
TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY, a 
Maryland corporation; FIDELITY AND 
DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a 
surety; TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND 
SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA, a surety; 
DOES 1-10, inclusive; and ROE 
CORPORATIONS 1-10 inclusive; 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Defendants. 

AND RELATED MATTERS. 

This case having come on for trial on January 21-24, 2014 before this Court, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY ("Plaintiff' or "Cashman") 

was represented by and through its counsel, Brian J. Pezzillo, Esq. and Jennifer R. Lloyd, Esq. of 

the law firm of Pezzillo Lloyd and Defendants/Counterclaimants WESTERN SURETY 

COMPANY ("Western"), THE WHITING TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY ("Whiting 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 



1 Turner"), FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND ("Fidelity"), 

2 TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA ("Travelers"), WEST 

3 EDNA ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE ELECTRIC ("Mojave"), QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ 

4 Las Vegas, LLC, LWTIC Successor LLC, and FC/LW Vegas (collectively "Defendants") were 

5 represented by and through their counsel, Brian W. Boschee, Esq. and William N. Miller, Esq. of 

6 the law firm of Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Wolo son, & Thompson. The Court, having fully 

7 heard the testimony of the witnesses, reviewed the evidence during the trial, having considered 

8 the oral and written arguments set forth by appearing counsel at the trial, and also having read 

9 and considered the other papers and pleadings on file herein, and good cause appearing, enters 

10 the following findings of fact and conclusions of law as follows: 

11 	 FINDINGS OF FACT 

12 	1. 	Cashman and CAM Consulting, Inc. ("CAM") entered into a contract whereby 

13 	Cashman was to supply materials comprised of generators, switchgear, and associated items (the 

14 "Materials") to the New Las Vegas City Hall Project (the "Project"). 

15 	2. 	The Project was privately owned at the time of construction, by Forest City 

16 Enterprises through a conglomerate of private entities which include PQ Las Vegas, QH Las 

17 Vegas, FC/LW Las Vegas LLC and LWTIC Successor LLC c/o Forest City Enterprises which 

18 will hereinafter be collectively referred to as "Owner" from December 2009 until February 17, 

19 2012, when the building was transferred after construction to the City of Las Vegas, Nevada. 

20 	3. 	The Owner contracted with Whiting Turner to serve as the general contractor on 

21 	the Project. 

22 	4. 	Whiting Turner contracted with Mojave to be the electrical subcontractor on the 

23 	Project. Mojave's subcontract with Whiting Turner, dated February 11, 2010, is identified as 

24 Subcontract No. 12600-26A. (Exhibit 40) (the "Mojave Subcontract"). The Mojave Subcontract 

25 required Mojave to perform all electrical work (Exhibit B to the Contract, J40-012 thru 027), 

26 which included the Materials supplied to the Project by Cashman. 

27 	5. 	The Mojave Subcontract also required Mojave to obtain a payment bond (J40- 

28 007, para. (p)). Id. Mojave obtained this payment bond on dated March 2, 2010 from Western 

2 



I in the amount of $10,969,669.00 ("the Mojave Payment Bond").(Exhibit 49) The Mojave 

2 Payment Bond states that Mojave, as Principal, and Western, as surety, are bound unto Whiting 

	

3 	Turner, as Obligee, in the amount of $10,996,669,00, and that the bond is for the benefit of all 

4 persons supplying labor, material, rental equipment, supplies or services in the performance of 

5 the Mojave's Subcontract. 

	

6 	6. 	Cashman initially provided bids for the Materials directly to Mojave and Mojave 

7 selected Cashman to supply the Materials to the Project. 

	

8 	7. 	Mojave accepted Cashman's bid on or about January 11, 2010, and Cashman 

9 began work shortly thereafter on the submittals required for approval of the Materials. 

	

10 	8. 	Mojave then informed Cashman that the Materials needed to be supplied through 

	

11 	a disadvantaged business entity ("DBE"), as Mojave's Subcontract suggested that Mojave utilize 

12 MBE/WBE/DBE vendors and suppliers to fulfill the Project's diversity goals. 

	

13 	9. 	Mojave issued two purchase orders to to purchase the Materials that would be 

14 supplied by Cashman for the Project on April 23, 2010. The purchase orders were issued to 

15 CAM do Cashman Equipment. Cashman The City of Las Vegas and the owners of the Project 

16 suggested that subcontractors use a disadvantaged business entity ("DBE") on the Project. CAM 

	

17 	fulfilled this role for Mojave. 

	

18 	10. 	Mojave had contracted with CAM on two other projects to fulfill similar DBE 

19 requirements, one of which was prior to this Project. 

	

20 	11. 	Cashman's scope of work on the Project included preparing submittals for 

	

21 	approval of the materials, as required by the Mojave purchase orders and responding to requests 

22 for additional information. 

	

23 	12. 	On April 29, 2010 Cashman served a Notice of Right to Lien, pursuant to NRS 

	

24 	108.245. 

	

25 	13. 	After the submittals were approved, Mojave sent notice to Cashman on May 24, 

26 2010 that the Materials as detailed were approved. 

	

27 	14. 	Mojave issued a Material Release Order on August 11, 2010 to Cashman and 

28 Cashman began procuring the Materials. 

3 



	

1 	15. 	Cashman served a second Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on 

2 December 7, 2010. 

	

3 	16. 	The Materials were delivered in a series of shipments beginning on November 18, 

4 2010 with the delivery of the Mitsubishi uninterrupted power supply to Mojave. The Caterpillar 

5 switchgear was delivered to Mojave on December 27, 2010. The three automatic transfer 

6 switches and two batteries for the switchgear were provided to Mojave on January 5, 2011. 

7 Cashman coordinated delivery of the two Caterpillar diesel generators to the Project on January 

	

8 	19-20, 2011 where they were set in place by crane 

	

9 	17. 	Cashman's work required some startup functions that could not be completed at 

	

10 	delivery but were to be scheduled later. 

	

11 	18. 	Cashman served a third Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on 

	

12 	April 20, 2011. 

	

13 	19. 	Cashman served a fourth Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on 

	

14 	April 28, 2011. 

	

15 	20. 	Cashman personnel were on site at the Project as needed to perform certain 

	

16 	startup and installation functions beginning January 20, 2011 and continuing until May 23, 2011. 

	

17 	21. 	Cashman supplied most, but not all, of the Materials through CAM after having 

18 been selected to supply the Materials by Mojave, on the Project. 

	

19 	22. 	Prior to supplying the Materials to CAM, Cashman required CAM to sign a credit 

	

20 	agreement granting Cashman a security interest in the Materials. 

	

21 	23. 	Cashman caused a UCC Financing Statement to be filed with the Nevada 

	

22 	Secretary of State on February 16, 2011, identifying the Materials and all proceeds thereof. 

	

23 	24. 	Cashman did not file a release of the UCC Financing Statement. 

	

24 	25. 	After delivery of the Materials to the Project, Cashman issued two invoices to 

25 CAM dated February 1, 2011 totaling $755,893.89. On January 31, 2010, CAM issued an 

26 invoice to Mojave for the Materials that had been supplied by Cashman 

27 
	

26. 	CAM did not pay Cashman as required by the terms of the invoice. 

28 
	

27. 	Cashman contacted Mojave due to CAM's failure to pay and requested that 

- 4 - 



1 Mojave issue payment for the Materials in the form of a joint check, made payable to CAM and 

2 Cashman. 

	

3 	28. 	Mojave refused to issue a joint check as payment for the Materials. 

4 
	

29. 	Mojave contacted Cashman to request that Cashman provide an Unconditional 

5 Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment for the Materials. 

	

6 	30. 	Cashman refused to provide the requested release as it had not been paid. 

	

7 	31. 	A meeting occurred at Mojave's offices on or about April 26, 2011 wherein 

8 Mojave tendered payment to CAM for the Materials, despite the fact that CAM had not yet 

9 completed all of its work on the Project. 

	

10 	32. 	At the same meeting, Mojave required CAM to issue payment back to Mojave 

	

11 	Systems, a division of Mojave in the amount of $275,636.70, check no. 1032 dated April 27, 

12 2011 in the amount of $139,367.70 and check no. 1033 dated April 28, 2011 in the amount of 

13 $136,269.00 related to another project on which CAM and Mojave were contracted. 

	

14 	33. 	Within minutes of CAM's receipt of Mojave's payment and while still at 

15 Mojave's offices, CAM provided a check to Cashman for the full amount due, $755,893.89. 

	

16 	34. 	After Cashman received this check from CAM, and in exchange for this check, 

17 Cashman executed an Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment (Exhibit 4) 1  

18 relating to the Materials and provided it to CAM. 

	

19 	35. 	Between April 26, 2011 and April 28, 2011, CAM received $901,380,93 from 

20 Mojave. 

	

21 	36. 	Very shortly thereafter, CAM stopped payment on the check issued to Cashman 

22 and it was returned unpaid. 

	

23 	37. 	After receiving notice of the stop payment, Cashman attempted collection of the 

24 amount owed from CAM, 

	

25 	38. 	CAM provided another check to Cashman, which was immediately presented at 

26 the bank from which the check was drawn and the bank refused to cash the check as there were 

27 
1  All references to "Exhibit " refer to the exhibits that were admitted into evidence at the trial on January 21-24, 

	

28 	2014. 
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1 	insufficient funds in the account. 

	

2 
	

39. 	Shortly thereafter CAM ceased operations and then failed to pay for Cashman for 

	

3 	the Materials provided to the Project. 

	

4 	40. 	Not all startup functions were completed due to CAM's stopping payment on the 

5 check it issued to Cashman, notice of which was provided to Cashman on or about May 5,2011. 

	

6 
	

41. 	On June 22, 2011, Cashman recorded a mechanic's lien in the amount of 

7 $755,893.89, the Notice of Lien, against the Project as it had not received payment for the 

	

8 	Materials supplied (Exhibit 11). 

	

9 	42, 	Thereafter, Mojave obtained a Lien Release Bond from Western on September 8, 

	

10 	2011 (Exhibit 39). 

	

11 
	

43. 	Cashman amended its complaint to seek recovery on its lien claim from this bond. 

	

12 
	

44. 	On January 22, 2014, Cashman recorded an Amended Notice of Lien in the 

	

13 	amount of $683,726.89 against the Project (Exhibit 66). 

	

14 
	

45. 	Any of the foregoing findings of fact that are more properly conclusions of law 

	

15 	shall be so considered. 

16 

	

17 
	

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

18 Claims for Relief Asserted  

	

19 	1. 	At trial, before this Court were five causes of action asserted by Cashman: (1) 

20 Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action); (2) 

21 Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of 

22 Action); (3) Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action); (4) 

23 Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case); and (5) Unjust Enrichment against the Owners 

24 (Fifteenth Cause of Action). 2  All of these causes of action will be discussed in turn and in the 

25 
2  In its Fourth Amended Complaint, Plaintiff alleged additional causes of action. However, at trial, Plaintiff only 
argued five causes of action and thus, abandoned each and every other cause of action against the Defendants 
including the following: (1) Unjust Enrichment against Mojave (Tenth Cause of Action); (2) Contractor's Bond 
Claim against Mojave and Western (Eleventh Cause of Action (3) Unjust Enrichment against Whiting Turner 
(Twelfth Cause of Action); and (4) Claim on Payment Bond against Whiting Turner, Fidelity, and Travelers 
(Thirteenth Cause of Action). Thus, these four aforementioned causes of action are dismissed with prejudice. 

26 

27 

28 
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1 	order that the Court addressed in its ruling on January 24, 2014. 

	

2 	2. 	First, in its Fourteenth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

3 Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western. The Court rules in favor of Mojave and 

4 Western on this cause of action. Regarding Cashman's Fourteenth Cause of Action for Claim on 

5 Payment Bond, the operative document is Exhibit 49 entitled "Payment Bond", which identifies 

6 Mojave as the Principal and Western as the Surety. In relevant part, the Payment Bond states 

7 "NOW, THEREFORE, THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION is such, that if the Principal 

8 shall promptly make payments to all persons supplying labor, material, rental equipment, 

9 supplies or services in the performance of said Contract and any and all modifications of said 

10 Contract that may hereafter be made, then this obligation shall be null and void; otherwise it 

	

11 	shall remain in full force and effect," 

	

12 	3. 	Strict application of that paragraph would stand for the proposition that, all 

13 payments to Cashman were not made, however, the Court finds that the defense of impossibility 

	

14 	is available to Mojave in this situation, as articulated in articulated in Nebaco, Inc. v. Riverview 

	

15 	Realty Co., Inc., which states that Igienerally, the defense of impossibility is available to a 

16 promisor where his performance is made impossible or highly impractical by the occurrence of 

17 unforeseen contingencies. . . but if the unforeseen contingency is one which the promisor should 

18 have foreseen, and for which he should have provided, this defense is unavailable to him." 87 

19 Nev. 55, 57, 482 P.2d 305, 307 (1971). Here, Mojave tendered payment to the entity that it had 

20 an agreement with to supply labor and materials, CAM and thus, because of the defense of 

	

21 	impossibility, the Court finds that Mojave was discharged of its duty to Cashman, even though 

22 Cashman a material supplier to the Project under Mojave did not receive payment, 

	

23 	4. 	The defense of impossibility applies here, given that it was impossible or highly 

24 impractical for Mojave to foresee that CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho would abscond with the funds 

25 which made Mojave's performance impossible as to Cashman under the Payment Bond.. 

	

26 	5. 	The Court likens the actions of Cam to an intervening cause. 

	

27 	6. 	The Court expressly finds that Cashman has standing to bring a claim on the 

28 Payment Bond given the language of the Payment Bond, which states, on page 2, that the 

7- 



principal and the surety agree the bond shall inure to the benefit of all persons supplying labor, 

materials, rental equipment, supplies, or services in the performance of Mojave's contract. 

7. The Court finds it was simply impossible for Mojave to perform under the 

Payment Bond given what Mr. Carvalho did, therefore the Court rules in favor of Mojave and 

Western on Cashman's cause of action for Claim on Payment Bond (Fourteenth Cause of 

Action). 

8. Second,  in its Ninth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western. The Court rules in 

favor of Mojave and Western on this cause of action. 

9. Regarding Cashman's Ninth Cause of Action for Enforcement of Mechanic's 

Lien Release Bond, the operative documents are Exhibits 11, 66, 4, and 13. Exhibits 11 and 66 

are the Notice of Lien and the Amended Notice of Lien, respectively. These two documents 

stand for the proposition that Cashman had a lien in place relating to the Materials provided and 

the Court finds that Cashman did perfect its lien claim against the Project, pursuant to the 

requirements of NRS 108.221, et seq. and the amount of the amended lien is $683,726.89. 

10. The Court finds that Cashman complied with NRS 108.245 in the service of its 

preliminary notices, and therefore, as a matter of law, there was sufficient preliminary or legal 

notice to the owner. 

11. However, Exhibit 4, the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment, 

stands for the proposition that Cashman released any notice of lien when it provided the 

Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment in exchange for the check from Cam. 

This Release states as follows: "NOTICE: THIS DOCUMENT WAIVES RIGHTS 

UNCONDITIONALLY AND STATES THAT YOU HAVE BEEN PAID FOR GIVING UP 

THESE RIGHTS. THIS DOCUMENT IS ENFORCEABLE AGAINST YOU IF YOU SIGN 

IT, EVEN IF YOU HAVE NOT BEEN PAID. IF YOU HAVE NOT BEEN PAID, USE A 

CONDITIONAL RELEASE FORM." 

12. Notwithstanding the language in the waiver and release, if the payment given in 

exchange for the waiver or release is made by check, draft or other such negotiable instrument 

8 



1 and the same fails to clear the bank on which it is drawn for any reason, then the waiver and 

2 release shall be deemed null and void and of no legal effect 

	

3 	13. 	However, the Court finds that the check identified as Exhibit 13-004, that Mojave 

4 furnished to CAM on April 26, 2011 in the amount of $820,261.75 is the payment. Thus, once 

5 Mojave made this payment (Exhibit 13-004) to CAM, then Cashman waived and released any 

6 lien it had relating to the Materials provided. 

	

7 	14. 	In other words, the check Mojave provided to CAM constitutes payment to 

8 Cashman for purposes of the enforceability of the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final 

9 Payment that Cashman provided in exchange for the payment Cashman received from CAM. 

	

10 	15. 	Thus, the Court rules in favor of Mojave and Western on Cashman's cause of 

11 action for Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause of Action), 

	

12 	16. 	Third, in its Third Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

13 Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave. The Court rules in favor of Cashman on this 

	

14 	cause of action. 

	

15 	17. 	Regarding Cashman's Third Cause of Action for Foreclosure of Security Interest, 

16 the operative documents are Exhibits 1 and 5. Exhibit 1 is the Application for Credit that 

17 Cashman involved itself with Mr. Carvalho. Section 8, page 2 of this Application for Credit 

18 stands for the proposition that Cashman had a security interest in the Materials provided to the 

19 Project at the time the Application for Credit was signed 

	

20 	18. 	Cashman perfected its security interest with Exhibit 5, a UCC Financing 

	

21 	Statement. The UCC Financing Statement is sufficient and specific in identifying the Materials. 

	

22 	19. 	The Court finds this UCC Financing Statement is a legally binding security 

	

23 	instrument establishing a security interest inuring to the favor of Cashman in the Materials 

24 provided hereto, or in this case, the value or proceeds derived from the Materials. 

	

25 	20. 	The value of the Materials is in Exhibit 40, the subcontract between Mojave and 

26 Whiting Turner, which on page 23, identifies the value of the Materials, $957,433 for the core 

27 and shell emergency generator and $297,559 for the UPS system. 

	

28 	21. 	As such, given that Cashman perfected its security interest in the Materials, the 

9 



1 	Court rules in favor of Cashman on its cause of action for Foreclosure of Security Interest against 

2 Mojave (Third Cause of Action) in the amount set forth below.. 

3 	22. 	Fourth,  in its cause of action from the consolidated case, Cashman alleges a 

4 cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer. The Court rules in favor of Mojave on this cause of 

5 	action. 

6 

Regarding Cashman's cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer, NRS 112.180 states: 

1. A transfer made or obligation incurred by a debtor is fraudulent 
as to a creditor, whether the creditor's claim arose before or after the 
transfer was made or the obligation was incurred, if the debtor made 
the transfer or incurred the obligation: 

(a) With actual intent to hinder, delay or defraud any creditor 
of the debtor, or 

(b) Without receiving a reasonably equivalent value in 
exchange for the transfer or obligation, and the debtor: 

(1) Was engaged or was about to engage in a business 
or a transaction for which the remaining assets of the 
debtor were unreasonably small in relation to the 
business or transaction; or 

(2) Intended to incur, or believed or reasonably should 
have believed that the debtor would incur, debts 
beyond his or her ability to pay as they became due. 

Further, NRS 112.190 states: 

1. A transfer made or obligation incurred by a debtor is fraudulent 
as to a creditor whose claim arose before the transfer was made or the 
obligation was incurred if the debtor made the transfer or incurred the 
obligation without receiving a reasonably equivalent value in 
exchange for the transfer or obligation and the debtor was insolvent at 
that time or the debtor became insolvent as a result of the transfer or 
obligation. 

2. A transfer made by a debtor is fraudulent as to a creditor whose 
claim arose before the transfer was made if the transfer was made to 
an insider for an antecedent debt, the debtor was insolvent at that 
time, and the insider had reasonable cause to believe that the debtor 
was insolvent. 

	

23. 	Cashman's claim for fraudulent transfer fails because Mojave had no real inside 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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1 complicity with CAM. 

2 	24. 	The Court finds that there must be complicity between Mojave and CAM in order 

3 for Cashman to prevail on its claim for Fraudulent Transfer. 

4 	25. 	As such, given that Mojave had no real inside complicity with CAM, the Court 

5 rules in favor of Mojave on Cashman's cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer. 

6 	26. 	Fifth, in its Fifteenth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

7 Unjust Enrichment against the Owners. The Court rules in favor of Cashman on this cause of 

8 action, as long as Cashman puts the codes in (i.e. provides them and implements them). 

9 	27. 	"Unjust enrichment is the unjust retention . . of money or property of another 

10 against the fundamental principles of justice or equity and good conscience." Topaz Mut. Co. 

11 	Inc. v. Marsh, 108 Nev. 845, 856, 839 P.2d 606, 613 (1992) (citations omitted); see also Coury v. 

12 Robison, 115 Nev. 84, 90, 976 P.2d 518, 521 (1999) (citations omitted) ("fuinjust enrichment 

13 occurs whenever a person has and retains a benefit which in equity and good conscience belongs 

14 	to another. Unjust enrichment is the unjust retention of a benefit to the loss of another."). This 

15 cause of action "exists when the Cashman confers a benefit on the defendant, the defendant 

16 appreciates such benefit, and there is 'acceptance and retention by the defendant of such benefit 

17 under circumstances such that it would be inequitable for him to retain the benefit without 

18 payment of the value thereof '" Certified Fire Prot., Inc. v. Precision Constr., Inc., 	Nev. , 

19 	283 P.3d 250,257 (2012) (citations omitted). 

20 	28. 	Regarding Cashman's cause of action for unjust enrichment against the owners, 

21 this Court rules in favor of Cashman as long as Cashman provides, implements, and actually puts 

22 in the codes at issue. Thus, as long as Cashman provides, implements, and actually puts in the 

23 	codes at issue, Cashman is entitled to the amount in the escrow account, which is $86,600.00. 

24 	29. 	At trial, before this Court was one cause of action, a defense counterclaim, 

25 asserted by Defendants: (1) Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief). The Court rules in favor 

26 of Cashman on this cause of action. 3  

27 
3  In Defendants' Answer to Fourth Amended Complaint, Counterclaim against Cashman Equipment Company and 

28 	Crossclaim against CAM Consulting, Inc. and Angelo Carvalho, Defendants alleged two other causes of action 



1 	30. 	"Under Nevada law, the elements of the tort of negligent misrepresentation are: 

2 	(a) a representation that is false; (b) this representation was made in the course of the defendant's 

3 business, or in any action in which he has a pecuniary interest; (c) the representation was for the 

4 	guidance of others in their business transactions; (d) the representation was justifiably relied 

5 	upon; (e) this reliance resulted in pecuniary loss to the relying party; and (f) the defendant failed 

6 to exercise reasonable case or competence in obtaining or communicating the information." 

7 Ideal Elec. Co. v. Flowserve Corp., 357 F.Supp.2d 1248, 1255 (D. Nev. 2005). Here, even 

8 though this defense counterclaim is essentially moot, as this Court ruled in favor of Mojave and 

9 Western on the cause of action for Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause 

10 of Action), this Court further holds that Cashman did not make a misrepresentation as to any 

11 	matter including its notice of liens. 

12 	31. 	As such, given that Cashman did not make any misrepresentations as to any 

13 matter relating to its notice of liens, the Court rules in favor of Cashman on Defendants' cause of 

14 	action for misrepresentation. 

15 	32. 	In summary, and relating to the claims for relief before this Court: (a) this Court 

16 finds in favor of Cashman on its claims for Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave 

17 (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the Owners (Fifteenth Cause of Action); 

18 (b) this Court finds in favor of Mojave and/or Western on Cashman's claims for Claim on 

19 Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action), Enforcement of 

20 Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of Action), and 

21 Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidated Case); (e) this Court finds in favor of Cashman on 

22 Mojave's defense counterclaim for Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief). 

23 Equitable Fault Relating to Contracting with CAM 

24 	33. 	As the Court ruled in favor of Cashman on its Third Cause of Action, Cashman is 

25 in a position to collect the amount owed, as provided in its lien, $683,726.89, less any amount 

	 (continued) 
against Plaintiff for: (I) Breach of Contract (First Claim for Relief); and (2) Breach of Implied Covenant of Good 
Faith and Fair Dealing (Second Claim for Relief). However, at trial, Defendants only argued one cause of action for 
misrepresentation and thus, abandoned these other two aforementioned causes of action. Thus, these two 
aforementioned causes of action are dismissed with prejudice, 

26 

27 

28 
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1 	Cashman would receive from the escrow account for finalizing the codes. 

	

2 	34. 	However, this Court has analyzed the evidence in front of it and makes a 

3 determination that both Cashman and Mojave bear some responsibility of fault for what CAM 

4 and/or Mr. Carvalho did in this action (i.e. absconded with the funds that Mojave provided, 

5 which were supposed to be paid to Cashman for the Materials Cashman provided to the Project). 

6 More specifically, as far as equitable fault here, and even though this Court notes that both 

7 Mojave and Cashman are innocent victims here, this Court finds that Cashman is sixty-seven 

8 percent (67%) responsible and Mojave is thirty-three percent (33%) responsible for Cam and Mr. 

	

9 	Carvalho's actions. 

	

10 	35. 	As an initial note regarding equitable fault of the parties, this Court holds that 

11 both Mojave and Cashman had to use a DBE here, CAM, and thus, neither Mojave nor Cashman 

12 bears any fault regarding having to contract with a DBE for the Project. 

	

13 	36. 	Cashman is sixty-seven percent (67%) equitably at fault because: (1) Mr. Fergen, 

14 Mojave's vice president of project development, presented three options to Cashman of potential 

15 certified DBEs: CAM, Nedco, and Codale. Cashman, when presented with these three options, 

16 made the decision to go forward and contract with CAM on the Project. As such, there were 

17 options given by Mojave and Cashman made the decision to use CAM here; (2) months before 

18 CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho absconded with the funds, Cashman had an opportunity to identify 

19 credit problems with CAM; Cashman identified some of these credit problems and this is why 

20 Cashman did not want to extend credit to CAM which inures some responsibility here; (3) 

21 Mojave had dealt with CAM on a couple of other projects (i.e. the Las Vegas Metro Project and 

22 the Nevada Energy Project noted above), and Mojave should have reasonably concluded that 

23 CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho was doing what he was supposed to do in those sorts of seenarios;(4) 

24 Mojave, as a courtesy, arranged the meeting with Cashman and CAM to allow Cashman to 

25 figure him out because CAM would be in the middle of Mojave and Cashman. 

	

26 	37. 	Mojave is thirty-three percent (33%) responsible for CAM and Mr. Carvalho's 

27 actions here because, among other things: (1) Cashman requested that Mojave issue a joint check 

28 to both Cashman and CAM, and Mojave said no to that request; even though this Court is not 
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I 	sure a joint check would not have necessarily solved the problem, but Cashman's request was a 

2 good request and Mojave takes some responsibility for saying no, when they could have gone to 

3 Whiting Turner and presented Cashman's request and given that Mojave had issued a joint cheek 

4 to QED and CAM;; and (2) the payment made to CAM, that was not made to Cashman for the 

5 Materials, initiated with Mojave, which gives Mojave some responsibility. 

6 Damages 

	

7 	38. 	Since Cashman is the prevailing party on its claims for Foreclosure of Security 

8 Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the Owners 

9 (Fifteenth Cause of Action), Cashman is entitled to a damages amount. 

	

10 	39. 	The formula for calculating this amount of damages is the following: (The amount 

11 of the Amended Notice of Lien (Exhibit 66) minus the amount in escrow, which will be released 

12 to Cashman after the codes are finalized) times the percentage of Mojave's fault that was set 

	

13 	forth in the equitable analysis above. Hence, this equates to the following formula: 

	

14 	($683,726.89-$86,600.00)*.33 = $197,051.87. 

	

15 	40. 	Any proceeds from the criminal case of Mr. Carvalho (in the Eighth Judicial 

16 District Court, in and for Clark County, Nevada, Case No: C-12-283210-1 (the "Criminal 

17 Case"), which is effect any and all restitution that comes out of the Criminal Case, will be 

18 equally split 50/50 between Cashman and Mojave. 

	

19 	41. 	In regards to the property located at 6321 Little Elm St. N. Las Vegas, Nevada, 

20 APN #124-29-110-099 (the "Property"), this Court is confirming its prior holding in its Findings 

21 of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order on Cashman Equipment Company's Motion for 

22 Summary Judgment against Janel Rennie aka Janel Carvalho filed with this Court on June 14, 

23 2013 (the "June 14, 2013 FFCL") that awarded the Property to Cashman. 

	

24 	42. 	At trial, the Defendants have requested a "setoff" calculation of approximately 

	

25 	$62,710.53 (see Exhibit 65 minus the battery invoice for $79,721.31 (Exhibit 65-015)), for 

26 Mojave's costs Mojave alleges to have incurred on the Project after Cashman decided to stop 

27 work on the Project due to not receiving payment for the Materials. The Court finds for the 

28 Cashman on Defendant's claim for "setoff" pursuant to NRS §624.626(9) which states "[n]o 
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1 	lower-tiered subcontractor or his or her lower-tiered subcontractors or suppliers, or their 

2 respective sureties, may be held liable for any delays or damages that an owner or higher-tiered 

	

3 	contractor may suffer as a result of the lower-tiered subcontractor and his or her lower-tiered 

4 subcontractors and suppliers stopping their work or the provision of materials or equipment or 

5 terminating an agreement for a reasonable basis in law or fact and in accordance with this 

6 section." This Court finds that Cashman had a reasonable basis in law or fact to stop working on 

7 the Project, after not receiving payment for the Materials as required. 

	

8 	43. 	Any of the foregoing conclusions of law that are more properly findings of fact 

	

9 	shall be so considered. 

	

10 	 ORDER  

	

11 	Based upon the foregoing, and other good cause appearing: 

	

12 	IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, as to Cashman's Causes of Action for Foreclosure of 

	

13 	Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the 

14 Owners Cashman conditioned upon the installation of the codes(Fifteenth Cause of Action), this 

15 Court finds in favor of Cashman. 

	

16 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Cashman's Causes of Action for 

17 Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action), 

18 Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of 

19 Action), and Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case), this Court finds in favor of Mojave 

20 and Western. 

	

21 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Mojave's defense counterclaim for 

22 Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief), this Court finds in favor of Cashman. 

	

23 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Mojave's request for a "setoff', this 

24 Court finds in favor of Cashman. 

	

25 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court awards Cashman $197,051.87, 

26 on its Third Cause of Action, which is calculated as the following: (the amount of the Amended 

27 Notice of Lien minus the amount in escrow, if Cashman finalizes the codes) times the percentage 

	

28 	of Mojave's fault that was set forth in the equitable analysis above. 
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DATED this 	day of 	 ,2014. 

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

ROB BARE 
JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT, DEPARTMENT 32 

20 

	

I 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court awards Cashman the entire 

2 amount remaining in the escrow account, $86,600, on its Fifteenth Cause of Action to be paid 

	

3 	after Cashman installs the codes; 

	

4 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that any proceeds from the Criminal Case (i.e. 

	

5 	any and all restitution that comes out of the Criminal Case) will be equally split 50/50 between 

6 Cashman and Mojave. 

	

7 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court will address any issues of 

	

8 	attorneys' fees, costs, and prejudgment interest through post decision motions that may be filed 

9 with the Court. 

	

10 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that after this Findings of Fact and Conclusions 

	

11 	of Law is filed, the parties will submit a judgment to this effect accordingly. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 Respectfully submitted by: 

17 
	

Dated this  3c=,  	day of April, 2014. 

18 PEZZILLO LLOYD 

19 

BRIAN J. P 	LLO, ESQ. (NBN 7136) 
JENNIFE ' R. OYD, ESQ. (NBN 9617) 
6725 VLr 	i Parkway, Suite 290 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Cashman Equipment 
Company 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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corporation; ANGELO CARVALHO, an 
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AND RELATED MATTERS. 

(Consolidated with Case No. A653029) 
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FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Trial Dates: January 21-24, 2014 
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TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

25 

26 
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1 	PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 

2 LAW was entered in the above entitled matter and filed on May 5, 2014, a copy of which is 

3 	attached hereto. 

DATED: May  Co  , 2014 	PEZZILLO LLOYD 

5 

6 By: 
Brian J. eiall • , Esq. 
Nevad Bar 7136 
Jennifer '.Lloyd, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 9617 
PEZZILLO LLOYD 
6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (702) 233-4225 
Fax: (702) 233-4252 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Cashman Equipment Company 

13 

14 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

15 
The undersigned, an employee of the law firm of PEZZILLO LLOYD, hereby certifies 

16 that on the  V'  day of May, 2014, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document, NOTICE 

17 OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW was served by 

18 placing said copy in an envelope, postage frilly prepaid, in the U.S. Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, 

19 
	said envelope(s) addressed to: 

20 
Brian Boschee, Esq. 
COTTON, DRIGGS, ET AL. 
400 S. 4th  St., 3 rd  Fl. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a 
Nevada corporation, 

Case No.: 	A642583 
Dept. No.: 	32 

V. 	 (Consolidated with Case No, A653029) 

CAM CONSULTING, INC., a Nevada 
corporation; ANGELO CARVALHO, an 	j FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
individual; JANEL RENNIE aka JANEL 	I CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
CARVALHO, an individual; WEST EDNA 
ASSOCIATES, LTD, dba MOJAVE 
ELECTRIC, a Nevada corporation; WESTERN Trial Dates: January 21-24, 2014 
SURETY COMPANY, a surety; THE WHITIN 
TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY, a 
Maryland corporation; FIDELITY AND 
DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a 
surety; TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND 
SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA, a surety; 
DOES 1-10, inclusive; and ROE 
CORPORATIONS 1-10 inclusive; 

Defendants. 

AND RELATED MATTERS. 

This ease having come on for trial on January 21-24, 2014 before this Court, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY ("Plaintiff" or "Cashman") 

was represented by and through its counsel, Brian J. Pezzillo, Esq. and Jennifer R. Lloyd, Esq. of 

the law firm of Pezzillo Lloyd and Defendants/Countcrelaimants WESTERN SURETY 

COMPANY ("Western"), THE WHITING TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY ("Whiting 
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Turner"), FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND ("Fidelity"), 

2 TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA ("Travelers"), WEST 

3 EDNA ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE ELECTRIC ("Mojave"), QII Las Vegas, LLC, PQ 

4 Las Vegas, LLC, LWTIC Successor LLC, and FC/LW Vegas (collectively "Defendants") were 

5 represented by and through their counsel, Brian W. Bosehee, Esq. and William N. Miller, Esq. of 

6 the law firm of Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson, & Thompson. The Court, having fully 

7 heard the testimony of the witnesses, reviewed the evidence during the trial, having considered 

8 the oral and written arguments set forth by appearing counsel at the trial, and also having read 

9 and considered the other papers and pleadings on. file herein, and good cause appearing, enters 

10 the following findings of fact and conclusions of law as follows: 

11 	 FINDINGS OF FACT 

12 	I. 	Cashman and CAM Consulting, Inc. ("CAM") entered into a contract whereby 

13 Cashman was to supply materials comprised of generators, switehgear, and associated items (the 

14 "Materials") to the New Las Vegas City Hall Project (the "Project"). 

15 	1 	The Project was privately owned at the time of construction, by Forest City 

16 Enterprises through a conglomerate of private entities which include PQ Las Vegas, QH Las 

17 Vegas, PC/LW Las Vegas LLC and LWTIC Successor LLC eta Forest City Enterprises which 

18 will hereinafter be collectively referred to as "Owner" from December 2009 until February 17, 

19 2012, when the building was transferred after construction to the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 

20 	1 	The Owner contracted with Whiting Turner to serve as the general contractor on 

21 	the Project. 

22 
	

4. 	Whiting Turner contracted with Mojave to be the electrical subcontractor on the 

23 Project. Mojave's subcontract with Whiting Turner, dated February 11, 2010, is identified as 

24 Subcontract No. 12600-26A. (Exhibit 40) (the "Mojave Subcontract"), The Mojave Subcontract 

25 required Mojave to perform all electrical work (Exhibit B to the Contract, J40-012 thru 027), 

26 which included the Materials supplied to the Project by Cashman, 

27 	5. 	The Mojave Subcontract also required Mojave to obtain a payment bond (J40- 

28 007, para. (p)). Id. Mojave obtained this payment bond on dated March 2, 2010 from Western 
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20 
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23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

in the amount of $10,969,669.00 ("the Mojave Payment Bond"). (Exhibit 49) The Mojave 

Payment Bond states that Mojave, as Principal, and Western, as surety, are bound unto Whiting 

Turner, as Obligee, in the amount of $10,996,669.00, and that the bond is for the benefit of all 

persons supplying labor, material, rental equipment, supplies or services in the performance of 

the Mojave's Subcontract. 

6. Cashman initially provided bids for the Materials directly to Mojave and Mojave 

selected Cashman to supply the Materials to the Project. 

7. Mojave accepted Cashman's bid on or about January 11, 2010, and Cashman 

began work shortly thereafter on the submittals required for approval of the Materials. 

8. Mojave then informed Cashman that the Materials needed to be supplied through 

a disadvantaged business entity ("DBE"), as Mojave's Subcontract suggested that Mojave utilize 

IVIBE/WBE/DBE vendors and suppliers to fulfill the Project's diversity goals. 

9. Mojave issued two purchase orders to to purchase the Materials that would be 

supplied by Cashman for the Project on April 23, 2010. The purchase orders were issued to 

CAM do Cashman Equipment. Cashman The City of Las Vegas and the owners of the Project 

suggested that subcontractors use a disadvantaged business entity ("DBE") on the Project. CAM 

fulfilled this role for Mojave. 

10. Mojave had contracted with CAM on two other projects to fulfill similar DBE 

requirements, one of which was prior to this Project. 

11. Cashman's scope of work on the Project included preparing submittals for 

approval of the materials, as required by the Mojave purchase orders and responding to requests 

for additional information. 

12, 	On April 29, 2010 Cashman served a Notice of Right to Lien, pursuant to NRS 

108,245. 

13. After the submittals were approved, Mojave sent notice to Cashman_ on May 24, 

2010 that the Materials as detailed were approved. 

14. Mojave issued a Material Release Order on August 11, 2010 to Cashman and 

Cashman began procuring the Materials. 
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1 	15. 	Cashman served a second Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on 

2 December 7,2010. 

	

3 	16. 	The Materials were delivered in a series of shipments beginning on November 18, 

4 2010 with the delivery of the Mitsubishi uninterrupted power supply to Mojave. The Cateipillar 

5 switchgear was delivered to Mojave on December 27, 2010. The three automatic transfer 

6 switches and two batteries for the switchgear were provided to Mojave on January 5, 2011. 

7 Cashman coordinated delivery of the two Caterpillar diesel generators to the Project on January 

8 19-20, 2011 where they were set in place by crane 

	

9 	17. 	Cashman 's work required some startup functions that could not be completed at 

10 delivery but were to be scheduled later. 

	

11 	18, 	Cashman served a third Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on 

	

12 	April 20, 2011. 

	

13 	19. 	Cashman served a fourth Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on 

14 April 28, 2011. 

	

15 	20. 	Caslnnan personnel were on site at the Project as needed to perform certain 

16 startup and installation functions beginning Jannary 20,2011 and continuing until May 23, 2011. 

	

17 	21. 	Cashman supplied most, but not all, of the Materials through CAM after having 

18 been selected to supply the Materials by Mojave, on the Project. 

	

19 	22. 	Prior to supplying the Materials to CAM, Cashman required CAM to sign a credit 

20 agreement granting Cashman a security interest in the Materials. 

	

21 	23. 	Cashman caused a UCC Financing Statement to be filed with the Nevada 

22 Secretary of State on February 16, 2011, identifying the Materials and all proceeds thereof. 

	

23 	24. 	Cashman did not file a release of the UCC Financing Statement, 

	

24 	25, 	After delivery of the Materials to the Project, Cashman issued two invoices to 

25 CAM dated February 1, 2011 totaling $755,893.89, On January 31, 2010, CAM issued an 

26 invoice to Mojave for the Materials that had been supplied by Cashman 

27 
	

26. 	CAM did not pay Cashman as required by the terms of the invoice. 

28 
	

27. 	Cashman contacted Mojave due to CAM's failure to pay and requested that 
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Mojave issue payment for the Materials in the form of a joint check, made payable to CAM and 

Cashman. 

28. 	Mojave refused to issue a joint check as payment for the Materials. 

4 	29. 	Mojave contacted Cashman to request that Cashman provide an Unconditional 

5  Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment for the Materials, 

	

6 	30. 	Cashman refused to provide the requested release as it had not been paid. 

	

7 	31. 	A meeting occurred at Mojave's offices on or about April 26, 2011 wherein 

Mojave tendered payment to CAM for the Materials, despite the fact that CAM had not yet 8 

9 completed all of its work on the Project. 

	

10 	32, At the same meeting, Mojave required CAM to issue payment back to Mojave 

	

11 	Systems, a division of Mojave in the amount of $275,636.70, check no. 1032 dated April 27, 

12 2011 in the amount of $139,367.70 and check no. 1033 dated April 28, 2011 in the amount of 

13 $136,269.00 related to another project on which CAM and Mojave were contracted, 

	

14 	33, 	Within minutes of CAM's receipt of Mojave's payment and while still at 

15 Mojave's offices, CAM provided a check to Cashman for the full amount due, $755,893.89. 

	

16 	34. 	After Cashman received this check from CAM, and in exchange for this check, 

17 Cashman executed an Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment (Exhibit 4) 1  

18 relating to the Materials and provided it to CAM. 

	

19 	35. 	Between April 26, 2011 and April 28, 2011, CAM received $901,380,93 from 

20 Mojave. 

	

21 	36. 	Very shortly thereafter, CAM stopped payment on the check issued to Cashman 

22 and it was returned unpaid. 

	

23 
	

37. 	After receiving notice of the stop payment, Cashman attempted collection of the 

24 amount owed from CAM. 

	

25 	38. 	CAM provided another check to Cashman, which was immediately presented at 

26 the bank from which the check was drawn and the bank refused to cash the check as there were 

27 
1  MI references to "Exhibit " refer to the exhibits that were admitted into evidence at the trial on January 21-24, 

	

28 	2014, 
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I insufficient funds in the account. 

2 	39. 	Shortly thereafter CAM ceased operations and then failed to pay for Cashman for 

3 the Materials provided to the Project. 

4 	40. 	Not all startup functions were completed due to CAM's stopping payment on the 

5 check it issued to Cashman, notice of which was provided to Cashman on or about May 5, 2011. 

	

6 	41. 	On June 22, 2011, Cashman recorded a mechanic's lien in the amount of 

7 $755,893.89, the Notice of Lien, against the Project as it had not received payment for the 

	

8 	Materials supplied (Exhibit 11). 

	

9 
	

42, 	Thereafter, Mojave obtained a Lien Release Bond from Western on September 8, 

	

10 	2011 (Exhibit 39). 

	

11 	43. 	Cashman amended its complaint to seelc recovery on its lien claim from this bond. 

	

12 
	

44. 	On January 22, 2014, Cashman recorded an Amended Notice of Lien in the 

13 amount of $683,726.89 against the Project (Exhibit 66), 

	

14 	45. 	Any of the foregoing fmdings of fact that are more properly conclusions of law 

15 shall be so considered. 

16 

	

17 	 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

18 claims for Relief Asserted 

	

19 	1, 	At trial, before this Court were five causes of action asserted by Cashman: (1) 

20 Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action); (2) 

21 Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of 

22 Action); (3) Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action); (4) 

23 Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case); and (5) Unjust Enrichment against the Owners 

24 (Fifteenth Cause of Action). 2  All of these causes of action will be discussed in tarn and in the 

25 
2  In its Fourth Amended Complaint, Plaintiff alleged additional causes of action. However, at trial, Plaintiff only 
argued five causes of action and thus, abandoned each and every other cause of action against the Defendants 
including the following: (1) Unjust Enrichment against Mojave (Tenth Cause of Action); (2) Contractor's Bond 
Claim against Mojave and Western (Eleventh Cause of Action (3) Unjust Enrichment against Whiting Turner 
(Twelfth Cause of Action); and (4) Claim on Payment Bond against Whiting Turner, Fidelity, and Travelers 
(Thirteenth Cause of Action). Thus, these four aforementioned causes of action are dismissed with prejudice. 

26 

27 

28 
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1 	order that the Court addressed in its ruling on January 24, 2014. 

	

2 	2, 	First, in its Fourteenth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

3 Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western. The Court rules in favor of Mojave and 

4 Western on this cause of action, Regarding Cashman's Fourteenth Cause of Action for Claim on 

5 Payment Bond, the operative document is Exhibit 49 entitled "Payment Bond", which identifies 

6 Mojave as the Principal and Western as the Surety. In relevant part, the Payment Bond states 

7 "NOW, THEREFORE, THE CONDITION OF TIES OBLIGATION is such, that if the Principal. 

8 shall promptly make payments to all persons supplying labor, material, renrAl equipment, 

9 supplies or services in the performance of said Contract and any and all modifications of said 

10 Contract that may hereafter be made, then this obligation shall be null and void; otherwise it 

	

11 	shall remain in full force and effect," 

	

12 	3. 	Strict application of that paragraph would stand for the proposition that, all 

13 payments to Cashman were not made, however, the Court finds that the defense of impossibility 

14 is available to Mojave in this situation, as articulated in articulated in Nebaco, Ina v. Riverview 

15 Realty Co., Inc., which states that Igjenerally, the defense of impossibility is available to a 

16 promisor where his performance is made impossible or highly impractical by the occurrence of 

17 unforeseen contingencies.. . but if the unforeseen contingency is one which the promisor should 

18 have foreseen, and for which he should have provided, this defense is unavailable to him,"  87 

19 Nev. 55, 57, 482 P.2d 305, 307 (1971). Here, Mojave tendered payment to the entity that it had 

20 an agreement with to supply labor and materials, CAM and thus, because of the defense of 

21 impossibility, the Court finds that Mojave was discharged of its duty to Cashman, even though 

22 Cashman a material supplier to the Project under Mojave did not receive payment, 

	

23 	4. 	The defense of impossibility applies here, given that it was impossible or highly 

24 impractical for Mojave to foresee that CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho would abscond with the funds 

25 which made Mojave's performance impossible as to Cashman under the Payment Bond.. 

	

26 	5, 	The Court likens the actions of Cam to an intervening cause. 

	

27 	6. 	The Court expressly finds that Cashman has standing to bring a claim on the 

28 Payment Bond given the language of the Payment Bond, which states, on page 2, that the 
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1 principal and the surety agree the bond shall inure to the benefit of all persons supplying labor, 

2 materials, rental equipment, supplies, or services in the performance of Mojave's contract 

	

3 	7, 	The Court finds it was simply impossible for Mojave to perform under the 

4 Payment Bond given what Mr. Carvalho did, therefore the Court rules in favor of Mojave and 

5 Western on Cashman's cause of action for Claim on Payment Bond (Fourteenth Cause of 

6 Action). 

	

7 
	

8. 	Sccond in its Ninth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

8 Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western. The Court rules in 

9 favor of Mojave and Western on this cause of action. 

	

10 	9, 	Regarding Cashman's Ninth Cause of Action for Enforcement of Mechanic's 

11 Lien Release Bond, the operative documents are Exhibits 11, 66, 4, and 13. Exhibits 11 and 66 

12 are the Notice of Lien and the Amended Notice of Lien, respectively. These two documents 

13 stand for the proposition that Cashman had a lien in place relating to the Materials provided and 

14 the Court finds that Cashman did perfect its lien claim against the Project, pursuant to the 

15 requirements of NRS 108.221, et seq. and the amount of the amended lien is $683,726.89. 

	

16 	10. 	The Court finds that Cashman complied with NRS 108.245 in the service of its 

17 preliminary notices, and therefore, as a matter of law, there was sufficient preliminary or legal 

18 notice to the owner. 

	

19 	11. 	However, Exhibit 4, the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment, 

20 stands for the proposition that Cashman released any notice of lien when it provided the 

21 Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment in exchange for the check from Cam, 

22 This Release states as follows: "NOTICE: THIS DOCUMENT WAIVES RIGHTS 

23 UNCONDITIONALLY AND STA LES THAT YOU HAVE BEEN PAID FOR GIVING UP 

24 THESE RIGHTS. THIS DOCUMENT IS ENFORCEABLE AGAINST YOU IF YOU SIGN 

25 IT, EVEN IF YOU HAVE NOT BEEN PAID. IF YOU HAVE NOT BEEN PAID, USE A 

26 CONDITIONAL RELEASE FORM." 

	

27 	12. 	Notwithstanding the language in the waiver and release, if the payment given in 

28 exchange for the waiver or release is made by check, draft or other such negotiable instrument 
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1 and the same fails to clear the bank on which it is drawn for any reason, then the waiver and 

2 release shall be deemed null and void and of no legal effect 

	

3 	13. 	However, the Court finds that the check identified as Exhibit 13-004, that Mojave 

4 furnished to CAM on April 26, 2011 in the amount of $820,261.75 is the payment. Thus, once 

5 Mojave made this payment (Exhibit 13-004) to CAM, then Cashman waived and released any 

6 lien it had relating to the Materials provided. 

	

7 	14. 	In other words, the check Mojave provided to CAM constitutes payment to 

8 Cashman for puiposes of the enforceability of the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final 

9 Payment that Cashman provided in exchange for the payment Cashman. received from CAM. 

	

10 	15. 	Thus, the Court rules in favor of Mojave and Western on Cashman's cause of 

11 action for Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause of Action). 

	

12 	16. 	Third, in its Third Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

13 Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave. The Court rules in favor of Cashinati on this 

14 cause of action. 

	

15 	17, 	Regarding Cashman's Third Cause of Action for Foreclosure of Security Interest, 

16 the operative documents are Exhibits 1 and 5. Exhibit 1 is the Application for Credit that 

17 Cashman involved itself with Mr. Caivalho, Section 8, page 2 of this Application for Credit 

18 stands for the proposition that Cashman had a security interest in the Materials provided to the 

19 Project at the time the Application for Credit was signed 

	

20 	18. 	Cashman perfected its security interest with Exhibit 5, a UCC Financing 

21 Statement. The UCC Financing Statement is sufficient and specific in identifying the Materials, 

	

22 	19. 	The Court finds this UCC Financing Statement is a legally binding security 

23 instrument establishing a security interest inuring to the favor of Cashman in the Materials 

24 provided hereto, or in this case, the value or proceeds derived from the Materials. 

	

25 	20. 	The value of the Materials is in Exhibit 40, the subcontract between Mojave and 

26 Whiting Turner, which on page 23, identifies the value of the Materials, $957,433 for the core 

27 and shell emergency generator and $297,559 for the UPS system. 

	

28 	21. 	As such, given that Cashman perfected its security interest in the Materials, the 
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1 	Court rules in favor of Cashman on its cause of action for Foreclosure of Security Interest against 

2 Mojave (Third Cause of Action) in the amount set forth below.. 

3 	22. 	Fourth,  in its cause of action from the consolidated case, Cashman alleges a 

4 cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer. The Court rules in favor of Mojave on this cause of 

5 	action. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Further, NRS 112,190 states: 

1. A transfer made or obligation incurred by a debtor is fraudulent 
as to a creditor whose claim arose before the transfer was made or the 
obligation was incurred if the debtor made the transfer or incurred the 
obligation without receiving a reasonably equivalent value in 
exchange for the transfer or obligation and the debtor was insolvent at 
that time or the debtor became insolvent as a result of the transfer or 
obligation. 

2. A transfer made by a debtor is fraudulent as to a creditor whose 
claim arose before the transfer was made if the transfer was made to 
an insider for an antecedent debt, the debtor was insolvent at that 
time, and the insider had reasonable cause to believe that the debtor 
was insolvent. 

23. 	Cashman's claim for fraudulent transfer fails because Mojave had no real inside 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Regarding Cashman's cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer, NRS 112.180 states: 

I. A transfer made or obligation incurred by a debtor is fraudulent 
as to a creditor, whether the creditor's claim arose before or after the 
transfer was made or the obligation was ine -urred, if the debtor made 
the transfer or incurred the obligation: 

(a) With actual intent to hinder, delay or defraud any creditor 
of the debtor, or 

(b) Without receiving a reasonably equivalent value in 
exchange for the transfer or obligation, and the debtor: 

(I) Was engaged or was about to engage in a business 
or a transaction for which the remaining assets of the 
debtor were unreasonably small in relation to the 
business or transaction; or 

(2) Intended to incur, or believed or reasonably should 
have believed that the debtor would incur, debts 
beyond his or her ability to pay as they became due. 
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complicity with CAM. 

2 	24. 	The Court finds that there must be complicity between Mojave and CAM in order 

3 for Caslunan to prevail on its claim for Fraudulent Transfer. 

4 	25. 	As such, given that Mojave had no real inside complicity with CAM, the Court 

5 rules in favor of Mojave on Cashman's cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer, 

	

6 	26. 	Fifth, in its Fifteenth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for 

7 Unjust Enrichment against the Owners. The Court rules in favor of Cashman on this cause of 

8 action, as long as Cashman puts the codes in (i.e. provides them and implements them). 

	

9 	27. 	"Unjust enrichment is the unjust retention . of money or property of another 

10 against the fundamental principles of justice or equity and good conscience." Topaz Mut. Co. 

11 Inc. v. Marsh, 108 Nev. 845, 856, 839 P.2d 606, 613 (1992) (citations omitted); see also Coury v. 

12 Robison, 115 Nev. 84, 90, 976 P.2d 518, 521 (1999) (citations omitted) ("[u]njust enrichment 

13 occurs whenever a person has and retains a benefit which in equity and good conscience belongs 

14 to another. Unjust enrichment is the unjust retention of a benefit to the loss of another."). This 

15 cause of action "exists when the Cashman confers a benefit on the defendant, the defendant 

16 appreciates such benefit, and there is 'acceptance and retention by the defendant of such benefit 

17 under circumstances such that it would be inequitable for him to retain the benefit without 

18 payment of the value thereof.' Certified Fire Prof,, Inc. v. Precision Constr., Inc., Nev. , 

	

19 	283 13,3d 250, 257 (2012) (citations omitted). 

	

20 	28. 	Regarding Cashman's cause of action for unjust enrichment against the owners, 

21 this Court rules in favor of Cashman as long as Cashman provides, implements, and actually puts 

22 in the codes at issue. Thus, as long as Cashman provides, implements, and actually puts in the 

23 codes at issue, Cashman is entitled to the amount in the escrow account, which is $86,600.00. 

	

24 	29. 	At trial, before this Court was one cause of action, a defense counterclaim, 

25 asserted by Defendants: (1) Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief). The Court rules in favor 

26 of Cashman on this cause of action. 3  

27 
3 In Defendants' Answer to Fourth Amended Complaint, Counterclaim against Cashman. Equipment Company and 

	

28 	Crosselaim against CAM Consulting, hie, and Angelo Carvalho, Defendants alleged two other causes of action 
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1 	30. 	"Under Nevada law, the elements of the tort of negligent misrepresentation are: 

2 (a) a representation that is false; (b) this representation was made in the course of the defendant's 

3 business, or in any action in which he has a pecuniary interest; (c) the representation was for the 

4 guidance of others in their business transactions; (d) the representation was justifiably relied 

5 upon; (e) this reliance resulted in pecuniary loss to the relying party; and (I) the defendant failed 

6 to exercise reasonable case or competence in obtaining or communicating the information." 

7 Ideal Elec. Co. v, Flowserve ('oJp., 357 F.Supp.2d 1248, 1255 (D, Nev, 2005), Here, even 

8 though this defense counterclaim is essentially moot, as this Court ruled in favor of Mojave and 

9 Western on the cause of action for Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause 

10 of Action), this Court further holds that Cashman did not make a misrepresentation as to any 

	

11 	matter including its notice of liens, 

	

12 	31. 	As such, given that Cashman did not make any misrepresentations as to any 

13 matter relating to its notice of liens, the Court rules in favor of Cashman on Defendants' cause of 

14 action for misrepresentation, 

	

15 	32. 	In summary, and relating to the claims for relief before this Court: (a) this Court 

16 finds in favor of Cashman on its claims for Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave 

17 (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the Owners (Fifteenth Cause of Action); 

18 (h) this Court finds in favor of Mojave and/or Western on Cashman's claims for Claim on 

19 Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action), Enforcement of 

20 Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of Action), and 

21 Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidated Case); (c) this Court finds in favor of Cashman on 

22 Mojave's defense counterclaim for Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief). 

23 Equitable Fault Relating to Contracting with CAM 

	

24 	33. 	As the Court ruled in favor of Cashman on its Third Cause of Action, Cashman is 

25 in a position to collect the amount owed, as provided in its lien, $683,726.89, less any amount 

26 	 (continued) 
against Plaintiff for: (1) 13reach of Contract (First Claim for Relief); and (2) Broach of Implied Covenant of Good 

27 

	

	Faith and Fair Dealing (Second Claim for Relief), However, at trial, Defendants only argued one cause of action for 
misrepresentation and thus, abandoned these other two aforementioned causes of action. Thus, these two 

28 	aforementioned eauscs of action are dismissed with prejudice. 
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I Cashman would receive from the escrow account for finalizing the codes. 

2 	34. 	However, this Court has analyzed the evidence in front of it and makes a 

3 determination that both Cashman and Mojave bear some responsibility of fault for what CAM 

4 and/or Mr. Carvalho did in this action (i.e. absconded with the funds that Mojave provided, 

5 which were supposed to be paid to Cashman for the Materials Cashman provided to the Project). 

6 More specifically, as far as equitable fault here, and even though this Court notes that both 

7 Mojave and Cashman are innocent victims here, this Court finds that Cashman is sixty-seven 

8 percent (67%) responsible and Mojave is thirty-thee percent (33%) responsible for Cam and Mr. 

	

9 	Carvalho's actions. 

	

10 	35. 	As an initial note regarding equitable fault of the parties, this Court holds that 

11 both Mojave and Cashman had to use a DBE here, CAM, and thus, neither Mojave nor Cashman 

12 bears any fault regarding having to contract with a DBE for the Project, 

	

13 	36. 	Cashman is sixty-seven percent (67%) equitably at fault because: (1) Mr. Fergen, 

14 Mojave's vice president of project development, presented three options to Cashman of potential 

15 certified DBEs: CAM, Neck% and Codale. Cashman, when presented with these three options, 

16 made the decision to go forward and contract with CAM on the Projeet. As such, there were 

17 options given by Mojave and Cashman made the decision to use CAM here; (2) months before 

18 CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho absconded with the funds, Cashman had an opportunity to identify 

19 credit problems with CAM; Cashman identified some of these credit problems and this is why 

20 Cashman did not want to extend credit to CAM which inures some responsibility here; (3) 

21 Mojave had dealt with CAM on a couple of other projects (i.e. the Las Vegas Metro Project and 

22 the Nevada Energy Project noted above), and Mojave should have reasonably concluded that 

23 CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho was doing what he was supposed to do in those sorts of scenarios;(4) 

24 Mojave, as a courtesy, arranged the meeting with Cashman and CAM to allow Cashman to 

25 figure him out because CAM would be in the middle of Mojave and Cashman. 

	

26 
	

37. 	Mojave is thirty-three percent (33%) responsible for CAM and Mt. Carvalho's 

27 actions here because, among other things: (1) Cashman requested that Mojave issue a joint check 

28 to both Cashman and CAM, and Mojave said no to that request; even though this Court is not 
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sure a joint cheek would not have necessarily solved the problem, but Cashman's request was a 

2 good request and Mojave takes some responsibility for saying no, when they could have gone to 

3 Whiting Turner and presented Casinnan's request and given that Mojave had issued a joint check 

4 to QED and CAM;; and (2) the payment made to CAM, that was not made to Cashman for the 

5 Materials, initiated with Mojave, which gives Mojave some responsibility. 

6 Damages 

7 	38. 	Since Cashman is the prevailing party on its claims for Foreclosure of Security 

8 Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the Owners 

9 (Fifteenth Cause of Action), Cashman is entitled to a damages amount. 

10 	39. 	The formula for calculating this amount of damages is the following: (The amount 

11 of the Amended Notice of Lien (Exhibit 66) minus the amount in escrow, which will be released 

12 to Cashman after the codes are finalized) times the percentage of Mojave's fault that was set 

13 	forth in the equitable analysis above. Hence, this equates to the following formulti.: 

14 	(8683,726.89$86,G00,00)*  .33 = $197,051.87. 

15 	40. 	Any proceeds from the criminal case of Mr. Carvalho (in the Eighth Judicial 

16 District Court, in and for Clark County, Nevada, Case No: C-12-283210-1 (the "Criminal 

17 Case"), which is effect any and all restitution that comes out of the Criminal Case, will be 

18 equally split 50/50 between Cashman and Mojave. 

19 	41. 	In regards to the property located at 6321 Little Elm St. N. Las Vegas, Nevada, 

20 APN #124-29-110-099 (the "Property"), this Court is confirming its prior holding in its Findings 

21 of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order on Cashman Equipment Company's Motion for 

22 Summary Judgment against Janet Rennie aka Janel Carvalho filed with this Court on June 14, 

23 2013 the "June 14, 2013 FFCL") that awarded the Property to Cashman. 

24 	42. 	At trial, the Defendants have requested a "setoff' calculation of approximately 

25 $62,710.53 (sve Exhibit 65 minus the battery invoice for $79,721.31 (Exhibit 65-015)), for 

26 Mojave's costs Mojave alleges to have incurred on the Project after Cashman decided to stop 

27 work on the Project due to not receiving payment for the Materials. The Court finds for the 

28 Cashman on Defendant's claim for "setoff' pursuant to NRS §624.626(9) which states "[njo 
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lower-tiered subcontractor or his or her lower-tiered subcontractors or suppliers, or their 

2 respective sureties, may be held liable for any delays or damages that an owner or higher-tiered 

3 contractor may suffer as a result of the lower-tiered subcontractor and his or her lower-tiered 

4 subcontractors and suppliers stopping their work or the provision of materials or equipment or 

5 terminating an agreement for a reasonable basis in law or fact and in accordonee with this 

6 section." This Court finds that Cashman had a reasonable basis in law or fact to stop working on 

7 the Project, after not receiving payment for the Materials as required. 

8 	43. 	Any of the foregoing conclusions of law that are more properly findings of fact 

9 	shall be so considered, 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

ORDER 

Based upon the foregoing, and other good cause appearing: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, as to Cashman's Causes of Action for Foreclosure of 

Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the 

Owners Cashman conditioned upon the installation of the codes(Fifteenth Cause of Action), this 

Court finds in favor of Cashman. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Cashman.'s Causes of Action for 

Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action), 

Enforcement of Mechanic's Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of 

19 Action), and Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case), this Court finds in favor of Mojave 

20 and Western. 

21 	IT IS HEREBY FURTIIER ORDERED that, as to Mojave's defense counterclaim for 

22 Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief), this Court finds in favor of Cashman. 

23 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Mojave's request for a "setoff", this 

24 Court finds hi favor of Cashman, 

25 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court awards Cashman $197,051.87, 

26 on its Third Cause of Action, which is calculated as the following: (the amount of the Amended 

27 Notice of Lien minus the amount in escrow, if Cashman finalizes the codes) times the percentage 

of Mojave's fault that was set forth in the equitable analysis above. 
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court awards Cashman the entire 

2 amount remaining in the escrow account, $86,600, on its Fifteenth Cause of Action to be paid 

	

3 	after Cashman installs the codes; 

	

4 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that any proceeds from the Criminal Case (i.e. 

5 any and all restitution that comes out of the Criminal Case) will be equally split 50/50 between 

Cashman and Mojave. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court will address any issues of 

8 attorneys fees, costs, and prejudgment interest through post decision motions that may be filed 

9 with the Court. 

	

10 	IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that after this Findings of Fact and Conclusions 

	

11 	of Law is filed, the parties will submit a judgment to this effect accordingly. 

	

12 	DATED -this 	 day of  zilt7" 	,2014. 

13 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

ROB BARE 
JUDGE, DPTRICT COURT, DEPARTMENT 32 

Respectfully submitted by: 

Dated this 3c. 	day of April, 2014. 

PEZZILLO LLOYD 

BRIAN J. Ps 	ILLO, ESQ. (NBN 7136) 
JENNIFE R. OYD, ESQ. (NBN 9617) 
6725 Vi u Parkway, Suite 290 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Attorneys for Plaint /J  Cashman Equipment 
Company 
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17 

18 

19 

20 

21 
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23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

-16- 



A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 	 une 20, 2011 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 
CAM Consulting Inc, Defendant(s)  

June 20, 2011 
	

9:00 AM 
	

Motion for Leave 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 11D 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen FUITIO 

REPORTER: 

PARTIES 
PRESENT: 	Maskas, Marisa L 

	
Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Court FINDS, in accordance with NRCP 26(a), Plaintiff has met the majority of, if not all, factors. 
COURT ORDERED, Motion for Leave to Conduct Limited Discovery GRANTED. 

PRINT DATE: 06/03/2014 	 Page 1 of 32 
	

Minutes Date: 	June 20, 2011 



A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

December 05, 2011 

A41-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaint if f( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

December 05, 2011 	9:00 AM 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Puma 

REPORTER: 

Motion to Dismiss 

COURTROOM: RjC Courtroom 11D 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 
	

Brisco, Shemilly A. 	 Attorney 
Coleman, Edward S. 	 Attorney 
Maskas, Marisa L 
	

Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Motion to Dismiss Defendant Janel Rennie 

Following a review of the record, Court noted there are questions as to Defendant's role in the entity 
CAM Consulting. Arguments by counsel as to specific facts not pled and the alter ego claim. Mr. 
Coleman argued there is no factual nexus between Defendant Rennie and the entity CAM and moved 
for dismissal of Defendant Rennie, DvIs Maskas advised she is planning on taking the deposition of 
Rennie as well as other standard discovery. 

Court FINDS there are questions of fact that still remain; the Complaint gives facts to support the 
cause of action and there are questions to be answered through discovery. COURT ORDERED, 
Motion to Dismiss DENIED with leave to bring a Summary Judgment Motion in the event discovery 
leads to a conclusion that no facts have been developed relevant to keeping Defendant in the action 
Ms. Maskas to prepare the Order. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

January 27, 2012 

A41-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

January 27, 2012 	9:00 AM 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield; Jill Chambers 

RECORDER: Ellen Puma 

REPORTER: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 	Brisco, Shemilly A. 

Maskas, Marisa L 

Motion to Consolidate 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 11C 

Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Mr. Coleman not present. Ms. Brisco advised the Parties had agreed to stipulate, however, 
understood that Mr. Coleman was opposing. Court noted the record shows that Mr. Coleman had 
sufficient notice. Court stated its findings as to the factual basis to allow for consolidation of Case No. 
A642583 and A 653029. There being no prejudice to the parties and removing any chance for 
inconsistent outcomes, COURT ORDERED, Motion to consolidate GRANTED. Ms. Brisco to prepare 
Order. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

March 12, 2012 

A41-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

March 12, 2012 
	

9:00 AM 
	

Motion to Dismiss 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: RIC Courtroom 11D 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Puma 

REPORTER: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: BISSON„ MITCHELL 

Brisco, Shemi11y A. 
Callister, Matthew Q 
Maskas„ Marisa L 

Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL EN I RIES 

- Defendant Committee to Elect Richard Cherchio's Motion to Dismiss 

Arguments by counsel regarding the allegations in the complaint as to Defendant Committee to Elect 
Richard Cherchio. COURT ORDERED, Motion to Dismiss GRANTED; there has to be some kind of 
connection that the Committee makes to have some kind of minimal knowledge that the money was 
obtained unlawfully. As to Plaintiffs Countermotion to Amend Complaint, request DENIED. 

PRINT DATE: 06/ 03/ 2014 
	

Page 4 of 32 	Minutes Date: 	June 20, 2011 



A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

May 07, 2012 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

May 07, 2012 
	

9:00 AM 
	

All Pending Motions 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 11D 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Fumo 

REPORTER: 

PAR ! TES 
PRESENT: Boschee, Brian W. 

Brisco, Shemilly A. 
Coleman, Edward S. 
Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 

Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL EN I RIES 

- DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT... MOTION TO AMEND COMPLAINT 

There being no opposition to Motion to Amend Complaint, COURT ORDERED, Motion GRANTED. 

As to Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment, Court reviewed the facts of the case and the 
allegations therein. Arguments by counsel as to Plaintiffs claims against Defendants. Court FINDS 

there are areas that should be developed through discovery, COURT ORDERED, Defendant's 
Motion for Summary Judgment DENIED as premature, with allowance to revisit after discovery. 
Colloquy regarding mechanic's lien law; Court to also allow parties to revisit the lien issue following 
discovery. Further colloquy regarding discovery timeline. Ms. Lloyd-Robinson to prepare the Order. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 

 

COURT MINUTES August 03, 2012 

   

A41-642583-C Cashman Equipment Company, Plaint if f( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

 

August 03, 2012 	9:00 AM 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Fumo 

REPORTER: 

Motion 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 11C 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 
	

Boschee, Brian W. 	 Attorney 
Brisco, Shemilly A. 	 Attorney 
Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 	Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- COUNTERCLAIMANTS' MOTION FOR MANDATORY INJUNCTION TO PROCURE CODES ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
POSSESSION 

Counsel advised Mr. Coleman was unable to appear due to illness. Counsel reviewed the request to 
procure the codes regarding the subject backup system Following colloquy regarding issuing a 
stand alone bond for protection, Court proceeded in an injunctive mode. Arguments by counsel. 

Court FINDS, that the backup system needs to be in place and ORDERED, Motion GRANTED, with 
BOND in the amount of $200,000.00. Mr. Boschee to prepare the Order and circulate to counsel. 
Court further noted that the Prejudgment Writ of Attachment becomes MOOT. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 

 

COURT MINUTES August 10, 2012 

   

A-11-642583-C Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

 

August 10, 2012 	9:00 AM 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Patti Slattery 

REPORTER: 

Motion for Default 
Judgment 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 11C 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 	Brisco, Shemilly A. 	 Attorney 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 	Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- PLAINTIFFS HEARING ON APPLICATIONS FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT AS TO CAM 
CONSULTING, INC. AND ANGELO CAF',VALHO 

Colloquy regarding competing Orders and the language therein regarding providing the codes or 
installation of the codes; Court to sign Order as to installation. 

In regard to the prove-up, Shane Norman,. Credit Manager for Cashman Equipment, was SWORN 
and testified. Due to the fraud claims against Carvalho, Ms. Lloyd-Robinson requested an award of 
punitive damages. Colloquy regarding Carvallo s military status. COURT ORDERED, Default 
Judgment as to Cam Consulting and Angelo Carvalho GRANTED. Ms. Lloyd-Robinson to submit 
Order with updated fees and costs, and award of punitive damages. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract COURT MINUTES September 11, 2012 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

September 11, 2012 3:00 AM 	Minute Order 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: 

REPORTER: 

COURTROOM: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Minute Order Re: 9/14/12 Hearing 

Due to this Court's schedule, matter is RESET. 

CONTINUED TO: 9/17/ 21 9:00 AM 

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this Minute Order to be placed in the attorney folder(s) of: Jennifer R. 
Lloyd-Robinson (Pezzillo R), Brian Boshee (Cotton, Driggs W, H, W & T), Edward S. Coleman 
(Coleman Law Assoc), and Keen L. Ellsworth (Ellsworth, B & E). 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract COURT MINUTES September 17, 2012 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

September 17, 2012 9:00 AM 
	

Motion For 
Reconsideration 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: RjC Courtroom 11D 

COURT CLERK: Tiffany Lawrence 

RECORDER: Ellen Puma 

REPORTER: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 	Boschee, Brian W. 	 Attorney 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 	Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Ms. Lloyd-Robinson stated she filed a notice of appeal; colloquy regarding lack of jurisdiction for 
court to rule on the motion for reconsideration. COURT ORDERED, matter TAKEN OFF 
CALENDAR. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

October 05, 2012 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

October 05, 2012 	9:00 AM 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Puma 

REPORTER: 

Motion to Stay 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtrooml1C 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 	Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 	Attorney 

JOURNAL EN I RIES 

- PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO STAY OR SUSPEND ORDER GRANTING IN PART 
COUNTERCLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION TO PROCURE CODES 
AND REQUEST FOR ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

Ms. Lloyd-Robinson appeared in support of Motion to Stay. MATTER TRAILED for opposing 
counsel. 

MATTER RECALLED. All parties present as above, Ms. Lloyd-Robinson advised of information 
received from the project manager of Whiting Turner, stating there is no life safety issue and no 

ongoing damage issue. Upon inquiry of Court, Ms. Lloyd Robinson advised they had posted the 
required $500 bond and alleged that to be sufficient. COURT ORDERED, Plaintiff s Motion to Stay 
Order Granting in Part Counterclaimant s Motion for Preliminary Injunction to Procure Codes 
GRANTED; Cashman Equipment to post a $500 supersedeas bond. Ms. Lloyd-Robinson to prepare 
the Order. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

November 09, 2012 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

November 09, 2012 9:00 AM 	All Pending Motions 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 11C 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Fumo 

REPORTER: 

PAR TES 
PRESENT: Boschee, Brian W. 

Brisco, Shemilly A. 
Coleman, Edward S. 
Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 

Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL EN I RIES 

- DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO EXPUNGE OR REDUCE MECHANIC'S LIEN.. .DEFENDANTS 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF SURETY PAYMENT AND LICENSE BOND 
CLAIMS...CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY'S OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OF SURETY PAYMENT AND LICENSE BOND CLAIMS AND COUNTERMOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Shane Norton of Cashman Equipment also present. Arguments by counsel in regard to the 
Mechanic's Lien and Defendant's Motion to Expunge or Reduce Mechanic's Lien. Ms. Lloyd 
requested discovery continue in this matter. MATTER TRAILED for Court s determination. 

MATTER RECALLED. All parties present as above. Court stated its findings and concerns as to 
notice to owner; Court to allow parties to conduct discovery to develop evidence relevant to the 
notice issue. Matter to be continued, with 90 days for discovery with supplemental pleadings 
submitted following discovery to include what materials were delivered, when supplies were 
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A-11-642583-C 

delivered, and time certain notice information; Plaintiff s supplemental brief to be filed by 2/25/13, 
Defendant s supplemental response to be filed by 3/12/13, and hearing SET. 

3/26/13 9:00 AM - Defendant s Motion to Expunge or Reduce Mechanic's Lien...Defendant's 
Motion for Summary Judgment of Surety Payment and License Bond Claims. ..Cashman Equipment 
company's Opposition to Motion for Summary Judgment of surety Payment And License Bond 

Claims and Counterrnotion for Summary Judgment - CONTINUED 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

December 17, 2012 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

December 17, 2012 9:00 AM 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Fumo 

REPORTER: 

Motion 

COURTROOM: RjC Courtroom 11D 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 
	

Brisco, Shemilly A. 	 Attorney 
Coleman, Edward S. 	 Attorney 
Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 	Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- PLAINTIFF CASHMAN EQUIPMENT CO.'S MOTION FOR CERTIFICATION OF DEFAULT 
JUDGMENTS AGAINST DEFENDANTS CAM CONSULTING AND ANGELO CARVALHO AS 
BEING FINAL 

Court reviewed the matter in regard to Plaintiffs request to certify the default judgments against 
CAM & Carvalho. Ms. Lloyd requested the pre-judgment bond be released. Arguments by counsel; 
Mr. Coleman stated his concerns regarding certification. Colloquy regarding service by publication 

and notice of prove-up hearing. COURT ORDERED, Motion for Certification of Default Judgments 
against Defendants Cam Consulting and Angelo Carvalho GRANTED; the matter regarding the pre-
judgment bond posted earlier not to be heard at this time. Ms. Lloyd to prepare the Order and 
circulate with counsel. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

December 21, 2012 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 
CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

December 21, 2012 9:00 AM 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Fumo 

REPORTER: 

Motion to Amend 

COURTROOM: RjC Courtroom 11C 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 	Boschee, Brian W. 	 Attorney 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 	Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint 

In regard to Plaintiff's proposed Fourth Amended Complaint, Mr. Boschee stated his concerns with 
the unjust enrichment claim. Colloquy regarding procedural stage of this matter. COURT 
ORDERED, Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint GRANTED. Ms. Lloyd to prepare the Order. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 

 

COURT MINUTES April 11, 2013 

   

A41-642583-C Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

 

April 11, 2013 
	

9:00 AM 
	

All Pending Motions 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03C 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Fumo 

REPORTER: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 
	

Boschee, Brian W. 	 Attorney 
Coleman, Edward S. 	 Attorney 
Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 	Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST 
JANEL RENNIE AKA JANEL CARVALHO._CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY'S MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST ELEMENT IRON & DESIGN, LLC OR IN THE 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO STRIKE ELEMENT IRON & DESIGN, LLC'S ANSWER FOR FAILURE 
TO COMPLY WITH NRCP 16.1...QH LAS VEGAS, LLC, PQ LAS VEGAS, LLC, LIVTIC SUCCESSOR 
LLC, AND FC/LW VEGAS' MOTION TO DISMISS, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT...CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AGAINST WEST EDNA ASSOCIATES, LTD. DBA MOJAVE ELECTRIC AND 
WESTERN SURETY COMPANY ON THE PAYMENT BOND CLAIM 

Shey Norman also present on behalf of Cashman Equipment Company. 

Colloquy regarding moving the Summary Judgment motions on the payment bond claim. In regard 
to Cashman Equipment Company s Motion for Summary Judgment Against Element Iron & Design, 
Lie or In the Alternative Motion to Strike Element Iron Sr Design, Llc s Answer for Failure to Comply 
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A-11-642583-C 

with NRCP 16.1, COURT ORDERED, Motion GRANTED as unopposed. 

In regard to Cashman Equipment Company s Motion for Summary Judgment Against Jartel Rennie 
AKA Janel Carvalho, following arguments by counsel, Court stated its findings and ORDERED, 
Motion GRANTED. Ms. Lloyd to prepare the Order and circulate to Mr. Coleman and Mr. Boschee. 

In regard to QH Las Vegas, LLC„ PQ Las Vegas, LLC, LWTIC Successor LLC, And FC/LW Vegas 
Motion to Dismiss, or In the Alternative, Motion for Summary Judgment, arguments by counsel 
regarding the unjust enrichment claim. COURT ORDERED, Motion DENIED. Ms. Lloyd to prepare 
the Order. 

In regard to Cashman Equipment Company's Motion for Summary Judgment Against West Edna 
Associates, Ltd, dba Mojave Electric and Western Surety Company on the Payment Bond Claim, 
COURT ORDERED, matter CONTINUED. 

4/16/13 9:00 AM - Cashman Equipment Company's Motion for Summary Judgment Against West 
Edna Associates, Ltd, dba Mojave Electric and Western Surety Company on the Payment Bond 
Claim...CONTINUED 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 

 

COURT MINUTES April 16, 2013 

   

A-11-642583-C Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

 

April 16, 2013 
	

9:00 AM 
	

All Pending Motions 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Ellen Fumo 

REPORTER: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 	Boschee, Brian W. 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03C 

Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO EXPUNGE OR REDUCE MECHANIC'S LIEN... DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF SURETY PAYMENT AND LICENSE BOND CLAIMS.. 
CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY'S,  OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OF SURETY PAYMENT AND LICENSE BOND CLAIMS AND COUNTTERMOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT... CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AGAINST WEST EDNA ASSOCIATES, LTD. DBA MOJAVE ELECTRIC AND 
WESTERN SURETY COMPANY ON THE PAYMENT BOND CLAIM 

Mr. Bugbee, on behalf of Mojave Electric, and Shane Morgan, on behalf of Cashman Equipment 
Company, also present. 

In regard to Defendant s Motion to Expunge or Reduce Mechanic s Lien, colloquy and arguments 
regarding dispute of notice issue. COURT ORDERED, Motion DENIED 

Further arguments regarding timing, notice issues, and other disputes. COURT ORDERED as 
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A-11-642583-C 

follows: Defendant s Motion for Summary Judgment of Surety Payment and License Bond Claims, 
DENIED; Cashman Equipment Company s Opposition to Motion for Summary Judgment of Surety 
Payment and License Bond Claims and Countermotion for Summary Judgment, DENIED; and 
Cashman Equipment Company s Motion for Summary Judgment Against West Edna Associates, 
LTD, dba Mojave Electric and Western Surety Company on the Payment Bond Claim, DENIED. 

Court advised counsel that in accordance with bench trial procedures, trial briefs to be submitted by 
each party. Ms. Lloyd to prepare the Orders and circulate with Mr. Boschee, 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 

 

COURT MINUTES April 26, 2013 

   

A-11-642583-C Cashman Equipment Company, Plaint iff( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

 

April 26, 2013 
	

3:00 AM 
	

Motion to Withdraw as 
Counsel 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: 

COURT CLERK: Ying Pan 

RECORDER: Ellen Fumo 

REPORTER: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Having examined the Motion and Affidavit of Counsel, noting no opposition and that Counsel has 
complied with EDCR 7.40 by providing the client's current or last known address and telephone 
number, and good cause appearing, COURT ORDERED, the Motion to Withdraw as Counsel of 
Record is hereby GRANTED. Counsel cites as cause for withdrawal the client's financial difficulties 
and request to refrain from further representation. A copy of the Motion was sent to the client on or 
about March 26, 2013, Pursuant to EDCR 2.23, the hearing on this matter set for April 30, 2013 is 
advanced and VACATED. Moving party to prepare and submit proposed order to chambers within 
10 days and the order shall include the client's last known address, telephone number, and all known 
contact information, as well as all future hearing dates, trial dates, arbitration dates (if any) and 
discovery deadlines. 

CLERK'S NOTE: The above minute order has been distributed via email to: Attorneys Jennifer 
Lloyd-Robinson Orobinsongpezzillorobinson.com ), Brian Boschee (bboschee@nevadafinyt.corn), 
Edward Coleman (ecoleman@colemarilawoffice.com ), and Matthew Canister (MQCgcall-law.com ). - 
YP 4/ 26/13 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 

 

COURT MINUTES July 11, 2013 

   

A-11-642583-C Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

 

July 11, 2013 9:00 AM Motion for Attorney Fees 
and Costs 

Cashman Equipment 
Company's Motion 
for Award of 
Attorney's Fees and 
Costs Pursuant to 
NRS 108.2275 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: ling Pan 

RECORDER: Ellen FUITIO 

REPORTER: 

PARTIES 
PRESENT: 	Boschee, Brian W. 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03C 

Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Attorney Brian Pezzillo (Bar No. 7136) appearing for Attorney Jennifer Lloyd-Robinson, on behalf of 
Plaintiff. 

Court presented case overview and tentative ruling. Arguments by counsel as to validity of the 
mechanics lien, whether the Motion is premature, and billing records. COURT ORDERED, Motion 
GRANTED with the provision that Plaintiff to provide Defense counsel with relevant documentation 
contemplating attorneys' fees, and to identify with specificities regarding the mechanic lien matter 
Court NOTED, Defense counsel can file some meaningful Opposition after reviewing the billing 
records, and a hearing regarding the Opposition may be set, if necessary. Mr. Pezzillo to prepare the 
proposed Order. Mr. Boschee inquired whether Defendant can recover the fees granted today and 
the fees associating the mechanic lien, if Defendant is the prevailing party after the trial. Court 
INFORMED Mr. Boschee that he may. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract COURT MINUTES September 19,  2013 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaint iff( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

September 19, 2013 11:00 AM 	Pretrial/Calendar Call 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Carrie Hansen 

REPORTER: 

PAR IIES 
PRESENT: 	Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 	Attorney 

Miller, William 	 Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Counsel advised the parties have agreed to continue and requested matter be moved to the next 
stack. COURT SO NOTED; trial date VACATED and RESET. 

10/31/13 11:00 AM - CALENDAR CALL 

11/12/13 1:30 PM - BENCH TRIAL 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

October 17, 2013 

A41-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

October 17, 2013 	9:00 AM Motion Plaintiff's Motion to 
Certify Judgment 
Against Defendant 
Jane! Rennie aka 
Jane! Carvalho as 
being Final Pursuant 
to NRCP 54(B) 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03C 

COURT CLERK: Andrea Natali 

RECORDER: Carrie Hansen 

REPORTER: 

PARTIES 
PRESENT: 	Maskas, Marisa L 

	
Attorney 

Miller, William 
	

Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Upon Court's inquiry, Mr. Miller stated there was no opposition to the Motion COURT ORDERED, 
Motion to Certify Judgment GRANTED; Judgment CERTIFIED and Order Granting the Motion 
SIGNED IN OPEN COURT, 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

October 31, 2013 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

October 31, 2013 	11:00 AM 	Pretrial/Calendar Call 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Carrie Hansen 

REPORTER: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 	Boschee, Brian W. 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R 

COURTROOM: 

Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- Counsel stated three days are needed for trial. Colloquy regarding available dates for trial. COURT 
ORDERED, trial date VACATED and RESET. 

12/9/13 9:00 AM - BENCH TRIAL 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

January 21,2014 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

January 21, 2014 	1:00 PM 	Bench Trial 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Carrie Hansen 

REPORTER: 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03C 

PAR ! TES 
PRESENT: Boschee, Brian W. 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 
Miller, William 
Pezzillo, Brian J. 

Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL EN I RIES 

- Joel Larsen, present on behalf of Cashman Equipment Company. Nancy Briseno-Rivera and Brian 
Bugni, present on behalf of corporate defendants. 

Court noted pre-trial pleadings received and reviewed. Exclusionary Rule INVOKED. Counsel 
submitted proposed joint trial exhibits. COURT ORDERED, Joint Exhibits ADMITTED. Testimony 
and exhibits presented (See Worksheets). 

Court adjourned. 

1/22/14 1:00 PM - BENCH TRIAL CONTINUED 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

January 22, 2014 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

January 22, 2014 	1:00 PM 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Ying Pan 

RECORDER: Carrie Hansen 

REPORTER: 

Bench Trial 

COURTROOM: RjC Courtroom 03C 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: Boschee, Brian W. 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 
Miller, William 
Pezzillo, Brian J. 

Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL EN I RIES 

- Joel Larsen, present on behalf of Cashman Equipment Company. Nancy Briseno-Rivera and Brian 
Bugni, present on behalf of corporate Defendants. 

Plaintiff invoked exclusionary rule, Testimony and exhibits presented (see worksheets). Plaintiff 
rested. Defense case in chief. Testimony and exhibits presented (see worksheets), Defense rested. 
Colloquy regarding accounting records of Mojave. COURT ORDERED, Trial CONTINUED. 

1-23-14 2:00 PM BENCH TRIAL - CONTINUED 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

January 23, 2014 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaint if f( s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

January 23, 2014 	2:00 PM 	Bench Trial 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Carrie Hansen 

REPORTER: 

COURTROOM: RjC Courtroom 03C 

PAR ! TES 
PRESENT: Boschee, Brian W. 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 
Miller, William 
Pezzillo, Brian J. 

Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL EN I RIES 

- Lee Vanderpool and Joel Larsen, present on behalf of Cashman Equipment Company. Brian Bugni 
present on behalf of Mojave Electric 

Per Court's request, spread sheets and bond invoices submitted by Mr. Boschee, proposed as Court's 
Exhibit No. 1. Objection by Ms. Lloyd to the last six pages of said exhibit as not presented in 
discovery. Arguments by Mr. Boschee as part of an offset defense. Court noted objection COURT 

ORDERED, objection DENIED; said Exhibit admitted as Court's Exhibit No. 1. Arguments and 
objection regarding Zillow printout proposed as Court's Exhibit No. 2. COURT ORDERED, objection 
DENIED; said printout admitted. (See Worksheets) Further exhibits proposed by Plaintiff. Argued 
and ADMITTED, Further Court's Exhibits admitted. (See Worksheets) 

Closing arguments by Mr. Pezzillo. Closing arguments by Mr. Boschee. Court recessed for 
deliberations; matter CONTINUED. 
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1/24/14 2:30 PM - BENCH TRIAL CONTINUED (DECISION) 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

January 24, 2014 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

January 21;. 2014 	2:30 PM 	Bench Trial 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Sandra Pruchnic 

REPORTER: 

COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03C 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: Boschee, Brian W. 

Lloyd-Robinson, Jennifer R. 
Miller, William 
Pezzillo, Brian J. 

Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 
Attorney 

JOURNAL EN I RIES 

- Bench Trial: DECISION 

Also present: Joel Larsen and Lee Vanderpool on behalf of Plaintiff; Brian Bugni present on behalf of 
Defendant. 

Following careful review of the proceedings and exhibits presented, Court stated its findings, and 

entered its decision as follows: 

In regard to the first claim, on Payment Bond, Court FINDS FOR THE DEFENSE. 

In regard to the second claim, foreclosure of Mechanic's Lien, Court FINDS FOR THE DEFENSE. 

In regard to the third claim, foreclosure of security interest, Court FINDS FOR THE PLAINTIFF, 
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A-11-642583-C 

In regard to the fourth claim, fraudulent transfer, Court FINDS FOR THE DEFENSE, 

In regard to the fifth claim, unjust enrichment, Court FINDS FOR THE PLAINTIFF. 

As to the Counterclaim of Defendants, Court FINDS IN FAVOR OF THE PLAINTIFF; Counterclaim 
DENIED. 

In regard to distributing the financial award, consistent with some responsibility of fault for what 
Carvalho did, as far as equitable fault, Court FINDS, as an equitable fault analysis, Plaintiff 
Cashman's responsibility at 67%; Defendant Mojave's responsibility at 33%. Court noted the 
Disadvantaged Business Entity requirement concerns. 

COURT FURTHER ORDERS as follows: Any restitution that may come from the criminal case, be 
split 50/50 between the parties; all faults against Carvalho awarded to the Plaintiff; the subject house 
is awarded to Plaintiff; and in regard to the setoff of around $75,000 to Mojave, Setoff DENIED. 

Upon inquiry of Mr. Boschee in regard to interim attorneys fees in regard to the lien, Defendant to file 
appropriate motions. As to fees and costs and prevailing party issues, counsel to bring appropriate 
motions. Parties are to work together to draft the Order; if not agreed, counsel to submit competing 
Orders. 
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A-11-642583-C 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Breach of Contract 
	

COURT MINUTES 
	

May 08, 2014 

A-11-642583-C 
	

Cashman Equipment Company, Plaintiff(s) 
vs. 

CAMIc?! 1 nc, Defendant(s) 

May 08, 2014 
	

9:00 AM 
	

All Pending Motions 

HEARD BY: Bare, Rob 
	

COURTROOM: RIC Courtroom 03C 

COURT CLERK: Susie Schofield 

RECORDER: Carrie Hansen 

REPORTER: 

PAR! TES 
PRESENT: 
	

Boschee, Brian W. 	 Attorney 
Miller, William 	 Attorney 
Pezzillo, Brian J. 	 Attorney 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

- CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR RELIEF 
PURSUANT TO NRCP 60(B) AND OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS ° FEES AND 
COSTS PURSUANT TO NIPS CHAPTER 108; AND, COUNTERMOTION FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES.. 
COUNTER CLAIMANT WEST EDNA ASSOCIATES LTD.'S MOTION FOR RELIEF PURSUANT TO 
NRCP 60(B) AND MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS PURSUANT TO NRS CHAPTER 
108... CROSS CLAIMANT WESTERN SURETY CO.'S REPLY TO CASHIvIAN EQUIPMENT 
COMPANY'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR RELIEF PURSUANT TO NRCP 
60(B) AND OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS PURSUANT TO NFS 
CHAPTER 108 AND COUNTERMOTION FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES 

In regard to Motions, Countermotions and oppositions thereto, arguments by counsel in regard to the 
lien claim, whether the lien was expunged, and if relief is appropriate under Rule 60(b). Court noted 
NRS 18.010, '18.020, 108.227, 108.237 regarding fees with lien claimants. Following colloquy regarding 
a fair and potential agreement, COURT ORDERED, matter taken UNDER ADVISEMENT for Court's 
determination 
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(04-g 5g3 
Exhibit No. 

_ 
Description Bates No. Ddte Offered Objection Date Admit 

J 01 Cashman Credit Application CASH 001-002 // —4 /■/ -0 / 
:I 02 Cashman Invoices CASH 003-006 t 
J 03 Cashman Shipping Orders CASH 007-009 I 

J 04 
Cashman's Unconditional Waiver & 
Release Upon Final Payment CASH 010-011 

J 05 Cashman's UCC Filing CASH 012 

J 06 
Cashman's Preliminary Notice of Right 
to Lien CASH 013 

J 07 Wells Fargo Stop Notice CASH 014-015 
J 08 Cashman's demand letter to CAM CASH 016-018 

J 09 
Cashman's letter to DA and Bad Check 
Complaint CASH 019-020 

J 10 Lis Pendens CASH 021-023 

J 11 Mechanic's Lien and Service doc 
CASH 027-032, 
WTUR0001197 

J 12 Whiting Turner Bond Claim CASH 033-34 
J 13 Checks from Mojave to CAM CASH 467-473 
J 14 Checks from CAM to Mojave CASH 479-480 
J 15 Transmittals CASH 1019-1041 
J 16 Photographs CASH 1674-1688 

J 17 
Emails to/from Phillips and Anderson of 
Forest City- 7/7/11 CASH 1728-1731 

J 18 
Cashman's Preliminary Notice of Right 
to Lien to Forest City, 4/29/10 CASH 1734 

J19 Assessor Property Information CASH 1735 

J 20 
Cashman's Preliminary Notice of Right 
to Lien to QH Las Vegas, 12/7/10 CASH 1736 

J 21 Job information sheet from Mojave CA8H1737 
J 22 Photographs CASH 1745-46 
J 23 Cashman Quote 8/31/09 CASH 1747 

J 24 
Clear Copy - Mojave Purchase Order 
(re: MOJ 35 - 36) CASH 1752-1754 

J 25 Cashman Submittal - 5/24/10 CASH 1762 
J 26 Mojave Transmittal - 6/16110 CASH 1763 

J 27 
Material Release Order from Mojave to 
Cam - 8/11/10 CASH 1766-67 

J 28 Whiting Turner Submittal - 9/21/10 CASH 1768 
J 29 Delivery/ Packing Slip - 11/11/10 CASH 1769 
J 30 Delivery CASH 1770-1771 

J 31 
SWAs and Internal Billings re: Service 
Tech & Project Meeting CASH 1773-1782 

J 32 Property records from City Hall project 
from Cashman's 
Opp/MSJ @ Ex. 2 , 



Exhibit No. Description Bates No. Date Offered Objection Date Admit 

J33 
Letter to J. Lloyd from T. Touton - Aug. 
8,2011 

from Cashman's 
Opp/MSJ @ ex 18 

_ 

J34 
Letter to J. Lloyd from T. Touton - Aug. 
25,2011 

from Cashman's 
Opp/MSJ @ ex 19 

J 35 Mojave Contract MOJ 00001 - 32 

J 36 
Terms & Conditions - Mojave to CAM - 
4/23/10 MOJ 33- 34 

J 37 Mojave PO to CAM MOJ 35 - 36 
J 38 Whiting Turner Payment Bond MOJ 170-176 
J 39 Mojave Lien Release Bond MOJ 453-455 
J 40 Whiting Turner & Mojave Contract VVTC 1 -28 

J 41 Misc. Emails 
VVTC 38 - 40, 42, 48, 
56, 58-59, 61, 63-64 

J 42 Whiting Turner Payment Documents VVTUR 1 - 134 

J43 

Mojave - Generator Parallelling 
Switchgear submittal & Engineering 
Drawings VVTUR 170 - 722 

J44 

Email from WT (Hooley) to Frances 
McCombs re: request for unconditional 
releases - 5.16.11 WTUR 2562-63 

J 45 
WT Detail job Cost Ledger & Misc. 
Documents WTUR 2604 - 2829 

J 46 
Email from Meiers to WT (Burch) re: 
lighting - 2/13/12 VVTUR 3226 

J 47 
Misc. Correspondence: between 
Whiting Turner, Forest City and Mojave 

WTUR 6763-6777, 
1457 

J 48 

Generator Expense Chart, Cashman 
invoices and Cost detail sheets from 
Mojave VVTUR 9443-9457 

J 49 Mojave Payment Bond WTUR 1153-55 

J 50 
Payment Application 30 & Certification 
for Payment CONFID FC - 1 - 6 

J 51 Full Service Agreement for LV City Hall CONFID FC - 7 - 46 
J 52 Letter to PR from FC - 7/10/12 CONFID FC -47 

J 53 
Emails between Anderson and Louttit - 
7/10/12 and 7/11/12 CONFID FC -48-49  

J 54 Cashman Job File CASH 523-1178 

to6to 



Exhibit No. Description Bates No. Date Offered Objection Date Admit 

J 55 

Emails/Invoices/Unconditional Waiver 
and Release/Bond for 
Release/Payments MOJ 37-169 

J 56 Mojave Electric's Job File MOJ 185 - 1402 
J 56.1 Mojave Electric's Job File MOJ 1403 - -£92t rp8 c A i 0-1 
J 57 Mojave's Invoices from CAM MOJ 2222-2270 

J 58 Wells Fargo Documents 
CASH 246-389, 486- 
522, 1220-1251 

J 59 Bank of America Documents CASH 35-245 

J 60 Nevada State Bank Documents 
CASH 390-485, 1693- 
1720 

J 61 

Cashman's Preliminary Notice of Right 
to Lien, 12/7/10, stamped received by 
Forest City WTUR0001204 

.1 62 

Cashman's Preliminary Notice of Right 
to Lien, 12/7/10, stamped received by 
Whiting Turner WTUR0001218 

.1 63 

Cashman's Preliminary Notice of Right 
to Lien, 4/20/11, stamped received by 
Forest City WTUR0001221 

J 64 

Cashman's Preliminary Notice of Right 
to Lien, 4/28/11, stamped received by 
Forest City WTUR0001199 

J 65 Misc. Invoices to Mojave 

From Mojave's MSJ, 
filed on 3/9/2012, 
Exhibit A-3 _ 1 
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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT CLERK'S OFFICE 

NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY 
ON APPEAL TO NEVADA SUPREME COURT 

JENNIFER R. LLOYD, ESQ. 
6725 VIA AUSTI PKWY., SUITE 290 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89119 

DATE: June 3, 2014 
CASE: A642583 

RE CASE; CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY vs, CAM CONSULTING, INC.; ANGELO CARVALHO; JANEL 
RENNIE aka JANEL CARVALHO; WEST EDNA ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE ELECTRIC; WESTERN 

SURETY COMPANY; THE WHITING TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY; FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY 
OF MARYLAND; TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA; QH LAS VEGAS, LLC; PQ 

LAS VEGAS, LLC; LWTIC SUCCESSOR, LLC; FC/LW VEGAS 

NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED: May 30, 2014 

YOUR APPEAL HAS BEEN SENT TO THE SUPREME COURT. 

PLEASE NOTE: DOCUMENTS NOT TRANSMITTED HAVE BEEN MARKED: 

$250 — Supreme Court Filing Fee** 
- If the $250 Supreme Couit Filing Fee was not submitted along with the original Notice of Appeal, it must be 

mailed directly to the Supreme Court The Supreme Court Filing Fee will not be forwarded by this office if 
submitted after the Notice of Appeal has been filed, 

$24 — District Court Filing Fee (Make Check Payable to the District Court)** 

$500 — Cost Bond on Appeal (Make Check Payable to the District Court)** 
- NRAP 7: Bond For Costs On Appeal in Civil Cases 

Case Appeal Statement 
- NRAP 3 (a)(1), Form 2 

Order 

Notice of Entry of Order 

NEVADA RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 3 (a) (3) states: 

The district court clerk must file appellant's notice of appeal despite perceived deficiencies in the notice, including the failure to 
pay the district court or Supreme Court filing fee. The district court clerk shall apprise appellant of the deficiencies in 
writing,  and shall transmit the notice of appeal to the Supreme Court in accordance with subdivision (e) of this Rule with a 
notation to the clerk of the Supreme Court setting forth the deficiencies. Despite any deficiencies in the notice of appeal, the clerk 
of the Supreme Court shall docket the appeal in accordance with Rule 12." 

Please refer to Rule 3 for an explanation of any possible deficiencies. 
'PerDistrict Court Administrative Order 20(2-01, in regards to civil itigants, "...all Orders to Appear in Forma Pauperis expire one year from 
the date of issuance." You must reapplk for in Forma Pauperis status. 



IN WITNESS THERE OK haVe: hereunto 
Set myhand : 	 of 
Court ...or 	L 
This. Iday ofiime 2014 . 

SteVen. T.) D. 	0:6.4.0..itic.h2. 1:-..k otihe. QUA 

.... 	 ..... 	. 
Heath :kJ -  1...)n.gerrnann, Deptity:.:gerk. 

Certification of Copy 
State of Nevada 

SS: 
County of Clark 

I. Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Cotut of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of 
Nevada, does hereby ceitify that the foregoing is a true, full and correct copy of the hereinafter stated 
original document(s): 

NOTICE OF APPEAL; DISTRICT COURT DOCKET ENTREES; CIVIL 
COVER SHEET; FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW; NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW; DISTRICT COURT MINUTES; EXHIBITS 
LIST; NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY 

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, 
Case No: A642583 

Plaintiff(s), 	 Dept No: XXXII 
VS. 

CAM CONSULTING, INC.; ANGELO 
CARVALHO; JANEL RENNIE aka JANEL 
CARVALHO; WEST EDNA ASSOCIATES, 
LTD. dba MOJAVE ELECTRIC; WESTERN 
SURETY COMPANY; THE WHITING 
TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY; 
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF 
MARYLAND; TRAVELERS CASUALTY 
AND SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA; 
QI-1 LAS VEGAS, LLC; PQ LAS VEGAS, LLC; 
LWTIC SUCCESSOR, LLC; FC/LW 
VEGAS, 

Defendant(s), 

now on file and of record in this office. 
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