Pezzillo Robinson
Matler 1D 342,24

oM5/2012 MM

Expensecs

B/30/2012
6/29/2012
71612012
7H612012
712012042
712612012
7/30/2012
713112012
8isl2012
87012012
811072012
8HO/2012
8/16/2012
812012012
813012012
8/31/2012
813112012
8/34/2012
9/4/2012 .
Q1512012
o/7I2012
071112012
9r1ar2012
6/13/2012

Page: 3

St No: 24977
October 5, 2612

Protection,

Review Defoendants Motion for Summary
Judgrment on Payment and License Bond
claims; bagin drafting Opposition to Motion for
Surnmary Judgment.

3.00 180.00  540.00

Sth-folal Fees: 7087 .50

Discount Bif Reduced as Courtesy 70000
Rafe Summary
Jemifar R. Loyd 18.10hows at $245.00/r  4,679.50
Marisa Mashas 48.10 howrs at $180.00/r  2,358.00
Brlan J. Pezzilla 0.00howrs at $300.00/hr 0.00

Tolal hours:  82.20

Photocapies

Postage

Check issued fo Nevada Legal Newss.
Chack Issued to Nevada L egal News.
Flling foes.

Fillng faes.

Filing tees.

Filing fees.

Filing fees,

{ egal Research.

Transcripls.

Fifing foss.

Flling fees.

Transcripts.

Couit Mandated E-iling Fee.
Court Mandated E-filing Fee.
GCourt Mandated E-filing Fae.
Legsl Ressarch.

Legal Research,

Transcripls - Shane Norman.
Transciipts - Keith Lozesu

Chack issued fo Lagal Wings, Inc.
Checlk lssued to Lagal Wings, Inc.
Cotrt Mandated E-fiing Fee,
Fillng foes.

Gotrt Mandated Exfiling Fee.

205,50
30.00
400,00
100.00
3,60
3,50
3.50
3,60
3,50
53.61
74.88
7,00
3.50
102.96
3.50
14,80
3.50
84,90
84.90
404.10
305,29
36.00
57.00
7.00
24,72
3.50

Docket 61715 Document 2015-15\3]5&380007626




Page: 4

Pazzille Robingon
Matler I3 84221 Strt Mo, 24977
Colober 5, 2012
Suh-folal BExpenses; 1,514.28
Payments
022012 Payment ok 486231 5,361.30

. et
Sub-total Paymenis: 5,351.30

Tolal Gurrent Billing: 8,161,716

Praviots Balanee Due: 12,666.30
Tolel Payiments: 5,961,530
e

Total Now Bue: 15,456.76

JA 00007627




Cashman Fqulpiment
Shane Norman

2300 8t Rose Parkway
Henderaon, NV 89052

REMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Stafament Nuimber:
Statement Date:
VMatter 1D:

Ameunt Due: 15,456.76

PLEASE REMIT T0:

Perzibo Robinson

6725 Via Austl Parkway, Suite 280
Las Vagas, NV 89118

(702) 233-4225

2A97Y
10/6/20192
342,21

JA 00007628




Pezzillo Robinson
6725 Via Austi Parkway, Sulle 280
' Las Vegas, NV 89119
(702) 2334225

Staterment as of Qclober 15, 2012
Staternent No, 25668

Cashman Equipment
Shane Normen

3300 8t Roso Parkway
Henderson, NV 8ROGZ

447 24: Cashimen Eauipment Carmpany v. CAM Gonsulling/Garvalho

Professional Fags

0M7/2012  JRL  Aliend heating on Motion for Raconsideration
to inform court of appesl; discusslon with
. oppusing coumsel after hearing,
aM7R0l2  JRL Draft Motion to Stay Enforcement of Order re:
Preliminary Injunction pending appeal;
ressarch i
review Nojave's Motion
for Surmmary Judgment re; payrent bond
and draft potions of appositlon.
o/18f2012 JRL  Revislng Opposition to Mojave's Mollon for
Summary Judgment re: payment bond; review
notiffcation from Supreme Cousi re:
acceptanoe of appeal. -
oM8/2012 MM Conlinue Opposition 10 Motion for Suramary
Judgment and Cotntermotion for Sumittary
Judgment; fagal researchicase law review.
912012 JRL  Drafling Oppositicn to Molave's Nosion for
. Summary Judgment as to Payment Bond;
drafing porfions of Mollon for Summary
Judgrment in favor of Casfiman on Payiment
Bond and mechanic's flen; prapare notice of
posting cost bond; rovise Shune's affidawit
ofe2012  JRL Draftemall o Shanefe!
review raspohise.
9192012 MM Coninue Opposiilon to MoHon for Summary
Jucigment and Countermotion for Summary
Judgment; draft Affidavt of Shane Norrman;
prepare exiibits. .
o19/2012 BRJP  Reviewand revise apposition to motion for
. surnmary Judgement; research ragarding

g/a0/2012  JRL Draftemalito gotnsal for Woave rel
upcerring depositions and nead 1o subposa
Mojave employees; revew response.

9/20/2012 WM Spoke with Dept. 32 re moving hearing defe
for Motion for Surnmary Judgment and
Countarimpticn.

942012 JRL  Talephone call with Shane ro: (R

Hours

1.80

5.80

1.50

0.00

2,60

0.20

0.20

0.00

Rate
2456.00

245.00

246.00

180.00

245,00

245.00
180,00
300.00
246.00
180,00

245,00

Arnound
367,60

1,347.50

367.50

810.00

1,502,850

0.00

360,00

450.00

49,00

35,00

0.00

No Charge

Mo Charge

JA 00007629




Fezzilla Robinson

atter 1D 342,24

or242012
9f24/2012

92512012

0/26/2012

82612012

9/26/2012
9/28/2012

10/2/2012

10£272012
100812012

107372012
101412012

10472012
10/8/2012
10/5/2012
10/5/2012
10/6/2012
10782012

1048/2012

10/g/2012

10/9/2012
10/9/2012

JRL
TALM

JRL

MLM

MEM

ML
JRL

JRL

JRL
JRL

JRL
JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL

LM

LM

JRL
JRL

Review of documents disolosed by Mojsve i
preparalion of upeotring deposttions,

Enmlls toffrom Janel Reninle's attorney's
offize te! schediting deposition.

Prepasing for deposition of person most
inowledgesble of Whiting Tumer; reviewing
Mojaves dizelnstires.

Prepare 8th Supplemental Disclosure of
doouments.

Spoke with Tonia Tran's aftorney res posaible
safllament: email to Tran's alforrey te: moving
forward with Default; resend Defatill of Tran.
Finalize discovery reduests to Whiting Turner.
Draft emall to counsel for Mojave re: moving
heating and upcohing schedule; review
response.

Review and respond to emall from counsel for
Mojave re: rescheduling ypcoming hearings.
Draft ermail to Shans with YN

Review and respond to email fram counsal for
Mojava re: scheduling.

Review erail frorm Shane ve: (IR

Prepare for and take deposition of Whitlng
Tarner's person most knowledgeable.

Review Opposition fo Mofion for Stay of
Enforcement of Preliminary Injunction;
prepare for hearing.

Aftend and argue at hearing on Molion for
Slay of Enforcetnent of Preliminary
Injunction,

Review of Majave's Motion fo Exgunge or
Reduce Lien; oulline response; draft omali fo
counsel for Mojave re: brlefing schedule.

Draft update fo Shane fram hearlng;
{elaphone call with Shane re:&

Review

Preparing for Fagen Depaslﬁoh; review |
Mojave disclosures; prepare osder on Motlof
to Stay; review Lozeau's deposilion transeript.
Draft Qrder Graniing Motion fo Stay or
Suspend Order Granling in Pait
Counterclaimant’s Motion for Praliminary
Injunciion to Procute Codes.

Emails to/from opposing counsel re; dates for
Stipulation and Order to Move Hearing Dates,
ete.

Prapare for and tale deposition of Fergen.
Prepare for and take deposition of MicCotmbs.

1.60
0.20

3.50

0.50

0.30

0.50
0.20

0.20

Q.00
0,20

0.00
4,80

1.00

270

1.00

0.00

1.00

5.00

0.30

0.20

3.00
2.00

245,00
180.00

245.00

180.00

180.00

180,00
246,00

248.00

245.00
248,00

245.00
245.00

246.00

245.00

246,00

245.00

246.00

245,00

180.00

180.00

245.00
24b.00

Stnt No: 26665
November 9, 2012

387,50
36.00

857.50

80,00

54,00

80,00
48,00

42.00

a.00
49,00

0.00
1,127.00

245,00
861.50
245,00
0.00
245.00
1,295.00

54.00

36.00

735.00
400.60

Page: 2

No Charge

Mo Charge

Mo Charge

JA 00007630




Pezzillo Robinsont
Matter D 842.21

10972012 MLM
10/9/2012  MLM
A0M2012 MM

101202012 JRL
10715/2012 JRL

101162012 BJIP

Expenses

of17I2012
piaf2012
192012
GM9/2012
9119/2012
Qr20/2092
92412012
/2442012
8/25/2012
9262012
o/2ef2012
BI26/2012
9272012
Qa8/2042
Rl282012
107142012
40722012
10782012
107682042

Page: 3

Stmt No: 25666
Noverrber 9, 2012

Prapare extiblts for Deposition. 060 180.00 10800
Draft Nolice of Posting Bond. 0,30 180.00 54.00
Draft Motlon fo Amend Complaint fo ineluds 200 180.00  306.00
Mojave's Payment Bond and proposed Fourth :

Amended Complaint.

Begin drafting Opposition to Motion t 160 24500  367.50
Expunge.

Review of deposition tranacript of Whiling 0.50 245.00 12280
Turner Parson Most Knowledgeable.

Research regarding 350 800.00 1,060.00

Discotnt: BY Reduced as Cowrtesy -1 000,00

Rate Summary
Jennffer R. Lloyd 43.40hours at $245.00fr  10,556.50
Idarisa Maskas 11.80 hours at § 180.00r  2,124.00
Riian J. Pezzlllo 5,00 hours at $ 300.004r  1,500.00

Tolal howre:- 59.80

Posiage

Photocoplas

Flling foes.

Fifing faes.

Fifing faes.

Fillng foes.

Filing faes.

Filing faes.

Cheol lasued to Lagal Wings, inc.
Fillng fess.

Chesk Issuad to Legal Wings, Inc.
Fillng feas.

Cheel issued to Legal Wings, inc.
Check lssued to Legal Wings, inc.
Chack lssued o Legal Wings, tno.
Filing fees,

Filing faes.

Filing {ees.

Chegk [ssusd to i.egal Wings, tne,
Chack issued to Lagal Wings, [ne.
Transorlpis,

gub-total Fees:  14,183.50

31.67
362,26
250.00

3.60
3.50
500,00
3.50
3,50
73.00
3.60
44,50
3,60

44,50

21.00

73.00

3.50
3,60
3.60

4300

8,00
60,00

JA 00007631




Pezzille Rokinson Page: 4

Malter I 342.21 Stmt No; 26665
Movembar 9, 2012
10912042 Gheck issued to Depa Infernational, LLC. AG0.75
10162012 Checlc iaguad to Depo Intornafional, LLC, 416,50
10M52012 Cheele jssued fo Depo International, LLG, 306.50
Bub-ofal Byparizes: 2,725,07
Payments
9012 Payment ck 487502 7,305.00

Sub-fotal Payments: “F.305.00

Tota! Current Billing: 16,908.57
Previous Balance Due: 15,456,76
Total Payments: 7,308.,00

Total Now Due: 24,060.33

JA 00007632




Cashrnan Equiproent
Shane Norman

3300 5L Rose Parlevay
Henderson, NV 89952

REWMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Amount Due: 24,060,323

PLEASE RENIT TO:

Pezzlllc Robinson

§725 Via Ausht Parkway, Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702). 283-4225

Stadement Number:
Statement Date:
Wialter 1D;

25665
1492012
342.21

JA 00007633




Pezzillo Robinson

@725 Viia Austi Parkovay, Suite 260

Las Veges, NV 89119
(702} 233-4225

Statement a8 of November 15, 2012

Statement No. 26088

Cashran Equipmant
Shane Notran

3300 5t. Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 88052

342 24: Cashman Equipment Gompany V. CAM Consulting/Carvalho

Professional Fees

10/6/9012 BJP  Revise and finalfze motion to serlify Judgment
as final.
q0/72012 MM Review transoript of Nancy Rriseno-Rivers,

. Draft Notice of Daposition of Person Most
Knowledgeable of Whiting Turmer ré.
remalning lssues notanswerad by Rivara.

10/16/2012 JRL  Rewse Molion to Araend Complaint.

i0Mer2012 ML  Review Motion to Expunge of Reduce Lien;
bagln drafiing Opposition to Moflon.

10/22/2042 WM Contfnue drafiing Opposltion to Motion to
Expunge; review and shepardize case law.

10/23/2012 MWLM Confinue drafiing Opposttion to Metion to
Expunge.

10/24/2042 JRL  Drafling Opposition fo Motton to Expunge
Lien.

07242042 MLM Conlinue drafing Oppostiion to Mofion to

: Expunge; prepare Exiilblts and draft Affidanit
of Shane Norman. ‘

Go/26/2012 JRL  Revise affidavitin stippott of Motion to
Expunge; revise Opposttion .

10/76/2012 MLW  Finalize and file Oppostilon to Motion fo
Expunge Lien.

{0/20/2012 JR.  Revewand tespond lo email from counsel for
Mojave Te: extension fo respond to disgovery
yequest,

1073072012 JRL  Revise Motion fo Amend Complalrt

1302012 WILM  Finallze Motion to Amend Covnplaint and Ath
Amended Complaint; file.

1073012042 BdP  Prepare seilement staterment.

10/31/2012 JRL  Review Reply In suppuort of WMojave's Motion
for Sumnmary Judgment.

14742012 MM Review Reply in Support of Whiting Turher
Wiotion for Summary Judgiment and
Opposition fo Geshman's Counfesmotion for
Summaty Judgment; draft Reply in Support of
Cashman's Countermotion for Stirmary
Judgmant.

Hours
1.10

0.80

0.60
2.00

1.00
2.0
2,00

210

1,50
1.90
0.20
0.50
0.00

1.10
0.50

450

Rale
300.00

180.00

245.60
180.00

180,00
180.00
245.00

180.00

245.00
180.00
246,00
245.00
180.00

300.00
245.00

160.00

Anount
330.00

144.00

122,50
360,00

180.00
360,00
A80.00

378,00

367.50
34200
49.80
73.50
0.00

330,00
122,80

810.00

Mo Charge

JA 00007634




Pozzillo Rohinson

Viatler 1D 342.21

/112012

112612
197202012

111202012
117202012
14062042

11/7/2012

14712012

14712012

11812012

117812012

117972012
117972042

117132012

114132012

/4472012
TMAIRO12
1474512012

1118/2012

ML

BJP
JRL

ML
BJP
JRL

LM

LM

Tl

JRL

JRL

JRL
LM

BJP

TALM
BJP
JRL
MLM

Draft Notice of Entry of Order Graning Motion
to Stay.

Prepare solfement stalemant.

Drafting Reply In Support of Motion for
Summeary Judgment,

Prafiing Reply In Support of Countetmotion
for Summary Judgment.

Reviow and revise reply in suppertof molion
for summaty fudgrent.

Revise sellerment statenent; draft emall to DA
1o Carvalho crimingl matter,

Spoke with Shenllly Briscoe re; Whiting
Turner docurments and upcorning depositions;
email fo Brissoe re: same; prepare Nofice of
Deposiiion of Mojave's PMK and amendsd
Notlea of Deposition of Whiting Turner's
PMIK.

Dralt Notica of Hearlng on Motion fo Amend
Gomplaint,

Prepats hindet of all pleadings re: headngs
on Motion for Suramary Judgment and Motlon
to Expunge Lien.

Proparation for hearing ont campeting Motlons '

for Summary Judgment as fo the payment
bond and mechanic's lien elalms; preparafion
of Default of Tonla Trah,

Preparation for hearing; affend and argue
hearing on competing Motions for Summary
Judgment as fo payment bond and
tmachanic's lisn claits; Teview of

Wl tolophioro call with setilerent judge
concerning seiting setiisment conforonoe,
Meeting with Shane aftor hearing.

Etnall fo/from opposing counse! ve: Whiting
Turher docurmant production. :
Research lssue relating

revisw information forwardesd bi Shane

Review and analyze opposition to motion to
cortify Judgment as final; research and
prepare Reply in support of molion {0 certify
Judgment ag final against Garavhlo.

Prepare Supreme Court Docketing Statement
with requested documents.

Prepare Reply in Supportof iViottan to certify
judgments & final.

[3raft porlions of dockeling stafement for
appeal of prelivinary injunction,

Draft Subpoena Duces Tecurn of QHLY, PQ

0,30

2.60
2.00

2.50

0.00

0.40

0.70

0.20

0.00

4.50

4,00

8.50

0.50

1.60

180.00

300.00
245.00

180.00
340.00
245.00

180,60

180,00

180.00

245.00

246.00

245.00

180,00

245.00

300.00

180.00
300.00
2456.00

180.G0

Page: 2

StratNo: 26080
December 7, 2012

54.00

780.00
490.00

450.00
0.00
12280

128.00

36,00

0,00

-~ 1,102.60

£80.00

0.00
36.00

367.650

360,00

270.00
1,050.00
122,50

288,00

No Chaige

Mo Charge

Mo Charge

JA 00007635




Page: 8

Mattor ID 34221 : Simt Mo: 26080
Daoewmber 7, 2012

Pezzillo Robinsen

LV, FCALW, aind Forest Gity Gommatelal Mot
Sib-total Feas:  11,004.00
Discount; Bl Redugad as Courtesy  -4,000.00 '

Rate Summary
Jannifer B Lioyd 18.00hotrs at $246.00Mr 4,410,400
Marisa Maskas 51 30hours at$ 180.00/hr  3,834.00
Brian J. Pezzilio 9,50 hours at $ 300.00hr 2,850.00

Total hours:  48.80

Expenses
Poslage 16.50
aMoi2012 Parking Fees. 10.00
10/16/2012 Flling fees. 3.50
1011672612 Filing fees. 3.60
10/18/2012 Filing fees ~ Posting of Cost Bond. i ) : $00.00
10/24{2012 Flilng fees. 3.50
107257202 Filing fees. 3.50
10/30/20%2 Filing faes, 3.50
1055112012, Legal Research. 108,77
10/31/2012 Filing fass. 350
14/212012 Efling foes. 3,80
122012 Fillng feas. 3.50
147712012 Filing foes. 3.50
172012 Filing fees. 350
1176f2012 Fliing fees. b : 3.50
Subslolal Bxpenses. 678.77
Payments
11/16/2012 Payment ck 488580 8,151.768
t2r#f2012 Payment cic 480474 15,908.57

— s
Suh-fofal Payments: 24,080.33

Total Gurrent Biling: — 10,67.77
Previous Balance Dus: . 24,060.33

Total Payments: 24,060.33
UV,
Tolat Now Due: 10,767.77

JA 00007636




Cashiman Equipment
Shane Norman

4300 5t Rose Parkwvay
Hendorson, NV 89082

REMITTANGE GOPY
Retura with Payment

Amount Due: 10,787.77

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillo Robinsen

6725 Vie Austl Parkway, Suite 260
Las Viegas, NV 89119

(702) 233.4225

Statement Number: 26088
Siatement Date! 121772012
Watter 1D: 34224

JA 00007637




Cashman Equipment

Shane Nokinan
3500 8t Ross Parkway
Henqerson. NV 89952

Pezzillo Robinson

5725 Via Aust Parlooy, Siiite 290

Las Vegas, NV 59119
{702) 233-4228

Statemant as of December 18, 2012

Siatement Mo, 26835

342,21: Crmshimah Equipment Gompany V. CAM Consulling/Carvalho

Professlonal Fees

162012

1112612012

1172612012

{1/26/2012

1162812012

1172772012

14212012

117281202

11726/2012
111282042
L

12142012

121412012

121412012

JRL

JRL

JRL

MLV

MLV

JRL

LM

JRL

JRL
ML
JRL

JRL
MLRA

Draf Nolice of Eniry of Default on Defendant
Tonia Tran,

Telaphone call with Shane and Kyt re.
=, reviavy of

Review notice from Supreme Court re:
sefilemant conferance.

Draft Application for Issuance of Gorrmission
fo Tale Cut of State Deposition of Forest City;
Nollge of Deposition and Subposna.
Doctment review and index of new Whillng
Tuiner produation,

Review of Whiting Turner newly produced
docurents.

Continue review of Whiting Riner
documents; begih outiine for deposition of
Whiting Turner deposition of sscoid person
most knowledgeable.

Review of Whiting Turner documents; prepare
for daposition of Whiting Turner Person Most
Knowledgaable; take deposition of Whiting
Tutner Parson Most Knowledgeable; review
notlce congerning seilament conference.

TeIeEhone call with Shane 1!

Prepare exhibis for deposifion of Whiting
Turner; finalize Subpoena to David Phillps at
Forest City and prepare fol seric, ol fo
Forest Clty re: contact information.
Review of docuimenta produced by Whiting
Turner: review emall concerning ressting
settement conference.
Diraft omail to Shane te:

Teview response.
Emall to opposing counsel re; dale change of
suprems court sotilement conferance; spoke
with opposing counsel re! Issues with
subpoenas,

Hours
0.30

170

0.10

1.60

3.00
2.20

1.00

4.00

0.00

0.50

0.60

G.30

Rale
245,00

245,00

244.00

180.00

160.00
245,40

180.00

245,00

245,00

180,00

Amount

73.60

416,60

24.50

270.00

540.00
£39.00

180.00

980,00

0.00

90.400

B1260

0.00

54.00

No Gharge

Mo Ghargs

JA 00007638




Pezzfilo Robinson

Mafter ID 342.21

1262012

127012

12ATI2012

121712012

1272012

1211002042
12102012

12102012

12M1f2012

12113/2012
12M3/2012,

12H812012

Expenses

/162012,
TifA8R012
{1/28/2012
1i/28f2012
11/28/2012
1113012012
11/30/2012
{206/212

12772012

JRL

JRL

MLM

ML

MLM

JRL
MM

MLM
vt

JRL
LR

MLM

Review docurments disclosed by Whiting
Torner. :

Prepare Raply In Support of Motion to Cettify
Judgment as Final; review franscilpt from
Whiting “Turner PMK deposilien. -

Doctment Review & Index of Whiting Turne
documents, _
Spoke with opposing counsel re: subjpoena of
Foras City and upcoming depositions; revise
subpoena for David Phifiips.

Review cowrt minuies re: supplemental
briefing schedle.

Draft email to Shane to; KR

Document review of Whiting Turner
dosurasnts.

Spoke with counsel for Mojave re:
rescheduling depositions.

Enalis tofrom opposing counsel re:
scheduling of depositions; draft Amended
Nottees of Deposition for Majave PMI and
Pavid Phllips.

Review acceptance of service of subpoena of
Dendd Philips.

Draft Raply In Support of Motion to Amend
Complalnt,

Rovise Reply In Support of Motion fo Amend
Complaint,

Clscount: Bil Reduced as Courdesy . -600.00

Rate Summary
Jennhifer R Lloyd 14.80hours at $248.00/r  3,660.50
Matisa Maskas 16.80hours at $180.00/m  3,024.00

Total hours; ~ 31,70

Postags

Pholocopies

Filing fees.

Racording Fos.

Cheel isstied fo Legal Wings, Ine.
Check issued to Legat Wings, Ine.
Check issued fo Legsl Viings, Inc.
Legat Research,

Checl issued fo Legal Wihgs, Inc.,

Transcripts - 2nd Depostlion of WT PMK » Rivera.

Filing fass.

Page: 2
Stmt Mo 26635
January 11, 2013

200 24500 48000

200 245.00 49000

3560 180.00  B830.00

060 180.00 a0.00

0,00 4806.00 0.00 Mo Charge

.00 245,00 0.00 No Charge
4.00 180.00 72040

0.00 130.00 0.00 No Charge

{4.00  180.00 0.00 No Charge

0.10 246.00 2450
2,00 180.00  360.00
0.60 180.00 20.00

Sub-tolel Fees:  6,674.50

14,05
101,00
3.60
0.00
75.00
76.00
120.00
196,47
74.50
360.6Q
3.50

JA 00007639




Pezzlllo Robinson
Matter ID 342,21

1201042012

Fling fees.

Page! 3

. StmtNo: 266386

January 11, 2013

‘ 3.50

Sub-fotel Bxponses: 1,027.02

“Votal Gurrent Billng: ™ 7,701.52
Prevous Balahee Due; 10, 787,77
Total Payinents: 0,00

Total Now Due; ~ 17,869.28

JA 0000764

)




Cashtman Egulpment
Shane Morman

3300 St. Rose Parkway
Handerson, NV 88062

REMITTANGE GOPY
Return with Payment

Staternart Nurnbet:

Statement Dater
fatter 1D

Amount Due: 17,869.29

PLEASE REMIT TGO

Pezziio Robinaoh

6725 \ia Austi Parkway, Suite 290
Las Vepas, WY B9

(702) 233-4225

26838
17442018
342 29

JA 00007641




Pezzillo Robinson

6726 Via Ausli Parlaway, Suite 280
Las Vegas, NV 52118

(702) 233-4225

Statement as of January 15, 2018
Slatement No. 27151

Cashman Equipment
Shane Morman
3300 5t Ross Parlway
Henderson, NV 89052

242,91 Cashiah Equipinient Gompany v. CAM Conhstlling/Catvalho

pProfessional Fess

121772012

1204972012
12/20/2012

1242112012
1212712012

12/268/2012
122013

143/20113

14512013

172013

1812013

7872043

JRL

MLV
JRE

JRL
JRL

JRL
JRL

JRL

JRI.

JRL

JRL

LM

Hours

Prepare for and aftend hearlng on Mottori 1o
Cerlify Judgments agalnst Carvalho and Gam
as final; review Nollce of Enlry of Dofaiit
against Garviaho entered by Majave.

Add index of Whiting Turner dogurments to
Excel Spreadsheet.

Brepare for hearing on Motion to Amend;
rexdew motion, oppasifion and reply.

Aftend hearing on Moion to Amendl,

Prepate Order Graniing Mofion to Amend;
prepare order granting iotion to Cotlify
Judgment as Final.

Review of Whiting Tutner documsiits.

Review of Whiling Turner disclosures;
praparation for selllement conference.
Roview of sellement statement in preparafion
for sefllement confarence and to deterivine

i i redow of Jusues with
case appeal staterment.

Telephene cal with opposing sounse} and
Judgs Heberfeld concerning reschedufing
ssillement conference at Judgs Haberfeld's
request; draft enall to Shane re; same; draft
ernall to 2l parties concerning postonament;
review and respond to email from Mojeve's
couieel re: upcoming depositions.

Review of items neaded for
, detarmiing

- review of stalus of discover

prepare oulline for aupplement,
Preparing for depesition of Devid Philllps;
Whiling Turner documant review, preparing
for deposition of Brian Bughl.

Ennells to/from opposing counssl ve:
depostiiions.

2,30

200
Q.70

210
0.60

2.00
3.50

080

0.80

1.80

8.00

0.20

Rata
245.00

480.00
246,00

245,00
248.00

245.00
24600

245.00

245.00

246,00

180.00

Avount
563,50

360.00
171.60

§14.50
447,00

490.00
867.50

220.60

122.60

441.00

1,470,00

36.00

JA 00007642




Pozzillo Robinson
Matter 1D 342.21

4928 JRL

JRL
LM
JRL

Hef2013
1912013
110203

1110/2018  JRL

11472043 JRL

152018 JRL

Expenses

1204712012
1211972012
17812013
1782013
11912013
1/9/2013
11102018
1116/2013

Payments

412512013
2812013

Proparing for deposilion of Brlan Bugnl;
review of Whiling Turner dislcosed
documents,

“Telephone call with Shano re: 4IRR

Prepare Exhibits for depositions.

‘Take deposition of Brian Bugni; tale
deposition of David Phiflips,

Drafl emnall to Shane with update after
daposliions.

Prepate nofice of daposifion for Janel

Rennle; prepare nofice of deposition for
person most knowledgeable of Element fron;
draft emall to counse) for Maojave rel additionsd
deposilion on certain lssues and review his
response.

Prepare Notice of Daposifion for Chris Meiers
of Mojave,

7.00

0,60
0,00
4.50

0.00

0.80

0.3Q

Rate Suimmary
Jennifer K. Lioyd 33.00hours at $ 245,00/hr
Vlarisa Maskas 2,20 hours af $ 180.00/he

Tofal haurs:” 35,20

Poslage

Photosapies

Filing fees.

Chaek issued to Legal Wings, luc.
Filing feas,

Filing fees,

Filing fees.

Fillng fees.

Filing fees.

Checl lssued-to Legal Wings, Inc.

ol 490993
ck 491488

Paymant
Payment

Bub-fotal Payments:

Page: 2
St No: 27181
Febmary_?, o3

24500 1,715.00
246.00 0.00 NoCharge
180.00 0.00 NoCharge
245.00 1,102.50
246.00 0,00 No Charge
246,00  196.00
245.00 73.50
Sub-botal Fees:  8,481.00
8,085.00
396.00
2,76
52,75
350
10.00
3.50
3.50
3.50
3,60
3.50
36.00

Suh-lotal Expensas: 136.50

10,767.77
7,101.52
e
T17,600.29

JA 00007643




Pezzillo Rubliison Page: 3
Stk No; 27161

Mafter 1D 342.21
Fehuary 7, 2018

R
Total Current Biling: 8,817.00
Brevious Balknoe Due: 17,860.28

Total Payments: 7,888.29
——— s
Total tow Due: 8,617.50

JA 00007644




REMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Cashman Equlpment Staternent Number: 27151
Shanes Noriiah Statement Dale: 21712043

3300 5t. Rose Pavlavay for 1D: a2 24
Henderaon, NV 88052 Matter {

Amount Due: 8,617.60

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzifo Rebinsoh
6725 Via Aust Parkway, Sulte 290
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4225

JA 00007645




Pezzillo Robinson
8725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 280
Lag Vogas, NV 88119
(702) 233-4225

Siatoment as of Fabruary 18, 2013
Stalement No. 27624

Cashman Equipment
Shane Normah

3300 St, Rose Parkwvay
Henderson, Ny 86062

34221 Cashman Equipnient Coipany v. CAM Censulling/Carvalho

Professional Faes Hours

295013 JRL  Reviewand respond to emnall from counsel for 0,20
WMojave re: selliement conference heing reset,
review emall {o seflement judge cohosrning
reselling fhe sefflement conferenco.

Review wilness and dooument disclosures fo 1.50

112412018 JRL
and to defanmine

12420613 JRL 0.60

124213 MLM  -Gormplie withess and document informalion #h 2,00

12412013 ML Drafi 9t Supplementat Disolosure; revew [t 1,70
of blank documents with priv. log [norder to
cohtact Mojave's counsel ooncerning deficlent
distiosures.
4250013 JRL  Revigw of Whiling Turner docuiments; analyze 230

IR cview of sLibpoena
sent lo owner
Resmatch coneerning

arid
Motlon for Summary Judgment.on Majave's
paymant bond. )
12872013 MLM  Review ataius of clalms against all 0.680
Defendants,
1982013 MLM  Draft Defaults for Michael and Bernle 0.90
Garvalho; draft letter to Elerment lron aftorney
ro; faflure fo produce 16.1 List of
Wiihessas/Documanls.
42602613 JRL  Reviewing depositions of Devd PFhilips and 2.00
Briah Bugni in preparafion for deposlfian of
Chils Melers fo datermine
review new dlaciosurs by
Mojeve concerning payments to Cam.

17282013 JRL 2.40

Rate
24500

245.00

180.00

180.0C

180.00

480.00

246.00

Anount
498.00

367.50

.04

360.00

406.00

£63.50

661.60

90,00

162.00

736.00

No Chargs -

JA 00007646




Pazzillo Rokinson Page: 2
Stmi Mo 27624

Matter HI 342,21
March 7, 2013

1/20/2013 JRL  Reviewand respond fo emall from Shane re! 000 245.00 0,008 No Charge

draft emall lo Shane ra:

1f20/2013 WMUM  Deposifion prep for Elarnent lron and Janel 400 180,00 72000
Rennie; prepare Bdibils.
429/2013  MUM  Emalls toffrom opposing counsol re: slatus of 0.20 180,90 36.00

addiffonal docuiments Mojave agresd fo
. produce and status of Satterent Conference.

4apinia JRL Preparafion for daposition of Chils Meiars; 3.70 24500  906.50
review coriespondance from counsel for
Etement fron and draft cottespondence to
counsel for Element Iron concerning
deposltion; review of doctiments for
auppleiment to court; contact counsel for
Majeve re: schieduling of sefternent
conference; drafting Motion for Summary
Judgent on Mojave's Paytnent Bond .

430/2043  MLM  Draft lefler fo apposing counsel {Bosches} re! 0,50 180.00 90,60
otllstanding discovery lssues.

13012018 MM Prepare request for Information from N 0,60 180,00 90,60
DY,

4312013 JRL  Prepste for and take deposilion of Chrls 320 24500  784.00

Molers/Mojave prolect manager; review

douments provided by Shanc SN

4/34/2013  JRL  Drafi emall fo Shane re. “ ' 0.00 245.00 0.00 No Charge
review roshohse.
312013 MLM  Prepare for and aftend deposition of Person 300 18000 54000

Most Knowledgable of Element Iron, and
daposition of Janel Rennle. i

1342013 MLM  Draft 10h Supplemental List of Witneéses 100 {80.00  180.00
and Documents, *

1i31/2013 MLM  Review Janel Rannle's Answer o 4th 0.20  180.00 46.00
Amended Complaint.

oisi2013  MLM  Spoke with DV re; requests for information 020 160.00 36.00
submited on Garvatho, Rennle and Tran.

of7io0i3  JRL  Review and respond lo amalls from counsel .20 24500 49.00

o for Majave re: setfiement,

o201 MLM  Begin preparing Motion for Summary 140 18000  270.00
Judyment against Blement frot.

2f172013 MM  Begin drafting Motion for Summary Judgmant 200 18000  360.00

’ against Janel Rennle.
94420015 MLM  Reviewlsfters from DMV te; missing 050 480.00 $0.00

informallon nesded; Letter to DMV re:
Informalion needed for our equesls of
vehlcles for Angslo, Tonla and Janel.
27452013 JRL  Drafiing iMotion for Summary Judgment on 140 24500 34300
fojave's Payment Bond. .
Sub-total Fees:  7,825.00
Discount: Bill Reduced as Courtesy  -700.00

JA 00007647




Pazzillo Rohinaon
Matter 1D 342.21

Expenses

1H7I2013
. 222013
142212013
172212013
142212018
142212013
11242013
14312018
20412013
272013
2720138
2712013
24712013

Jennifer K. Lloyd
Werisa Maskas

Rate Swyimary
18,20howrs at $245.00/hr  4,459.00

18.70 hours at $ 180,00y 3,366.,00

Toldl hours: ~ 36.90

Photocopies

Poslage

Fillng fees,

Filing fees.

Flling feos.

Flling fees.

Filing fees.

Cheol Iasued to Legal Witgs. Inc.
Check fssued to Lagal Wings, Inc.
Filing fees,

Fillng fees.

Recording Fee.

Recording Fee.

Simplifile Faa.

Slmplifile Fee.

Page: 3 )

Slf No 27824
Mareh 7, 2018

170.00
13.72
3.50
3.50
360
3.60
3.50
102.00
8.00
3.60
3.850
24.00
24,00
5.00
8,00

Sub-iotal Expenses: 376,22

Tota Current Blfing: ~ 7,601,222
Previous Balance Due: 8,617.60

Total Payments: 0.00
Total NowDue: ~ 16,118.72

JA 00007648




REMITTANCE GOPY
Return with Payment

Cashmen Equipment ) Statement Number: 27824
Shane Norman Statement Dafe: 712013

3300 8¢, Rose Parlway .
Handerson, NV 80052 Matter ID: 221

Amount Due: 16,118.72

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzlilo Rabinson
6725 Via Austt Parkway, Suite 200
Las ‘v’nagas5 NV 89119

(702) 233-4225

JA 00007649




Cashman Equipment

Shane Norman
3300 St. Roso Parkway
Herderson, Y 88052

Pezzillo Robhinson

8725 Via Ausii Parlaway, Suifs 200

Tas Vegas, NV 62119

(702} 233-4225

Statemant as of March 15, 2013

Sfatement No. 28357

342,21 Cashrzn Equipment Compary v, GANM GonsultingfCarvalho

Professional Fees

2192018

242012013

21212013

22112013
242112013
212212013

2f22{2013

212212013
2282013

HAHAS

JRL

JRL

JRL

MLM

MLM

JRL

M

MM

MLV

BP

Fegal Rescarch re! TR

in #Motion for Summary
Jidgraent on Mofawe's payment boind,
Deafing Mottan for Suminay Judgment on
Mojave's Payment Bond, revew
comespondanes from counse! for Element fron
re; deposition.

Research I support of Motlon for Summary
Judgment on Payment Bond against Mojaws;
drafiing Motlon for Summary Judgment
against Mojaw’s Paymant Bond; redew of

deposftion franscripts for evidence in support

of Moflon for Summary Judgment agalnst
Payinent Bond; draft email 1o counsel for
Mojave re: extending dates an supplemental
briefing; review and regpored to emalls from
Mojaws's colinsed re: setilement.

Draft Affidait of Shane Notrnan for iotton re:
Payment Bond; prepare deposition transciipte
as exhinits for Motlon ra; Payment Bond,

Diaft Stipudation end Order to Coniliue
Supplements/Canfinued Hearing on Motion for
Summary Jucgment,

Birafting Motlan for Summary Judgment on
Payment Bond agalnst Mojave; review of
depusition {ranscipts for evdence i support
of iotion.

Gontinue drafting Molion for Sumireary
Judgment against Jansl Rennte.

Draft Answer to Countorclaim.

Finallza cliations to Motich for Sumimary
Judgment on Payment Rond,

Review and revise Motion for Summary

Hours
220

1.70

4.60

0.50

0.40

3.00

220

D.60
1.00

0.50

Rate

245,00 -

245,00

246,00

180.00

180,00

0.00

180.00

180,00
180.60

360.00

FAamount
536.00

416.50

1,200,50

a0.00

72,00

D.00

396.00

£6.00
160,00

160.00

No Ghatge

JA 00007650




Pazzillo Robinson

Matter ) 34224

2/0812013

202512013

212612013

2252013

2/26/2013

212612013

2i27/2013

22712013

212812013

2128/2013

228(2013

31203

JRL

JAL

MLM

LM

JRL

JRL

JRL

LAG

JRL

MLM

ML

MILM

Judgment on Payment Bond.

Raview of scheduling order; revise afficanit for
Shane in suppoit of Motion for Summary
Judgment on Payment Bond; final revisions to
Motion,

Revew and respond to amail Foim Shane re!

Edit and finallze Motion for Summary
Judgment on Paymeni Bond.

Confinue drafting Motlon for Summsry
Judgment egeinst Jahel Rennie; Teview
diacovery cocuments and deposttion
transcripts for evidence in support.

Raview Motlon for Summery Judgment fited by
Owner Dafendants; review deposition
transcript of Whiting Turear PMK conceming

i opposition; bagin
drafting opposttion; prepare for Supreme Court
seltlement conference.

“Telephtone call with Shane ve:
A review and respond to onalt fiom
Leere:

Drafting Wation for Sumtnary Judgment as fo

" Rengle; Jegal regearch goncaming

drafting
Opposition to Motion te Dismiss on hehalf of
Owrers; deaft emall to counsel for Mojave re
scheduling and raview responge.

Continue Drafting Motion for Surmimaty

Judgment against Jahel Renile, prepere all
axhiblts; leyal research re:h

Attend Supreme Cotit seftlement sonforencs;
drafting Moflon for Sumtnary Judgment as to
Rennle; drating Motion for Summaty
Judgment as to Flement lror.

Draft Motien for Sumimary Judgment against
Eternent ron or i e Alferhative Iotion o
ahdke Answer of Element fron; prepare
Exfiiblts; Legal Research re! sanctions.

Drait Affidadt of Shane Noman for Molions for
Summary Judgment ageinst Renmie and
Element lron.

Draft supplements o Motlons for Suromary

Judament against Rennle and Elament lron;
draft supplement to Motion for Summary

1,00

0.00
0.00

3.00

210

0.00

6.50

450

9,00

£.00

0.50

0.4

245.00

245,00
180.00

180,00

245,00

245.00

245.00

180.00

245.00

180,00

480.00

180,00

Page: 2

Stinf No: 28367
April 10, 2013

245.00

0.00
0.00

540.00

514,50

0.00

1,592.60

§10.00

2,206.00

- 900.00

80.00

162.00

Mo Charge

No Charge

MNo Charge

JA 00007651




Pazzllio Robinsan
Matter ID 842,21

42013 JRL
362018 JRL

352013 MM
352093 ML
aro1s JRL
a{are013  JRL

31412013 MLM

aMB013 JRL

Jucdgment re; Payment hond to be flad under
sedl,

Ravew notice of dissociation of counsal

Draft Opposition to Motion to Disinise of inthe
alterhallve Motlon for Summeaty Judgment filed
by Owners; prepare affidayt for Shane; revew
and respond fo emall correspondence from
cotinsel for Mojave re: moving heering date.

Draft Stiptiation and Order to continue hearlig
on Defendants” Motion fo Dismiss e Qwners,

Edit and prepare Exhibits to Opposition fo
Defendants' Motion to Dlamiss re: Qwners,

Raview Order from Supreme Cout extending
time for Settlement Confsrence.

Drafting Supplement to Lien Moilon,

Letter to opposing counse! te! Mojave's failure
1o respond to Cashman's letter requesting
information and dosuments.

Drafting Supplement to Motion for Sunmmary
Judgment on Machanic's Lien claim; review of
Y j creation of timeline

1

0,10
7.80

0.30

1.00

020

1.00
0.30

6,00

Pags, 3

Stk Now 28357

Apilt 40, 2013

245.00 24.50
245,00 1,935.50

180.00 £4.00

180.00  180.00

245.00 48.00
245,00  245.00
180.00 £4.00
24500 1,225.00

Sub-tofal Pess:  13,880.00
Discount: Blil Reduced as Courtesy <760.00

Rate Sutnmary
Jennifar R, Lloyd 300hous i §  0.00Mr 10,00
Jermifer R, Lloyd 44 80hours at § 2456.00Mr 10,162,00
Marisa Maskas 20,10hours at § 180.00/MF 3,618.00
Brian J. Pazzllio 0.50hows at $ 300.00hr 460.00

Total hours: ~ GB.20

Total Current Bliting: 18,210.00

Previous Balancs Dus: 0.00
Total Payments: 0,00
[

Total Now Dues 13,210.00

JA 00007652




Cashman Fyulpment
Shane Norman

5500 8t Roso Parkway
Henderson, NV 89062

REMITTANCE GOPY
Retarn with Payment

statement Nirmber; 28357
Statement Dale: 4110/2013
\atter I 342.21

Amount Due; 13,210.00

P1LEASE REMEY TO:

Pezzillo Robinson
G725 Via Austl Parkway, Sulte 280
Las Vegas, NV 83118

 (70) 2384226

JA 00007653




Pezzillo Robinson

6725 \ia Aust Parkway, Stite 250
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4228

Statement as of April 15, 2013
Statemnent No, 28802

Cashman Equipment
Shane Norman

3300 St Rose Parlway
Hendetsah, My 89052

342.21; Cashman Equipment Cormpany V. CAM Consulting/Carvatho

Professiona Fees

3182013 JRL  Drafting Lien Supplement

a18/2018- MM Fdit and finalize Supplement to Countermotion
for Summary Judgmsnt; prepare all axiiibits;
ceaft client Affidavit.

3/192013 JRL  Revew emall from cotinsel for Mojave
goncarning oulstanding dliscovery lssues and
upcoring heattng schedule.

afiof2043  MLM  Finalize Affidavit of Shane Norman for
Supplement to Gountermotion for Summary
Judgment,

3052043 JRL  Review Opposition to Mofion for Surmnary
Judgment on Majave's Payment Bond;
Research concerming authority citad by
NoJave fn Opposition to Motlon for Sumtary
Judgrment on Payment Bond posted by

) Mojave for inclusion in Reply.

32672013 MM Draft Applicalions for Dafault Judgment for
Angelo Carvalho, Cam, Bernie Carvaliio,
iichas! Carvalho and Tonia Tran; prepare
Exhibits,

2272013 JRL Draftemall o Shane with update.

4272013 JRL  Revewand respond to emall from colmssl for
TWiajave te: upcoming hearings and
Information rot produced in discovery;
drafiing Reply in Support of NMotlon for
Summary Judgment agalnst WMofave's
Paytment Boind,

32772018 MM  Drait Stipulation and Order o Continue
Motlon for Summary Judgment on NMojave's
payment bond; emails to/fram ophosing

- counsel ra: same.

a/28/2013 MLM  Prepare Wit of Execution on A. Carvalho's
vehicles.

3282013 JRL  ReviewMajave's Supplementio NMoflon to
Expunge 1len and Motion for Summary
Judgment as o Whiling Turner's Payment

Ronhd; analyze arguments in resoonse;
research concerning

Howrs

5,80
250

0,10

0.30

230

3.00

0.00
220

0.50

0.80

2,70

Rale

245.00
180,00

246,00

180,00

246.00

180.00

245.00
245,00

180.00

180.00

245,00

Amount

1,445.60
450,00

540,00

0.00
£30.00

90.00

144.00

661,60

No Charge

JA 00007654




Pezzille Robinson

Matter D 342,21

AMI2013

4M{2013

4212013

4122013

413/2013

452013

Af412013

4/5/2013

4512013

A{6f2013

4152013

418/20138

AfO12013

LM
VLM

JRL

MM
JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL

ML
ML

JRL

ML

Draft Notice of Nan-Opposition to Cashiman's
Motlon for Summary Judgment agalnst
Element lron.

Begln drafting Reply i Support of Cashmar's
Moflon for Summary Judgment against Janei
Remnle.
Reaearch NN

Summary Judgment agalnst Rennie.
Finalize Reply in Suppott of Motion for
Summary Judgment Agalnst Rennls; lepat
rasaarch.

Draft emaif fo Shane re
clraft maii to Shane re;

Prapare Shahe's affldavt for Supplament
concerning Lien filed with cowrt; revew of
Mojave's Supplorment on Lien; analysls of
response to arguments ralsed for continued
hearfng on Molion to Expunge Lier; revse
Reply in Suppott of Motton for Summary
Judgrment agalnst Rennie.

Ressarch issues ralsad in Oppostiion related
to separate claims; draffing Reply In Support
of Motion for Summary Judgment on Mojave's
Payment Bond.

Drafting Reply in Support of WMotion for
Summary Judgrment on Mojave's Payment
Bond; review of

i’ analysts of arguments concerning
L

Draft amall > Shane re:

review lesponses.
Revise and finelize Reply In Support of
Cashman's Motlen for Surnmary Judgrment on
Payment Bond,
Drait Supploment for Supplement to Motion
for Summary Judgment on Lien and Bond
Claime,
Review molion to withdraw filed by counsel for
Element fron: reviaw Motion for Surmmery
Judgrment against Majave Payment Bond;
review Oppostiion filed by Mojave and review
Reply In preparaion for hearing on Motion;
prepare oufline of arguments for Viotion;
review correapndenca from coumsel for
Elsmant fron 1e; lack of response to moflon.
Review Elemerdt Iron's Motion o Withdraw as

0.30

2.00

0.70

3.00

0.00

2.80

7.00

4,50

0.00

0.00

0.00

200

0.30

180.090
180.00

246,00

180.00
245,00

245,00

245,00

246.00

248.00

480.00
180.00

246,00

180,00

Page: 2

Siml No: 28602

H4.00

360.00

171.80

540.00

0.00

880.00

1,716.00

1,102,650

0.00

0.00

0.00

480.00

§54.00

May 7, 2013

Mo Charge

o Chaige

No Charge

No Charge

JA 00007655




Pezzlllo Roblnsen Page: 3
Sinit Mo, 28502

Matter 1D 342.21 :
May 7, 2013

Attorney of Record, :
AMOP0I3  JRL  Prepare for hearing on Owner's Mollon for 3.00 24500 73500
Summary Judgmeni; outine arguments in _
response; prepare for hearlng on Cashinian's
Matlon for Summaty Judgment sgalnst
Rentis; aulline argunments [n response to
Opposition,
AM0/2013  JRL  Revew and respond to emall from Shane re: 0,00 245.60 0,00 NoCharge

AM4/2013 JRL  Affend heating on Owner's Motlon for 200 24500 400,00
Summary Judgment as to Unjust Enrichment;
Cashman's Molion for Summary Judgment
agalnst Element tron; Cashman's Motlon for
Summary Judgment against Renhie and
Cashman's Motion for Summaty Judgment as
lo Mojave's Payiment Bond.
AM2/2013  MLM  Draft Findings of FackGanclusions of Law 100 80.00 180,00
and Order re; Mofion for Summary Judgment
against Rennie, ‘
AM22013 WL Draft Findings of Fact/Conolusions of L.aw 400 180,00  180.00
and Order re: Motion for Sumrary Judgment
against Element lron, _
4H4i2013  JRL  Begin review of pleadings filed previously In 250 24500 612560
ralaflon to Motion to Expunge Lisn, Maotlon for
Surmmary Judgment on Lien; Mofion for
Summary Judgment on Whifing Turner
Payment Bond and Gountermotion for
Summary Judgiment ot Whiflng Turner
Payment Bond for Supplemental Hearing.
41452013 JRL  Review of supplemental filings by [Molave and 4,00 24500  980.00
Cashmary outiine arguments for hearing on
Motions; review of velevant cues law.

41512013 JRL.  Review of deposttion tesﬁmany” 200 24500  490.00
AM5P043 MLV Draft Notice of Eniry of Defaulls for Angelo, 0.60 180.00 90.00
Bernle and Michaal Carvalho for 2nd
Complalnt.

Sub-otal Fees:  13,442.50
Discount Bill Recuced as Coaurtesy  -1,300.00

Rate Summary
Jennifer R, Lloyd 43.70howrs af $ 245,00/ 16,706.60
WMarlaa Meskas 16.20hotes of § 180,00/ 2,736.00
Total hours:  58.90
Exponses
Postaga 91.62
Pholocopies 868.60
121312012 Legal Research. 60.48
4312013 - Legal Research. 5877

JA 00007656




Pezzillo Robinson
Matter (D 342.21

173172013
228213
2/28[2013
3/18/2043
31942013
4472013
Af472013
415{2018
47572013
4182013
A418£2013
4812013
4152013
4462013
41612013

Payments

BI3/2013

Page: 4
Stmt No: 28502

May 7, 2013
Legal Rasearch. 83.77
Check lasued to Lagal Wings, Inc. 57.00
Legal Resaarch. 499,74
Filing fees. 3.50
Filitng fees. 3.60
Filing fees. 360
Fillng fees. a.50
Filing faes, 3.50
Fillng feos. 3.50
Filing fees. 3.50
Filng fees. 3.50
Flilng fees. 3.50
Flitng fees, 3.80
Flling fees. 3.50
Filing fees. 3.50
Sub-fotal Expenses: 1,721.82

Payment ek 494302 13,210.00

Sul-tolal Paymenis: 13,210.00
Total Current Billing: 13,864.32

Previous Balance Dite: 18,210.00
Total Payments: 18,210.00
Total Now Due: 13,864.52

y

JA 000076514




REMITTANCE COPY
Ratury with Payment

Cashrnan Equipmant Statement Number: 28502
Statement Date: 5172013

Shana Norman
5300 St, Rose Parlway Mattsr 1D: 42.24

Hoenderson, NV 88062

Amount Due: 13,864.32

PLEASE REVIT TO:

Pezzilla Robinson

6725 Via Austi Parkway, Sults 290
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4226

JA 00007658




Pezzillo Robinson

6725 Via Aust Parkway, Sulle 200
Las Vegae, NV 80119
(702) 233-4228

Staternent as of May 16, 2013
Statement No. 26960

Cashman Equipment
Shane Noriman

3300 St Rose Parfway
Henderaon, NV 89082

24291 Cashmen Equipment Company v. CAM Consuling/Carvalhio

Professional Fees

4M6/2018  JRL  Aftend and argue at supplemental hearing on
Wolions concering mechanic's llen claim,
Whiling Turner payiment bond clalm and
Mojave payment bond clalim.

4182018 MLM  Prepare Order Denying Defendants' Motion to
Distriss Owners; Prapare Order Danylng
Dafendants’ Motion for Surmmary Judgment
on Payment and License Bonds and
Cashman's Countermoticn for Summary
Judgtent; Prepare Order Denying
Defendants' Mofion to Expunge Eien, Prepare
Order Denying Cashman's Motion for
Surmmary Judgrment on Mojeve Payment
Bond.

AD22013 MM Draft £1ih Supplemental Disclosiire of
Documents, .

41232013 JRL  Reviss order denying Motion to Expunge or
Reduce Lien; reviss otcders on Motions for
Summary Judgiment,

4232018 JRL  Draft emalt to Shane re: |

4123048 MLM  Finallze (4) Orders; emall fo Brian Boschee
: for approval,
A240013  JRL  Revisw and respond fo emall from Mojeva's
aftorney re; selllement conference in suptenio
court and continulng triak review KR

AB26i8  JRL  Telephone oall with Shane e
ernail from Shane re;

4082013 JRL  Review pinute order from court granting
rroffon to withdraw flled by coumsel for
Elernent fron.

42012013 JRL  Review and reepond fo emall from colinsel for
Mojeve e mioving trizl, ‘

43012013 JREL  Draft Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Lawre; Qulet Tifle and Fraudulent Transfer

Howrs

2.60

1.20

.60

040

0.00

0.00

0.40

0.00

Rals
245.00

180.00

180.40

245.00

245.00

180.00

246.00

245.00

245,00

246.00

245.00

Amaount
$12.50

218.00

80.00

QB.OQ
040
0.00

98.00
0.00

49.00

48.00

367.60

No Charge

No Charge

No Charge

JA 00007659




Pezzilio Robinson

Matter 1D 342.21

4f30/2013

- BA2018

522013

6812013

51712013
B/0/2013

Expenses

415012018
/372018
Bi3/2013
BI3I20M%
Braf2013
BI6f2013
5/6f2013
6/6f2013
516i2013
5162013
5/6f2013

MM

MLM

MLM

ML

LM
LM

concerning Hannle; draft Findings of Faot
and Conelustons of Law conceraing Elament
irom,

Draft Stipulailon and Order to Contlnus Trial
Setting.

Contact court re: confituing trial sating; lelor
to Court re; same; emails tofirom opposing
counsel re; same.

Contact court re; calendar call: Jotter fo coutt
po: saine; emails toffrom opposing oupselre:
same; revise Stipulation and Order fo
Continie Tiial,

Prepara Notice of Entry of Orders for: Mofion

o Expunge {he Lien, Motion for Summary

Judgment ¢n VWhithng Tutner Bond, Moflon for
Sunnary Judgment o Mojave Payrment
Bond and Motlon to Dismlss Claims againat
Owmer. ‘

Draft Motion for Atiorney's Faes & Costs.
Caloulate foes and costs associated with
Defendants' Motlon ta Expunge Lien for
Cashmants Motion for Attorney's [Fees.

050

0.60

0.60

0.80

2.20
1.00

186.00

180.00

180,00

180.00

180.00
180.00

Sub-iotal Fees:

Rate Summary
Jennifer R. Hoyd 5.20 hours at $ 246.00/ht
WMariss Maskas 7.30 houes at $ 180.00Mr

Total howrs;  12.50

Photocopies
Postage

Lagal Research,
Fliing fees.
Filltg fees.
Filing faes.
Filing fees.
Filing feas.
Fiting feas.
Recording Fee.
Fliing fees.
Filing fees.
Simpliffie Fee.

Suh-total Expenses:

1,274.00
1,314.00

Page: 2

St No: 28960
June 10, 2013

90,00
108,00
40.00
144.00
398,00
180.00
"2,588.00

14,00

7.44

112,46

3.50

3,50

3,50

350

3,50

350

24,00

3.50

3.50

5,00

—

160,69

JA 00007660




Pezzillo Robinson
Matter 1D 342,21

Page 3
Stnt Nor 28980
Jung 10, 2013

“fotal Curvent Billng. ™ 2,778.59
prevous Batance Due: 18,864.32

Total Payments: 0.00
I
Total Now Due: 15,642.91

JA 00007661




Cashman Eguipment
Shane Norman

3300 8t Rosoe Patlavay
Hendlorson, NV 89052

RENITTANCE COFY
Return with Payment

Amount Due! 16,642.91

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzllc Robinson

8725 Via Aust Parkway, Stite 290
Las Vagas, NV 88119

(702) 283-4225

Stalement Number: 28860
Statement Dale: Bf0/2013
Matfor 1D: 342,21

JA 00007662




Cushman Equipmant

Shane Notitah
3300 5t. Rose Parkaay
Henderson, NV 89052

342.21: Cashman Faulpment Campany . CAM ConsuitingfCarvatho

Profeasional Fees

§/16/2013

8f16/2013
GHe2013

5712013

BM 72043

5/22/2013

5{29/2013

5/30/2013
BI72013

6/12/2013

Expenses

62142013
52472013
5131/2013

JRL

WM
LM

LM

MLM

MEM

L

JRL
JRL

JRL

Pezzillo Robinson

6725 Via Austt Parlaway, Suite 290

Las Vegas, NV 85119

(702) 233-4225

Statlament as of June 15, 2013
Slaterment No, 20359

Revisng findings of fact and conclustons of
lan.

Finalize Motton for Fees and Cosls,
Flnalizing default Judgment appiications for
Bernie and Michael Carvalho.

Finalize Findings of Fact/Conclusions of Law
re: Renhnle Motion for Summary Judgment;
amall to opposing counsel re: same.

Prepare Wits of Execuflon on banke, along
with Nollee of Exesution, Wiils of
Garnishment and Conslabla insfructions.
Prepate exhlbits fo Mollon for Atiorney's Fees
and Costs, review and redact cientinvoices
to establish fees and costs incurcad relating fo
the Mofion to Expiinge.

Draft Affidavit of Jennlfer Lioyd 1e; Motion for
Feas and Cosls,

Revising iMoflon for Attorney's Fees.

Reviow status of arders; review deading for
ohwer answer; draft email fo counsef for
owner re. answering complali,

Review anewer filad by Owners,

Hours
0.40

0.86
0.40

0.60

2560

1.00

0.50

0.40
0.60

.30

Rale
245.00

180.00
180.00

180,00

180.00

160.00

180.Q0

246.00
2456.00

245.00

Amount
28,00

144.60
7200

108,80

450.00

180,00

90.00

88.00
122,50

73.60

Sub-fotal Fees:  1,496,00

Rate Suramary
Jennifer R. Lloyd 1.60 houra at $ 245.00/hr
Mariea Meskas 5 B0 hours at § 180.00/hr

Tolal hourat 740

Postage
Pholocnpies
Filing fees,
Wilt Fee,
Filing fees.

302.00
1,044.00

7.74
34.00
3.60
30.00
3.60

JA 0000766

F




Pezzillo Robliteon
Metter 11D 842,21

B4/2013
6/3/2013
6/5/2013
61572013
8712013
6r14/213

Payments

71512013
7/62013

Fliing fees,
Filing fees,
Filing fees,
Filing fass.
Filing faes.
Filing fess.

Payimeant
Payment

Pane: 2
Stint Me: 20350
- Juiy 10, 2013

3.50
8.80
3.50
3.50
3.50
5.50
Sub-otal Expenses:  99.74

13,864.32

2,778,569

Sub-fota] Paymanis: 18,642.91
Total Gurrent Biling: — 1,585.74

Previots Bajance Due; 16,842.91
Total Paymeants: 16,642.91
Total Now Dus: 1,536.74

JA 00007664




REMITTANCE COPY

Return with Payment
Cashman Equipment Stalement Number: 293569
Shane Norman Statermarnt Date: THO2013
32300 8t. Rose Parlovdy Matter ID: 34221

Henderson, NV 89062

Amaunt Due: 1,585.74

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillo Robinsan

6725 Via Ausfl Parkway, Sulte 200
1.as Vegas, Ny 8_91'19

(702) 283-4225

JA 00007665




Pezzillo Robinson
8725 Vla Austi Parkway, Suite 260
Las Vagas, NV 89119

(702) 258-4226 -

Statement as of July 15, 2013
Statement Mo, 29788

Cashman Equipment
Shane Norman

3300 St. Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 88062

442,27 Cashman Equipment Company V. CAM Coneulting/Catvalilio

Professlonal Fees Hours

62512613 BJP  Revewmotion for attornays fees and 1.00
opposifion; research vagarding reply in suppoit
of motion for alforneys fees,

g/26/2013 BJIP  Prepare reply in support of motlen for 1.20
aftomeys fees. :

gi27/2013  BJP Prepare reply in support of motlon for attarhey .40
foes,

722013 BJP  Revise and finalize reply In suppott of motion 4.20
for attomays feas.

7a013 MLV caft Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact for 0.40

Efemnent fron Motion for Summaty Judgment;
draft Notice of Enty of Findings of Fact for
Renmie Motlon for Summary Judgment.

712013 BIP  Prepare for and attend hearing on motton for 0.80
atfomay fess.

Rate

300.00

300.00

300.00

300.00

180.00

30040

Sub-folal Feos:

Rate Summary
Warisa Maskas 0.40hours &t § 180,000
Biian J. Pexzillo - 5.80hours at $ 30000/
Total hours! 8.00

Expanses

Fostege

Pholocopies
B/312013 Flling foos.
6512013 Fliing fees.
6772013 _ Flitg fees.
61412013 Fliing fees.
8242013 Filing fees.
71212013 Flilng fees.

72.00
4,680.00

Amount
300.00
380.00
420,00
360,00

72.00

240.00

T, 75200

3.84
1075
3.50
7.00
3,60
3.50
3.60
3.80

JA 00007666




Page: 2

Pezzillo Robinsoh

Mafter I3 342.21 Stmt Ne: 20783
August 9, 2013

71372015 Filing fees. 7.00

-
Sub-totat Expenses: 46.09

Tota! Gurrent Bllling: 1,798.00

Previous Balance Due: 1,535.74
Total Paymenis; 0.00
Total Now Due: 3,333.83

JA 00007667




REMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Caehman Equipmeant Statement Number: 20788
Staterment Date: 8/9/2013

Shana Norman
3300 S, Rose Parloway Watter ID; 942,24

Hendersan, NV 83052

Amount Due: 3,333.83

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillo Robingon
6726 \ia Aus Parkway, Suite 200
Les Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4225

JA 00007668




Cashman Eqguipment
Shane Normarn

Pezzillo Robinson

8725 \fim Ausli Parlavay, Stile 290
Las Vegas, NV 88118
{7023 233-4225

Staterment as of Augast 45, 2013
Slatament Mo, 30138

3300 Si. Rose Palamy
Haondarson, NV 89052

a42.241: Gashman Equipmant Company v. CAM Co

[}
Profassional Fees

72212013 JRL

7i28i2013  MLM

8/15/2013 MM

Expenses
1MB2013
§/3172013
6/30/2013
TS

Payments

8/30/2013

nsulting/Gatvaiio

Hows Rafe  Amount

Review and respand to emeil from Supreme 0.2 248.00 49,00
Court sefisment ludgo ve: no satilament

reached.

Prepara redacted Involces showing miforney's 050 180.00 80,00

foes and costs inourred re: Wotion lo

Expunge Lien per Couts ordar.

Emails toffrom Boschee re; owner's 16.1

020 160.00 36.00

wiinessas atd documenis.
Sub-total Fess: 17500
. Rate Summary
Jennifer R, Lloyd 0.20 hours at $ 245.00/hr 49,00
Merisa Maskas 0.70 hours at § 180.00/Ar 128.00

Total hours.  0.80

Chack issued fo Legal Wings, Inc.

1 egal Research,
{ agal Research,

Chack Iesued fo Legal Wings, Inc.

Paymment

36.00
74,31
144.68

~36.00
Sub-fotal Bxpenses: 187.69

3,333.83
—
Sub-otal Payiments! 3,393,353

Tolel Current Blilng: 36489
Erevious Balance Due: 3,833.83
Total Payments. 3,333.83

Total Now Dug: 36269

JA 00007669




Gashman Eguipment
Shane Norman

3300 3i. Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 89062

REMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Amount Due: 362.89

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezalilo Robinson

6725 Via Austl Parkway, Sulte 200
Las Vegas, NV 88119

(702) 233-4208

Statement Number:
Statement Dale:
Matter 1D:

3088
873072013
342,21

JA 00007674




Cashman Equipment

Shane Norman
3300 8t Rose Parlway
Henderson, NV 89062

342.21: Cashiman Equipment Company v. GAM Consulling/Catvatho

Professional Faes
82972013 MLM

81262013 JRL

B8/28/2013
81302013
91312013
of3f2013

o/412013

8512013
1572013

52013

902013
8/112013
oM H2013
91212013

91212013
aM3f2013

JRL
JRL
JRL
ML
VLM

JRL
MEM

MLM

JRL

JRL
A

JRL

DAL
MEM

Pezzillo Robinson

6725 Via Austl Parkway, Sulte 290

Las Vegas, NV 89118
(702) 283-4225

Statement as of September 16, 2013

Stalemeant No. 30533

Email to apposing counsel re: biling
staternants for Motion for FessfCosle.
Drafting Matlop fo Cerifify Rennle Judgment
as Flnal,

Drafting Molion fo Cerlify Judgment agalnat
Rennie as Final,

Begin kial preparaiions

Begln review of deposition fransctipis for trial.
Finzlize Mollon fo Certify Repnle Judgment as
Final (Rule 64b) and prepare Exhibils.

Graft Ex Parte Application for Order
Shottening Time {o Mollon to Cerlly Rennle
Judgment as Fingl,

Conlinued review of deposition transctipts for

frial; proparation of { NS,
Review of disclosures NN

Draft Ordor Granting Cashman's Molian for
Affornsy's Fees and Costs; email to oppasing
counael re: same.

Review and raspond 1o emall from counsel for
Mojava re: irial meefings,

Review of IR, for 1rlal.
Fmalls toffrom Boschae re: Order on Motlon
for Atarney's Foes and Costs; submilt fo court
for Judge's signature.

Raviow Trial Ordor; revew and respond fo
evnall from opposing counset re: calendar oall

Begin preparafion dostiments for frial.
Praparing dosumants for fal.

Rate Summary
Jennifer R, Lioyd

Hotirs
0.10

1.70
2.40
210
1.80
0.50

0.60

240
0.40

.50

0.20

1,20
020
0.30

1.5
1.00

Rale
185.00

245.00
245.00
245,00
245,00
195.00

185.00

245.00
195.00

195,00

246.00
245.00
1695.00
246.00

195.00
196.09

Sub-otal Fess:

12.20 howurs at § 246,00/

2,989.00

Ayvount
10.50

416,60
588,00
§14.50
465.60

g97.50

117.00

588,00
78.00

97.60

48.00
294.00
39.00
73.50

202.50
165.00
3,025.00

JA 00007671




Pozzitlo Roblnson
Matler 12 342,29

Marisa Maskas 4.80 hotrrs at $ 195,00/hr
Total hours: 17,00

Expenses

Photocopies

Poslage
Bia1/2018 Lagal Research.
af312013 Flling fees.
942013 Fillng fess.
9/12i2013 Filing faes.
91212613 Fillng fees.

Page: 2
Simt Mo 30533
October 7, 2013

936,00

178.60

AT8

£3.13

3.50

3.60

3.50

3,50

Sub-lotal Expenses: " 280.38

Total Current Billing: 4.175.39

Previotis Balance Due! 362.88

Total Payments: 0,00
—_—
Total Now Due: 4,538.28

JA 00007672




REMITTANCE COPY
Retures with Payment

Cashman Eguipment Staterment Numbey: 30538
Shane Norman Statement Dates 104712013

3300 St. Rose Parlway ttor 1D: 2291
Herdgrsen, NV 88052 Matte

Amount Duas 4,558.28

PLEASE RENIT TO:

Pazzillo Robingon

8725 Via Austi Parlavay, Stite 280
Las Vagas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4228

JA 00007673




Pezzitlo Robinson

8726 \ia Austl Parlway, Sulte 280
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 933-4226

Statement as of Oalober 15, 2013
Staterment No, 31223

Gashman Equipment
Shane Notiman

3300 &t Rose Parlway
Henderson, NV 88052

342,24: Cashman Equipmant Company v. GAN Consulting/Carvatho

Deadline for Briefs In Appeal Case,

Professional Feeg Hours

0M2/2013 MLM  Finafize Answer fo Counterctalms. Q.00

o/19r2013 JRL  Attend calendar call 1.60

9192018 JRL  Telephone cal with Shane re: ISR, 0.00

o/20/2013 JEL  Review sefflament offer made by Linda Dugan 0.40

9/20/2013 MLM  Spoke with opposing sounsel's office (Linda 0.20

- ) Dugan) re; seflfament offer.

9/25/2013 MLWM  Emalls toffrom opposing counsel re: 0,50

setfiement of claims againat Linda Dugen;
- draft Stipulafion and Order for Dismssal

9/26/2013 JRL  Review Order from Supreme Gourt 0.2
soncarning Transcripte for lower
progaedings.

10/1/2013 MLM  Recslptof payment re: dismissal of Linda 0.2
Dugary; finalize Stipulation and Order for
Dismissal with Prejudice,

10732018 MM Prapars Cerlificate of Mailing for Grder ah 0.20
Mofton to Cerlify Jane! Rennié Judgment as
Final,

10772013 JRL  Prepare cerlificate of no tranecript for 0,40
Suprene Gourt.

10/7/2013  MLM  Review NRAP re: franscripls. 0.00

1001912013 JRL  Review Order Sefting Trial 0.20

10/44/2015 JRL  Deaft emaif o counsel for Mojave re: .10
continuing the appeal deadines.

10/14/2013 MWLM Draft Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order .20
for Dismissal of Dugan.

10/15/2013 JRI.  Review and respond to emall from opposing 0.20
gounsel re: appeak

10/45/2013 MM Draft propased Order Granfing Motlon to 0,30
Cartify Judgment agalnst Rennle as Final.

10/15/2013 MLM  Draft Stipulation and Crder to Continve (.60

Rate
195,00
245,00
245,00
245,00
195.00

194,00

248,00

195.00

195.00

245.00

195.00
245,00
245,00

165.00
246,00
165.60

195.00

Arount
0.00

302.00
0.00
98.00
39.00

97.60

49,00

38.00

38,00

98.00

0.00
A8.00
24,50

39.00
49.00
58.50

117.00

Sub-tofal Fess:  1,788.50

No Chargs

No Chargs

No Cherge

JA 00007674




Pezzillo Roblisaon
Iatter D 342.21

Expenses

Bf2042013
BI242013
10/8/2013
1/4/213
10412013

Payments

1011872013
1014812013
14112043

Page: 2

StmtMo: 31223
Moverrhar 26, 2013

Rate Summaly
Jennifer R. Lioyd 3.10 howrs at $246.00/hy 759,50
Marlsa Maskas 2 20 hours ak % 195.00/hr 429,00

Tolaihours: 5,30

Fostage
Pholocoples
Filing foss.
Filing fees.
Flling fees.
Wit Fee.
Writ Fee.

Payment
Payment
Payment

1.84
14.00
3.60
3,60
3.60
18.00
60,00

Sub-tolal Fxpenses: 107.54

362,89
525.40
4,538.28

—
Sub-total Payments! 5,426.57

‘Total Guerent Billing:
Praviols Balante Dua!
Total Payments:

‘Total Now Bue:

S —
1,280,684

4,538.28
6,426.57

U ——
401,66

JA 00007675




Cashman Fouipment
Shane Norman

3300 8t Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 89052

RENITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Amount Due: 401.55

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillo Rohinson

6726 Vla Aust Parleevary, Suite 290
Las Vagas, NV 89719

(702) 255-4225

Staterent Number; 31223
Statement Dale: 1112612013
Matter 10 342,24

JA 00007676




Pezzillo Robinson

8725 Via Ausli Patkway, Suite 260
Las Vegas, NV 89119
(702) 238-4225

Siatement as of Noverher 15, 2018
Staternent No, 31337

Castiman Equipment
Shana Norman

3300 8t Rosa Pariway
Henderson, Ny 89052

342.21: Cashman Equipment Company v. CAM Consulting/Cervelho

Professional Fees Hourg
40M7/2013 MLV Prepare for and aitend heatling on Motion to 1.90
Cerlify Judgment against Rannie a8 Final,
10/17/2013 WEM  Draft Nofice of Entry of Order Graniing 0.20
Motlon to Cerlify Rennie Judgmentas Final,
. 10/24/2013 JRL  Prepare Nofice of Enfry of Order Cranting 0.20
Wotion to Cerfify Judgment as Final.
410/24/2013 NLM  Draft Notice of Eniry of Stipulation and Orcler 0,30
. ’ for Dismiasel of Linda Dugen with Prejudice.
1078412013 JRL  Altend calendar call; discussions with 1.80
lojave's aftorney ret ssucs for trial,
14082013 JRL.  Telephone call with Keith and Kim re 1.00
: review of cerlaln exhlbits
J4/8i2013 JRL  Dreft email fo opposing counsel re; DGR 1.40
267 meeling and review response; review of
Wiollons for Sura ] ent previously -
filed W
{rial.
Q4712013 MM Begin drafting Prefrial Memorandurn. ~1.00
$1M2/2013 JRL  Review cortespordence from courtre: sefling 2.00
peeting in chambers with udge; review of -
documents neaded for trial; draft emali to
opposing counsel re; soheduling meefing and
review response,
4212018 ML Trial Preparation: Binders of alf Motions for 1.50
Summary Judgment and corresponding
responsive pleadings.
14122013 MLM  Finish draft Pre-Tilal Memo. 1.00
MMaa13 JRL  Anslyze clalms AN 1,50
revising preliial
memorandurn; pulling extiibits.
1474412013 JRL  Conpiling trall axilbits; meeting with opposing 400
ocounsel as required by EDCR 2.67 to discuss
‘ witnessess and exhlbits.
1411412013 MM Prapare (B) iffer of Judgrments. 1.00
1114412013 BJP  Review pleadigns and trial lsstes. 0.50

Rale
195.00

195,00
245,00
185.00
246,00

245.00

245,00

195.00

7456.00

185,00

195.00
245.00

245.00

166.00
300.00

Arnaung
370,60

39.60
49,00
£8.50
444.00

246.00

343.00

195.00
480.00
282,50

196.00
367.50

$80.00

185.00
160,00

JA 00007677




Pezzlile Robinson
Matter 1D 342.24

114162013 JRL

Expenscs

10H7/2013
101772013
10182013
10/21/2013

Pager 2

StmtNo: 31337

Decamber 6, 2013

Draffing pretrial memorandum. 1.00 24500  24B.00

Sub-otaf Fees:  4,6b6.00

Rate Summaty
Jenmifer R. Lioyd 12 90hours af $245.00/hr  3,160.50
Marisa Maskas 8.90hours at $ 405,00/ 1,345.50
Brlan J. Pezzllio .60 hours ak $ 300.00fhr 150,00

- Total hotrrs: 20,30

Pholocopies 247,50
Poslagn 994
Fi!lhg faes, 360
Filing fess. 2,60
Filing fees. 2,80
Flling fees. 3.50
Sub-fotal Expenses: TTTTIes A

Total Curcent Billing: 5,019.74

Prenvinus Bajance Due: 4(1.56

Total Payiments: 0.00

Total Now Pue:

—
542120

JA 00007678




Cashiman Equfpment
Shane Norinah

£300 St. Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 89052

REMITTANGE COPY
Refurn with Payment

Amount Pue: 6421.29

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pazzilio Robinson

6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290
Las Vegas, NV 89118

(702) 233-4225

Statamant Number: 31337
Statemant Date: 12/6/2013
Matter |D; ad2.24

JA 00007679




Pezzillo Robinson

6725 Via Ausli Parkway, Sulte 250

Lag Viegas, NV 80118
{702} 283-4225

Statement as of December 15, 2013

Staternent No. 31740

Cashman Equipment
Ghana Narman

3300 St. Rose Parkway
Hendarson, NY 89052

442.94: Cashman Equipment Company v, GAM Gonsulting/Carvalho

Professional Fees

447182018 JRL  Drafting Profrial Memorandum.
1202018 JRL  Reviewing documents

£420/2013 MLV  Trial Preperations: prepraration of joint exhibit
list,

/2172013 JRL  Telephone call with counsel for Mojave re:
mediation.

1402472013 MLV Tria) Preparations; Ouffine Depositlons.

147200018 JRL  Review correspondence from court
concarning meeting wilh judge; draft emall to
counse! for Mojave re: schaduing mesting
with judge; telephone call with court
concerning scheduling meeling.

1172202013 MLM  Trial Preparations: Ouline Depositions.

44125/2013 JRL  Prapare Motion to Continue Trial.

4112512013 JRL  Continued review of exhiblis for firal; drafting
trial brief,

41262018 JRL  Telaphone call with court and opposing
counsel re; rescheduling ilal;draft emalls to
Les, Shans and Keith re:

11126/2013 MLM  Review process for fransfor of fifle and
avicilon; contact recorder's office re: same.

14726/2043 MLM  Draft Stipulation and Order to Continue Trial
Date; emalls to/from oppesing coumnsel red
same.

11/26/2013 WILM  Drafting portions of Trial Brief,

14/27/2043 MLW  Thal prepatation: preprafions of joint axhibits.

11/27/2013 MLM  Email fo recotder's office re: tax exampiion
for fransfet of fils.

121272013 MM Emalls toffrom Recorder's office re: fransfer
tax, cafoulsie fax,

1232045 JRL  Altend prefrial meeting in chambers wih judge
and opposing counael.

19/4i2013 MLM  Emails toffrom Boschee ret extending briefing
deadiinas for Appesl,

1952013 JRL  Reviewand respond fo emall from Keith re:

Hours

1,40
1.50

1.80
0.20

2.00
0.30

240
2.00
340

0,30

.80

Q.60

0.80

To200

0.20
0.30
200
0.20

0,20

Rafo
245,00

.245.00

106,00
245,00

195.00
2456.00

196.00
246,00
245,00

248.00

196.00
195,00
185,00

196,00
195,00

196,060
248.00
466,00

245.00

Amount

345.00
367.60

202,50
48.00

300.00
73.60

468,00
460.00
833.00

73.50

117.00
147.00
166,00

380.00
89.00

88.60
490,00
38.00

49.00

JA 0000768(¢




Pezzillo Robinson
Matter 1D 34224

12/6/2013
124812013

120612013

12/6/2013

124612013

12162013
14T 3

12/9/12013
12/9f2013

12192013

12/14/2013

421112013

12f12/2018

12f1212013

121412013

120158/2013

ML
JRL

[VILRA

MLV

MM

LM
JRL

JRL
LM

BJP

JRL

BJP

JRL

BdP

BJP

BJP

frlal.
"Tefal Preparafion: joint exhiblis.

Raview Kelth Lazeaw's franscrlptin
raparation for frial

THal Preparations: finalize joint exbibit list for
farwarding fo opposing counsel.

Emails fo/from Boschee re: Stipulation and
Ordat 1o Bxdend Brieflng Schedile; prepare
Stipulation and Order to Extend Briefing
Schedule,

Draft Notlce of Entry of Stipulation and Order
to Contintie Tial Date (Second Request,
Finalize deposifion outlines for all deponents.

Diraft email to Les re!

Review and respond fo eiiail from Lee

Researeh fransfer of fifle proceedure with
Recorder's and Assassor’s afffees.

Review prior pleadings and catises of action
asserled and countercisims in preparafion for
Trial.

Preparing examination for Nancy Briseno of
Whiling Turner; revielwing her deposition
{ranscript; draft ergall &

Heview of lssues presented In competing
Motions for Susamary Judgrment In
preparation for el

Cemplate Brisena examinetion; review of
Bugn! fransclript and preparation of
examinafion.

Review deposition franscript of Kellh Lozeau
tn preparation for frial; reivew deposition
franscript of Shane Norran; oulline issues,
Prepare withess examinelions for Kelth
Lozeayu and Shans Norman.

Conlinued preparation of exanination for
Keith; Tefvew of Bugnt deposition transcript.

1.20
240

.10

.50

0.30

0.10
0.00

0.00
1,08

.50

2.60

250

.80

1.70

2,60

1.50

Page: 2
St Moy 31740
January 23, 2014

18606  234.00

245.00  688.00

195.00 19.50

195,00 87.50

195.00 58.50

195.00 10.60
245,00 0.00 No Charge

245.00 6.0¢ NoCharge
195,00 196,00

300.00 48000

24500  &12.50

300.00  750.00
24500 93100
300.00 51000

300.00  750.00

400,00 450.00

Sub-dolal Fessr  10,501,00

Rate Summary
Jannifer R, Lioyd 20.00kours st § 246.007hr
Matisa Maslas 18.80 hours at § 198.00/hr
Brian . Pezzilic 9,70 hours at $ 300,00/

Total houre; ~ 43,60

4,800.00
2,601.00
2,910.00

JA 00007681




Pezzillo Rokinson
WMatter ID 342,24

Expensos

1M162013
2116/2013
2MB8{2013
AIBI2013
11H9f2013
12152013
120612018
12/612013

iPhofacopies

Poslage

Chack issued to Depo Intetnafional, LLC,
Check fesued to Dapo International, LLG,
Cheok fssuad to Depo International, LLGC.
Chack issued 1o Depo international, LLG.
Cheaic lsaued to Legal Wings, inc.

Fliing fees.

Check isstied fo Legal Wings, Inc.

Filing fees.

Page; 3

Stk No: 31740

Januaty 23, 2014

Sub-tolal Expenses:

Tolal Current Billing:
Previous Balance Duer
Total Payrments:

Total Now Due:

24.50
24
878.35
228.25
427,85
350.80
B7.00
3.60
57.00
3.60

2,032,59

12,533.69

8,421.28
- 0.0

"~ 17,964.88

JA 00007682




REWITTANGE GOPY
Return with Payment

Cashman Equiprent Statement Number: 31740
Shane Norman SlatementDate: 172342014
3300 St Rose Parlway Maltar 1) 249 21

Henderson, NY 82052

Amouint Due: 17,954.88

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillo Robinson

6726 Via Ausl Parkway, Suife 290
Las Veges, NV 89119

{702} 233-4226

JA 00007683




Pezzillo Robinson
6725 Via Aust Parkway, Sulle 290
Las Vagas, Nv 82118
(702) 238-4226

Staterment as of January 15, 2014
Statement No, 32434

Cashiman Ecuipment
Shane Norman

3300 5t. Rose Marlavay
Henderson, NV 89052,

342,21 Cashman Equipment Gompany v. GAM Gonsulting/Garvetho

Profassional Fees

12M7/2013 MIM  Telephone call with opposing counsel ¢! flal
ahibits; emalls lofirom opposing oounse] re:
same,

12172013 MM Rennte Judgment prepare recording
documents, including Daclaraiion of Value.

121712013 BJP  Prepate wilhess examination of Shane
Nerman; review exhibits; review amenclad
exhibit list frotn opposing counsel; prepare

trial materials,

1201872013 JRL  Preparing Bugni examinatior; roviewing
exhiblis,

1211612013 JRL  Reulew of requirements for ransfer of Rennle
praperty.

1901812013 MM Ewmails toffrom recorder's office re:
Deslaration of Value dacument.
" 49/10/2013 JRL  Review Fergen's deposition transcript review
bank records @ i R

I’ ;
{9/49/2013 JML.  Prepare trial subpoenas for Chiistopor
Melars, Brian Bugnl, David Philips, Nency
Briseno-Rivers, and Peler Fargen. .
19/19/2013 WM Ernails to/from opposing counsel ta: withess
availahllity; revise irial exhibit list
19/20/2013 JRL  Preparing prelrial memorandum; analysls of
remaining olalms for preparation at irlal
yeview and respond o emalls from opposing
gounsel 19; owner's representative and
whether they are abandoning confract claims
and status of $cense hond clalms.
122312013 JRL  Prepasing prefiial memorandurn; regearch
coneerhing
: review of Melfers' dopaosiion.
12/26/2018 JRL  Preparing Bugni examination; preparing
Fetgeh exarination; tevising prefrial
memarandum; exhibis.

49262018 BJP  Prepare tlal materials; resarch regarding

; renjew pre-trial

-Hours

0.40

0.70

4.60

3.80
0.30
0.20

2,0

1.00

0.50

3.90

3.00

440

430

Rale
196,00

196,00

300.00

245.00
245.00
185.00

245.00

100.00

195.00

246.00

245,00

245800

300.60

Amoust
78.00

136.60

-1,350.00

931.00
73.60
30.00

651.50

160,60

97.50

058,50

736.0C

1,078.00

1,200.60

"JA 00007684




Pezzilo Robinson

Matter 1D 342.21

1212712013

1202712018

12128/2013

121292013

1213002013

1213012043

12/30/2013

1213172013

1712014
118/2014

1912014

1rer2014

1H072014
102014

17132014

JRL

BJP

BJP

JRL

JRL

LM
B4P

LM

JRL
JRL

JRL

JWL

faLod
MM

4RL

memotandum; review additional documents
idantified by Wiclave; prapate withess
examinaflons,
Defermine 25 SRR .
revising prefrial memorandur; fial
preparafions; traft emall fo oppasing coumsel
with draft prefial memorandumm; draft emali to
Shane re; YR draft ematl to Kelth re:
drafiing frial brief.

Prapare wilness ouflines; reserach regarding
logal tesues fo bo prasented at tral; review
document praduction of Mojave.

Prepare wilness questions for Keith Lozeau;
review daposition tesiirony of Brian Bugnl,
Christopher Melers, David Phillips, Nancy
Bilseno.
Reviewing

drafting tria! brief,

Begin review of documenls deslgnated by

Mojave for frial and converning claimed

offset; telophone call with Shane re: (il
sialyze taslimony nesessary fo

prove clalms; review and respond to emall

from Mojave's counsel re; prelrial*

memorandum revislons; {dal brief.

Preparaiion of exhiblts; prapare Finat Exiibit

List.

Prepare trial matetials; review requested

revisicns to pre-trial memoranduri.

Organiza the rescheduling of kial date;

sofrespondence toffrom opposing counssl

and Courtre! same.

Dyafling frial brief.

Prepate Fergen exarmination; review of

Briseno'a senond deposition.

Preparing triaf brief, continued review of

designatad Mojave documents for tral; reviow

of amount claimed as offset and documents

offered In support of thoss clalinted offsets.

Bates starmp all Exhibits with Jolnt Exhiblt Nos;

emails toffrom opposing vounset requesling

coples of documents and status on Pretial

Metno.

Draiting Trial Brief,

Emaifs loffrorm opposing counse! re: frial

binders/cosis,

Draft amail to Shano SNEEENNNES,

aview of
examinations; revise Shane's examinafion;
revise Kell's exanination; complote review of

4.60

3.00

250

660

1.50
3,40
0.00
240
2.20

4.00

2,50

6,00
0.00

4,20

245.00

306,00

300.00

246.00

195.00
300.00
105.00
245.00
246.00

245,00

100.00

195.00
195.00

245,00

Page: 2
Stk No: 32434
Febsuary 21, 2014

1,396.50

1,350.00

800.00
G12.50

1,347.50

22,50
1,020.00
.} 0.00 “No Charge |
588.00
638,00

980.00
260,00

g975.00
0.00 - No Charge

1,020.00

JA 00007685




Pezzille Rabinson
Matler |D 34224

axhibits and determine

Conlinue crafling tial brlef; emails foffrom
opposing counsel re: exhibli binders,

Tifal preparations - Teview

1132014 MEM 400 19500 780,00

111452014 JRL 7770 24500 4,886.50

s - determinations as to
axhibils and testimony; rlal brisf; draft email
to opposing counse! re; owner and reviaw
response; draft amail to opposing colinse] re:
exhibit chlections and review response.
1/14/2014 MWLM  Confinue drafiing Triad Brief. 450 195.00 877.50
4/14/2014 BJIP  Wilness preparafion; veview alf exhibits 3.90 300,00 1,170.00
regarding objections fo be lodged with Court;
review preftial memorandum edits from
Majave.
115/2014 JRL  Drafling portions of trial brief, research 8,00 24500 1,980.00

concerning
for Incluslon in {rial brief;

prepare Wollon for Sancfions concerning
owner's counsal's refusal of subpoena and
fallure to comply with discovery rules; draft
emall fo Shane re » draft email fo
opposing counsel re; exhibils and review
rasponse. ‘
1M5/2014 JRL  Review of exhibils designated hy Mojave to 150 24500 - 367.60
detenmine stipulations.

1162014 JRL Draft small to Les ra:
tefaphone call with Lee and Mike re!

000 24500 6,00

Sub-lolat Fees: Z5,847.00
Discount Bil Reducad as Courtesy -2,000.00

Rate Suminary :
Jennifer R, Lioyd 81.80hours at $245.00/mr  16,141.00
John Lioyd 3,50 hours at $100.00/hr 350.00
Maiica Maskas 16.80hows at $ 195,000  3,276.00
Brian J. Pezzilla 23.60hours at $300.00Mr  7,080.00

Totat hours: 405,70

Expensas
\ Photocopies
11/30/2013 {agal Research,
1212712013 Recording Fes - Transfer of Praperly TaxFee.
12/30/2013 Check issued fo Legal Vings, Inc,
12/30/2013 Check issued fo Lagal Wings, Inc.
123012013 Chack [ssued o Legal Wings, fnc.
12f30/2013 Check fssued fo Lagal Wings, Inc.

Page: 3

Stimt Now 32434
February 21, 2014

No Chaige

2,084.02
144.82
888,50

22,25
2225
44.50
2225

JA 00007686




Pazziilo Rohingon
Matter 1D 342,21

12130/2013

Payinents

212014
2242014
202172014

Legal Research,

Payment
Payment
Payment

Page: 4
Simt No; 32434
February 21, 2014

164.50
Sub-fotal Expensés: 3,354,082

12,533.59
1,280,84
5,019.74

Sub-olal Payments: 13,643.17

Total Gurrent Biling: 27,201.09

Previous Balance Due: 17,054,88
Total Payments: 18,843.17
Total Now Due: 26,312.80

JA 00007687




REWMITYANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Cashman Equipment Statement Numbey: - 32434
Shane Morman . Statement Date: 202112014
3300 St Rose Parkway Matter 1D: 34221

Henderson, NV 89052

Amount Pug: 26.312.80

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillo Robinsoh
6726 Via Austl Parkway, Sufte 200
Las Vegas, NV 88119

(702) 2834225

JA 0000768




Pezzillo Robinson

B726 Via Aust Parlaway, Sulte 200

Laa Vegas, NV 82119
(702) 233-4225

Staterment as of Februaty 16, 2014

Statement No, 32824

Cashiman Equipment
Shane Norman

3300 8t Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 89052

242.21: Gashman Equipment Company v, CAM ConsulfingfCarvalho

Professional Feas

141612014 JRL  Revising Trial Biiel; revislng Shans Norman's

examitation; lelephone call with Shane re:
revising Briseno

examination; preparing Motion for Sanclions
re; Cwner; reviswing Mojave damages
calotlatlons; ressarching

 prepare affidavit for order
shortening time on moffon re; owner; draft
omall fo opposing counsel re: failng to accept
subpoena and required conference pursuant
to ENGR 2.34; ravew ermall from opposing
ootnsel re! owner contact information and
appearance.
Draft emall to Lee with Updale,
Prepare paciet of Documents for racording
re; fransfer of Rennte property.
Review and analyze Dafendants' tial brlef;
prepare outiine of closing arguments and
anficipated argument; prepare withess |
examinations.
Preparing Shane Norman examination; yeview
tria) brlef submitted by defandants and

JRL
MEM

1/16/2014
111672014
116/2014  BJP

11772014 JRL

B rosearci [gsue of

telephone call with Jucge’s
chambers re: motion fo cormpel cwner {0
sppear. :
Draft emails to Lee and Joa! ro: YRR,
Prepare countef-arguments fo Defendents
trial brief; research ragarding authortties
refied ypon by Deferxdants; prepare closing

arguments.
osition tesiimoni;

Review witness dep
research regarding

on behalf of Volave.
Tilal preparations; reviewlng Bugn lestimony
for direct and cross exaninaflon; reviewing

Melrs testimony.
Prapare lrlal materials and closing

JRL
BJP

1172014
11772014

1182014  BJIP

182014 JRL

111912014 BIP

Houra
870

0.c0
040

6.50

8.00

0.00
5.80

Rate  Amount
24500 2131.50

0.00
78.00

246.00
185.00

300.00 1,650.00 .

245.00  1,960.00

245,00 ¢.00
300,00 4,7406.00

8300.00  B40.00
245,00 1,347.60

200.00 1,260.00

No Gharge

No Charge

JA 0000768




Pazzillo Robinson

Matter D 342.21

142012014

112012014
112012014

11202014

172412014

112102014
12172014
1122/2014

122204 -

112212014

1232014

1123/2014
12312014

142312014

112512014

112412014
112412014

12412014
112672014
1420/20414

143172014

JRL

MM
ML

8Jp

JRIL

MEM
BJP
JRL
LW

MLM

BJF

JRL
MLV

MLM

BJP

JRL
JRL

Rlp
LM
JRL

JRE

presantation.

Tial preparations; meeling with Kelih Lozeau;
telephone cali with Shane Norman; reviewing
: review notes from Cam file

concerning

Prepate tal binders.

Go ever Molave dameges chart and aross

sheck amounts involeed in reference lo

requast for offset and counterclaims.

Telephons call with Shane Norman

meating with Keith Lozau _
- revise and finalize wilhess

exarinatlons; prepare powsrpolnt

presentation for closing.

Prepare for and attend irial; tevise ameonded

lle.

Draft Amended Lien.

Prepare for and altend fFial.

Prepare for end aftend tjal.

Fiall fo opposing cotnse] rer ymissihg pages

from joint exdibit. .

Telephone cells foffrom Assessor's office re;

transfer of fitie Issties.

Prepare for and allend kiel; prepare and

revise closing argumert regarding issues

identified by judge.

Preparing Closing Arglment; affend Glosing

Argurnent,

Telehone call and amail with Assessot's office

ree: fina¥zng [ransfer of porperty k Caghman,

Calculate feas

Prepare énd finaflze closing argumends and
power polnt; aftend closing arguments for
tria, resaarch Yl

Atterid vordiat.

Review filed stipulation and order to extend
biiefing deadines in Supretne Colat,

Altend coutt o recelve verdict in benoh irial.
Prepare Nofioo of Exscution, Wit of
Exacufion, Wrlt of Garnishment, Gonstable
Instructions.

Drafting Opening Brlef for appeal oh codes
order.

Raeserrch evicllon procesa in fight of order
awarding house to Cashman and nof wanting
to Imply right fo be in the propstty.

3.00
2.00

6.50

10.00

0.80
8.40

8.00
0.00

0.50

8.00

8,00
0.50

1.69

9,10

220
£.00

220
2.00
1.50

0.60

245.00

100.00
196.00

300.00

245,00

195,00
300.06
245,00
195.00

196,00

300.00

245.00
195.00

1656.00

300.00

245,00
245.00

300.00
195,00
245.00

245.00

Page: 2

Strt No: 32824
March 21, 2014

1,592.60

300.00
380.00

1,860.00

2,480.00

117.00
2520.00
2,205.00

0.00

97.50

2,400.00

1,860.00
§7.50

351.00

2,780.00

539.00
0.00

650.00
390.00
367.50

122.50

No Cherge

Mo Charge

JA 00007690




Pezzillo Robiason

Matter 1D 342.21

20312014

24512014

20312011

20412014

21512014

2Heroi4

2/6/2014
2462014
2/6/2014
2712014

2712014
211012014

2132014

211312014

Expenses

JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL

JRL
MLM
ML
ML
JRL

BJP

JRL

JRL

JRL

Review email from Lee re: SIEEE 0.00 245.00
Research eoncerning evicllon process for .80 2456.00
Rennla and ability fo biing quick moflon in
front of Irial judge; prepare oufline of options
for Lee; review of docurents recorded
agalnet the house; draft [eiter to Rannle e
vacaling house.
Research concerning homeowner's 060 246.00
association and fransferting ownership,
Telephone call with tmanagrnent compaty for 0.20 246.00
HOA to daterimine information neaded for
fransfer of ownership.
Telephone call with Lea 70! F 0.00 245,00
vacant properly, and HOA; {elephone call wilh
Nevada pows re: whelher power is on at
properly; review properly taxinfarmation.
Draft correspondence fo managament 0.20 245.00
company for HOA with information {o allow
fransfer of ownership fo Cashman,
Draft Dafault Judament agahist Tonka Tran, 040 195.00
Draft Default Judgment against Bemle .40 195.00
Carvalho.
Dyaft Dafault Judgment against Michael 0,40 195.00
Gatrvalho.
Research abandonment issue for 060 248.00
repossession of propatty. '
Telsphone el with Brian Boschee regarding 0.20 300.00
drafting of order and postion of Mdjave -
regardlng appeal, o
Draft corraspondence o management .'0.20  245.00
company concetning fransfor of ownership fo ‘
Cashman,
Draft emall (o | couymnu i, 0,00 245.00
-
Draft emall to management company for HOA 0,30 245.00
rer framsfer of ownetship; telephone call with
franagement company re: transfer of
awnership.
Sub-lotat Feas:
Discount: Bill Reduced as Courlesy
Rate Summary
Jemnifer R, Lioyd §3,70hows at $245.00/hr  15,606.60
Wiarisa Maskas 3.00hours at $100.00fhr 300.00
Marisa Maskas 8.00hours at $195.00/r  1,766.00
Brian J, Pezzlio B1.70hours at $300,004  15,540,00

. Total howrs: 12740

Posiage

Page: 3
Sl No: 32824
March 241, 2014

0.00 No Charge

465.50

122.50

49,00

0.00 No Charge

48,00

76.00
78.00
78,00
122.80

60.00
48.00
0.00 Ne Charge

73.50

35.171.50
-2,500,00

508
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Pazzillo Rohingon
Matter 1> 34221

1i16/2014
1121/2014
12212014
112202014
112202014
4/23/2014
112412014
120/2014
21412014

21132014

‘Pholosoples

Flfing fees.

Parking Fees.

Recording Fee.

Simpilifils Fea.

Parking Fees.

Pariing Fees.

Parking Foes.

Check lasuad to Legal Wings, lne.
Wit Fes,

Fling fees,

Page: 4

Strnl Moz 32824
WMarch 21, 2014
30.50

7.06

£0.00

23.00

5.00

40,00

406.00

16.00

10650

10.00

3.50

Sub-fota] Bxpenses: 826,06

Total Current Billing: 30,997.06

Previous Balahocs Dues 26,312.80
- Total Payments: < 000
Total Now Duea: 57,309.E8
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Cashinan Equipment
Shane Notman

2500 St Rose Parkway
Henderaon, NV 89052

REMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Amount Due: B7,309.85

PLEASE REWMT TO:

Pezzillo Robinson

6725 Via Aust Perlway, Sulte 200
L as Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4225

Statement Number:
Statorment Date:

Watter ID:

32824
312442014
342.21

JA 00007693
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Electronically Filed
04/23/2014 03:08:57 PM

ROPP &ﬁ«w
BRIAN W. BOSCHEE, ESQ. - % 2 _

Nevada Bar No. 7612 GLERK OF THE COURT
E-mail:bboschee@nevadafirm.com
WILLIAM N. MILLER, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11658

E-mail; wmiller@nevadafirm.com
COTTON, DRIGGS, WALCH,
HOLLEY, WOLOSON & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Defendants West Edna, Lid., dba Mojave FElectric, Western Surety Company, The
Whiting Turner Contracting Company and Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland,
Travelers Casualty and Surety Company of America, QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ Las Vegas, LLC,
LWTIC Successor LLC, and FC/LW Vegas Counterclaimant and Crossclaimant

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; ANGELO CARVALHO, an REPLY TO CASHMAN EQUIPMENT
individual; JANEL RENNIE aka JANEL COMPANY’S OPPOSITION TO
CARVALHO, an individual; WEST EDNA DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR RELIEF
ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE PURSUANT TO NRCP 60(b) AND

ELECTRIC, a Nevada corporation; WESTERN | OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR
SURETY COMPANY, a surety; THE WHITING| ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS
TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY, a PURSUANT TO NRS CHAPTER 108 AND
Maryland corporation; FIDELITY AND COUNTERMOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’
DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a FEES

surety; TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND
SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA, a surety; | Hearing Date: May 1, 2014
DOES 1-10, inclusive; and ROE Hearing Time: %:00 am.
CORPORATIONS 1-10 inclusive;

Defendants.

AND RELATED MATTERS.

Defendants/Counterclaimants WESTERN SURETY COMPANY, a surety (“Western™),
THE WHITING TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY (“Whiting Turner”), FIDELITY AND
DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND (“Fidelity”), TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND

15775-72/1293571.doc
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SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA (“Travelers™), WEST EDNA ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba
MOJAVE ELECTRIC, a Nevada corporation (“Mojave”), QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ Las Vegas,
LLC, LWTIC Successor LLC, and FC/LW Vegas (collectively “Defendants™), by and through
their attorneys of record, hereby file their Reply to 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 NRS Chapter 108 and Countermotion for Attorneys’ Fees
(the “Reply™).

As is evident below, and as articulated in Defendants’ Motion for Relief Pursuant to
NRCP 60(b) and Motion for Attorneys’ Fees and Costs Pursuant to NRS Chapter 108 (the
“Motion”), this Court should: (1) vacate its Order Granting Cashman Equipment Company’s
Motion for Award of Attorney’s Fees and Costs Pursuant to NRS 108.2275 filed with this Court
on September 20, 2013 (the “Order Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs™); (2) award Defendants
attorneys’ fees in the amount of $3_16,844.50 and costs in the amount of $19,129.55 for having to
defend Plaintiff Cashman Equipment Company’s (“Plaintiff” or “Cashman”) mechanic’s lien
claim; and (3) deny Cashman’s request for attorneys’ fees that is articulated in its Opposition to
Defendants’ Motion for Relief Pursuant to NRCP 60(b) and Opposition to Metion for Aftorneys’
Fees and Costs Pursuant to NRS Chapter 108 and Countermotion for Attorneys’ Fees (the

“Opposition and Countermotion™). '
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This Reply is further supported by the Memorandum of Points and Authorities below,
together with the rest of the papers and pleadings on file herein, and such oral argument as may

be adduced at a hearing on this matter.
Dated this 2 2 day of April, 2014.

COTTON, DRIGGS, WALCH,
HOLLEY, WOLOSON & THOMPSON

< '&Z
BRIAN W. BOSCHEE, ESQ. (NBN 7612)
WILLIAM N. MILLER, ESQ. (NBN 11658)
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Defendants West Edna, Ltd., dba
Mojave Electric, Western Surety Company, The
Whiting Turner Contracting Company and
Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland,
Travelers Casualty and Surety Company of
America, QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ Las Vegas,
LLC, LWTIC Successor LLC, and FC/LW Vegas
Counterclaimant and Crossclaimant

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L INTRODUCTION

When a party records a mechanic’s lien in Nevada, and then prosecutes -this lien, that
party submits itself to the risks and benefits of NRS Chapter 108. If the party prevails on its lien
claim, it can seek, and will usually be awarded, its fees and costs. However, if that lien is
ultimately reduced or expunged, then the party has to live with the consequences.. In this case,
there is no dispute that Cashman pursued an excessive Notice of Lien (the “Lien™), a fact
demonstrated at trial when Cashman amended its Lien on the last day of evidence.

Further, thete is no dispute that the Court ultimately expunged the Lien at the close of the
trial. Thus, given that NRS 108.2275 and 108.237 are the only statutes among all of the claims
at issue in this case that provide for recovery of fees and costs, Cashman must ndw live with the
consequences of pursuing an overvalued and ultimately invalid mechanic’s lien claim. The
Defendants must be awarded their fees and costs for defending that claim.

For similar reasons, Defendants are entitled to NRCP 60(b) relief on the Order Granting
Cashman’ Fees and Costs. This order must be vacated since: (1) the interim award of fees and

-3
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costs to Cashman, based on Cashman’s Lien claim, was ultimately dismissed by the Court,
making the Defendants the prevailing party on the Lien claim; and (2) Cashman admiited and
acknowledged at trial that its Lien was excessive, as it double-dipped for damages by adding the
batteries’ amount to the Lien, and thereafter it amended its Lien, All of Cashman’s arguments in
the Opposition against NRCP 60(b) relief lack merit. The bottom line is that the Lien was
excessive, Cashman knew that the Lien was excessive (which Defendants learned at trial), and
ultimately, Defendants prevailed at trial on Cashman’s Lien Claim. Therefore, the Order
Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs must be vacated in its entirety.

Furthermore, pursuant to NRS Chapter 108 and as explained below and in the Motion,
since Defendants prevailed on the Lien claim and the Lien claim was dismissed, Defendants are
entitled to recovery of their attorneys’ fees in the amount of $316,844.50 and costs in the amount
of $19,129.55 for having to defend this action.

As a note, Cashman asserts that “Defendants’ motion for atforneys’ fees is fatally
deficient on its face as it has been filed prior to the Court entering final judgment in this matter,
and relies upon the transcript of the Court’s intended final ruling.” Opp’n at pg. 3. The reason
why a judgment has not been entered in this matter is solely the fault of Cashman. After the trial
was concluded and the parties to this action received the transeript from the trial, Defendants’®
counsel drafted the Findings of Fact/Conclusions 'of Law (the “Findings”) and sent the Findings
to Cashman’s counsel on February 21, 2014, Although Cashman’s counsel promised revisions
on these Findings on many occasions, Defendants’ counsel failed to receive any revisions on the
Findings until April 18, 2014 (which was even after the Opposition was filed). This is the sole
reason why the Findings have not been filed yet and a judgment has not been entered
accordingly. Thus, Cashman’s assertion regarding Defendants’ request for attorneys’ fees being

fatally deficient has no basis whatsoever.

15775-72/1293571.doc
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Finally, Cashman’s request for attorneys’ fees articulated in its Opposition and
Countermotion must be denied in its entirety. Contrary to Cashman’s assertions, there is no
statute in NRS Chapter 104 that provides for an award of fees and costs to 2 prevailing party on a
UCC Claim. Additionally, Cashman was not the prevailing party in this action as it recovered
approximately only a quarter of what is was seeking,

Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court: (1) vacate its Order Granting Cashman’s
Fees and Costs pursuant to NRCP 60(b); (2) award Defendants attorneys’ fees in the amount of
$316,844.50 and costs in the amount of $19,129.55 for having to defend Cashman’s Lien claim;
and (3) deny Cashman’s request for attorneys® fees that is articulated in its Opposition and
Countermotion.

IL LEGAL ARGUMENT

A, The Order Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs Must be Vacated Pursnant fo
NRCP 60(b).

As set forth in the Motion, the Order Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs must be
vacated for two reasons: (1) this order was based on a preliminary decision not fo dismiss
Cashman’s claim relating to its Lien, which Mojave and Western were the prevailing parties at
trial relating to this claim; and (2) the Lien was excessive at the time this order was entered and
Cashman knew that its Lien was ex¢essive. Thus, pursuant to NRCP 60(b), the Order Granting
Cashman’s Fees and Costs must be vacated. -

In the Opposition, Cashman asserts that Defendants’ NRCP 60(b) request must be denied.
However, all of Cashman’s arguments lack merit. First, Cashman asserts that the requested
relief should have been brought as a reconsideration motion within ten days from the notice of
entry of the Order Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs. However, Defendants could not have
moved to reconsider the Order Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs within ten days because the
first time that the Defendants found out the batteries were included in the Lien was only a few
days before trial, in January 2014. Thus, Cashman cannot state that “Defendants may not seek
to re-litigate a previously discovered issue with evidence which was in their possession but

which they did not rely upon.” Opp’n at pg. 5. If Cashman disclosed this material fact to

-5-
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Defendants, that the batteries were included in the Lien, then Defendants’ Motion to Expunge
would have had to have been granted by this Court as the Lien was excessive on its face.

Further, the Court expressly stated at the hearing when this Court granting Cashman’s
fees and costs in the amount of approximately $10,000.00, that it would revisit this issue at trial
if Cashman lost on its Lien claim. In other words, this Court warned both parties tﬁat if the Lien
claim was not upheld, than this interim award would be later vacated.

Second, and likewise, Cashman asserts that NRCP 60(b) relief is inappropriate here since
there is no newly discovered evidence because, “Defendants produced the evidence regarding the
fact that Cashman had sold batteries to a third party, which were ultimately delivered to the City
Hal! Project in March, 2013.” Opp’n at pg. 6. This assertion is inaccurate because the batteries
being included in the Lien is newly discovered evidence that Defendants uncovered in the few
days before the trial. Defendants knew that it had to buy batteries from a third party because of
Cashman’s actions but had no idea that Cashman would include this amount in the Lien (and
essentially double bill Defendants). At the time the Order Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs
was entered by this Court, Defendants had no knowledge that Cashman was trying to double-dip
for damages. That is one of the reasons why Defendants waited until after trial to bring the
instant Motion, and, after uncovering the battery issue, subsequently moved for the appropriate
relief under NRCP 60(b). |

Third, Cashman alleges that Defendants’ premise is an “incorrect assumption, that is, that
the motion to expunge and the ultimate trial are in some way interrelated.” Opp’n at pg. 6.
Defendants’ argument is flawed however, as the Court has expressly stated previously that it
would revisit the interim fees award if Cashman lost on its Lien claim, which Cashman did lose
on this claim for relief at trial. Notwithstanding this issue, in relevant part, NRS 108.2275(6)(c)
states “[i]f, after a hearing on the matter, the court determines that . . .[t]he notice of lien is not
frivoloﬁs and was made with reasonable cause or that the amount of the notice of lien is not
excessive, the court shall make an order awarding costs and reasonable attorney’s fees to the lien
claimant for defending the motion.” As explained in the Motion, at trial, the Court ruled in favor
of Mojave and Western on Cashman’s lien claim and thus held that the Lien was not enforceable.

-6-
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As a result, any and all interim awards based upon the Lien, which Mojave and Western
prevailed on, must be vacated.

Additionally, at trial, Cashman reduccd its Lien because it knew that its Lien was
excessive. Cashman knew this fact at the Motion to Expunge Hearing. Pursuant to NRS
108.2275(6)(c), and since Cashman knew its Lien was excessive, there was no basis for this
Court to grant an interim award of fees and costs to Cashman. The trial and the Motion to
Ixpunge hearing have to be interrelated, as both dealt with the Lien being excessive and/or
invalid. After Defendants uncovered this material fact, Cashman had no choice but to amend its
excessive Lien, and Cashman’s Lien claim was ultimately dismissed at trial.

Since the Lien was excessive at the time of the hearing, a fact that Defendants learned at
trial, even though Cashman knew this fact well before the Motion to Expunge Hearing, there
should have been no basis to award Cashman its atforneys’ fees and costs pursuant to NRS
§108.2275(6)(c). Therefore, the Order Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs must be vacated in its
entirety.

B. Defendants are Entitled to an Award of Attorneys’ Fees in the Amount of
$316,884.50.

In the Motion, Defendants articulate that they are entitled to attorneys’ fees in the amount

of $316,884.50, a reasonable amount under the Barne;{/BrunzeIl factors. Cashman disputes these

fees (and the basis thereof), but the law is clear that Defendants are entitled to a fee award here.

First, Cashman argues that NRS 18.010 cannot support an attorneys’ fees award here.
More specifically however, Cashman cites to NRS 18.010(2) relating to attorneys’ fees being
awarded if the prevailing party has mot recovered more than $20,000 or any claims,
counterclaims, etc. were brought or maintained without a reasonable ground or to harass the
prevailing party. Yet, Defendants cite to NRS 18.010 and the Henry case for the broad
proposition that attorneys® fees are available when authorized by rule, statute, or contract. Mot.
at pg. 9. Defendants therefore included NRS 18.010 in their Motion, as they are entitled to an
award of attorneys’ fees through two statutes in NRS Chapter 108. Accordingly, any and all of

Cashman’s arguments relating to NRS 18.010 have no merit.
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Second, NRS 108.2275(6) provides for recovery of Defendants’ attorneys’ fees. As set
forth in the Motion, this statute, in relevant part provides that “[ilf, after a hearing on the matter,
the court determines that: (é) The notice of lien is frivolous and was made without reasonable
cause, the court shall make an order releasing the lien and awarding costs and reasonable
attorney’s fees to the applicant for bringing the motion . .. (b) The amount of the notice of lien
is excessive, the court may make an order reducing the notice of lien to an amount deemed
appropriate by the court and awarding costs and reasonable attorney’s fees to the applicant for
bringing the motion.”

Here, prior to the Court ruling at trial, the Lien was excessive as Cashman included the
batteries’ amount in its Lien and then, after being caught, amended its Lien on the last day of
trial. Thereafter, this Court ultimately decided that the Lien was not enforceable and dismissed
this claim for relief since Cashman signed an Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Fiﬁal
Payment. In essence, there was a hearing (ie. a trial), the Lien was cxcessive based on
Cashman’s own admissions, and ultimately the Lien claim was dismissed. Pursuant to the plan
language of NRS 108.2275(6), Defendants must be awarded their attorneys’ fees as the
prevailing party on a lien claim. Again, Cashman must live with the consequences of recording
and prosecuting an invalid lien made under NRS Chapter 108.

Furthermore, Cashman states that “the event which gives rise to an award 10f fees
pursuant to NRS 108.2275 is the holding of a hearing dealing with expungement of a mechanic’s
lien.” Opp’n at pg. 9. Again, there was a hearing and ultimately the mechanic’s lien claim was
expunged. Based on even Cashman’s reading of the statute, Defendants are entitled to their
attorneys’ fees. In fact, Cashman fails to cite to any cases or other Nevada law indicating that
NRS 108.2275 does not apply to trials and that under this statute, an attorneys’ fees award cannot
be awarded at trial. Accordingly, under NRS 1082275, Defendants are entitled to its requested
attorneys” fees.

Third, Cashman argues that NRS 108.237(3) does not provide a basis for awarding
Defendants their attorneys’ fees here. In relevant part, this statute states “[i]f the lien claim is not
upheld, the court may award costs and reasonable attorney’s fees to the owner or other person

-8-
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‘f

defending against the lien claim if the court finds that the notice of lien was pursued by the lien
claimant without a reasonable basis in law or fact.” Here, since Cashman’s Lien claim was “not
upheld”, the Court dismissed this claim for relief, and Cashman admitted its Lien was excessive
by amending it at trial, this Court should award Defendants their requested attorneys’ fees.
Additionally, the Lien was “pursued by the lien claimant without a reasonable basis in law or

fact” since Cashman knew ifs Lien was excessive throughout all relevant times and only

amended its Lien during the trial since it had been caught with double-dipping on damages.

Pursuant to the plain language of the statute, Defendants are entitled to their requested fees and
costs.

Cashman also argues under this statute that fees are not appropriate here because: (1) the
Motion is brought by parties without standing; and (2) the Motion fails to identify what amounts
were expended in relation to the Lien claim. Neither argument has any merit. The Lien claim is
against Mojave and Western, two of the Defendants to this action. These defendants cannot lack
standing as' they are the “person[s] defending against the lien claim.” NRS 108.237(3).
Furthermore, counsel for all Defendants, including Mojave and Western, is the same law firm,
and thus all attorneys’ fees that Defendants have had to pay in this matter are submitied to one

law firm. Defendants, included Mojave and Western, should be awarded attorneys’ fees as a

resuft. Cashman is trying to find every excuse in the Book net to pay for attorneys’ fees for

pursuing an excessive Lien claim which the Court ultimately dismissed.

Furthermore, as noted in the Motion, Defendants are entitled to their attorneys” fees “for
having to defend this action, which predominantly involved defending against Plaintiff’s Lien
claim over the course of the last several years.” Mot. at pg. 5. As such, any and all attorneys’
fees that Defendants incurred in this action related to defending the Lien claim. The Lien claim
was intermingled with each and every claim for relief that was either asserted by Cashman or

Defendants. Thus, all of these fees should be awarded to Defendants.!

Y In the event fhat this Court disagrees and requests a specific breakdown of fees that relate to the Lien Claim, which
Defendants admit will be difficult given that this Claim is intertwined with every single other claim for relief,
Defendants will be happy to provide this to the Court.
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Again, when a party records a mechanic’s lien in Nevada, and then prosecutes this lien,
that party submits itself to the risks and benefits of NRS Chapter 108. If that lien is ultimately
reduced or expunged, then the party has to live with the consequences. Here, there is no dispute
that Cashman pursued an excessive Lien and also that the Court ultimately expunged the Lien at
the close of the trial. Cashman must now live with the consequences of pursuing an overvalued
and ultimately invalid mechanic’s lien claim, and the Defendants must be awarded their fees and
costs for defending that claim.

For the foregoing reasons, Defendants respectfully submit that the services provided by
the Cotton Driggs Firm were reasonable, necessary, and actually incurred in prosecution of this
action. Cashman concedes that these attorneys’ fees were reasonable, necessary, and actually
incurred in prosecution of this action as it fails to make an argument otherwise. As such, the
amount of attorney’s fees sought herein is reasonable under the Barney/Brunzell factors.
Accordingly, pursuant to NRS §18.010, NRS §108.2275(6), NRS §108.237(3), and Nevada case
law, Defendants respectfully requests and award of attorney’s fees in the amount of $316,844.50.

C. Defendants arc Entitled to an Award of Costs in the Amount of $19,129.55.

In the Motion, Defendants articulate that they are entitled to costs in the amount of
$19,129.55 pursuant to NRS 108.2275(6), 108.237(3), and 18.020 because the Lien:_was
excessive and Defendants preve:.iled at trial on the Lien claim. Cashman fails to respori{d or
oppose this notion. Pursuant to EDCR 2.20(e), Cashman consents to the granting of Defendants’
request for costs in the amount of $19,129.55.

D. Cashman’s Countermotion for Attorneys’ Fees and Costs Must be Denied.

In its Oppoesition and Countermotion, Cashman incorrect asserts that it is entitled fo
attorneys’ fees pursuant to NRS 104.9607(4) In relevant part, NRS 104.9607 entitled

«“Collection and enforcement by secured party” provides at subsections 3 and 4:

? In the Opposition and Countermotion, Cashman does not request costs at this time, apparently believing that it will
be entitled to costs after the entry of judgment pursuant to NRS 18.020. See Opp’n at pg. 19 n. 1. Defendants
hereby state that Cashman is not the prevailing party and cannot seek costs under this statute. However, since
Cashman does not request costs in the Opposition and Countermotion, Defendants will not argue this issue now as it
is not proper before the Court.
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~obligor” pursuant o NRS 104.9607. This statute is inapplicable to Mojave as it is being brought

3. A secured party shall proceed in a commercially reasonable manner if the
secured party:

(a) Undertakes to collect from or cnforce an obligation of an account debtor or
other person obligated on collateral; and

(b} Is entitled to charge back uncollected collateral or otherwise to full or
limited recourse against the debtor or a secondary obligor.

4. A sccured party may deduct from the collections made pursuant to
subsectionn 3 Teasonable expenses of collection and enforcement, including
reasonable attorney’s fees and legal expenses incurred by the secured party.

This statute is penﬁissive in nature as the Court “may” award attorneys’ fees and expenses.

Pursuant fo NRS 104.9607, Cashman may be entitled to “reasonable expenses of
collection and enforcement, including reasonable attorney’s fees and legal expenses incurred by
the secured party” against CAM Consulting, Inc. (“CAM™), as CAM entered into the contract
with Cashman relating .to the project at issue. Thus, CAM would potentially be the account
debtor ot other person obligated on collateral pursuant to this statute and this Court could, but
does not have to, award attorneys’ fees against CAM.

Mojave however never entered into an agreement with Cashman. Mojave was never

Cashman’s “account debtor” or “other person obligated on collateral” or “debtor” or “secondary

against the wrong defendant. Cashman cannot assert a claim for attorneys’ fees under this statute
against Mojave. Typically, a claim for fees and costs under NRS Chapter '1 04 comes pursuént to
a security agreement, but no such agreement exists between Cashman and Mojave or Western.
Even if a claim for fees pursuant to NRS 104.9607 could be brought against Mejave here,
which Mojave submits would violate Nevada law, Cashman fails to identify which atforneys’
fees relate to Cashman’s claim for foreclosure of security interest against Mojave. In essence,
Cashman groups all of its attorneys’ fees together and fails to apportion each one propesly.
Again, the only basis that Cashman moves for attorneys’ fees is through NRS 104.9607 relating
to its security interest. However, in the Countermotion, Cashman requests attorneys’ fees for
prosecuting and defending an action concerning “a mechanic’s lien, payment bond claims,
claims for fraudulent transfer, claim for UCC foreclosure, in addition to breach of contract.”
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Opp’n at pg. 17. By Cashman’s own admissions, only a small portion of these fees therefore
would contribute to its UCC claim for relief. Notably, the UCC claim was a very minor point of
the extensive motion practice in this case or the trial.

Additiopally, Cashman asserts a summary of the work it performed relating to this action
on pages 17 and 18 of its Opposition and Countermotion. Notably absent however from this list
are any specifics relating to the UCC claim for relief. Thus, the amount claimed by Cashman for
attorneys’ fees could not be reasonable under the Barney/Brunzell factors. Cashman’s request
for attorneys’ fees under NRS 104.9607, a permiésive stature for awarding aitorneys’ fees, must
be denied in its entirety.

Finally, Cashman asserts that it is the prevailing party in this matter. For purposes of
NRS 104.9607, this notion is irrelevant since the statute does not relate to a prevailing party.
Notwithstanding this fact however, Cashman cannot be the prevailing party here. As referenced
in the Motion, Cashman was seeking well over $750,000.00 in damages but was awarded
approximately a quarter of that amount, and the unjust enrichment damages are specifically tied
to performance with respect to the codes, performance which has not occurred. Defendants were
forced to spend three years defending against claims that were almost all dismissed and damages
that were ultimately cut to a fraction of whai Cashmﬁn sought. Thus, there is no conceivaﬁle
argument that can be advanced that lCash;r‘nan prevailed iﬁ tﬁis case.” Cashman’s request for

attorneys’ fees must be denied in its entirety.

* Additionally, in their Opposition and Countermotion at pg. 18, Cashman asserts that it was the prevailing party
because it “prevailed against other parties in this matter as well, inchuding Carvalho and Rennie, which benefitted
Mojave substantially in that Cashman’s recovery against Rennie was considered by this Court in determining the
amounts to be awarded at trial > Whether Cashman prevailed against other defendants in this action is irrelevant to
being the prevailing party against Defendants.
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1. CONCLUSION

Accordingly, and based upon the foregoing, Defendants respectfully request that this
Court: (1) vacate the Order Granting Cashman’s Fees and Costs; (2) award Defendants
attorneys’ fees in the amount of $316,844.50 and costs in the amount of $19,129.55 pursuant to
NRS Chapters 108 and 18 for having to defend Cashman’s Lien claim; and (3) deny Cashman’s
request for attorneys’ fees articulated in the Opposttion and Countermotion.

Dated this_%* 7 day of April, 2014,

COTTON, DRIGGS, WALCH,
HOLLEY, WOLOSON & THOMPSON

W‘z__.___,_.
BRIAN W. BOSCHEE, ESQ. (NBN 7612)
WILLIAM N. MILLER, ESQ. (NBN 11658)
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Defendants West Edna, Ltd., dba
Mojave Electric, Western Surety Company, The
Whiting Turner Contracting Company and
Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland,
Travelers Casualty and Surety Company of
America, QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ Las Vegas, .
LLC, LWTIC Successor LLC, and FC/LW Vegas
Counterclaimant and Crossclaimant
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I HEREBY CERTIFY that, on the ay of April, 2014 and pursuant to NRCP 5(b), [
deposited for mailing in the U.S. Mail a true and correct copy of the foregoing REPLY TO
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 NRS CHAPTER 108 AND
COUNTERMOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES, postage prepaid and addressed to:

Jennifer R, Lloyd, Esq.

Marisa L. Maskas, Esq.
PEZZILLO LLOYD

6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Attorneys for Plaintiff

o Do tltpe

An @mployee of Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley,
Woloson & Thompson
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Jennifer R, Lloyd, Hsq.
Nevada State Bar No. 9617
PEZZILLO LLOYD

6725 Via Awusti Parkway, Suite 290
Lag Vegas, Novada 89119

Tel: 702 233-4225

Fax: 702 233-4252
illoyd@pezzillolloyd.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
Cashman Equipment Company

Electronically Filed
05/05/2014 01:33:05 PM
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CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY,NEVADA

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a
Nevada corporation,

Plaintiff,
vS.

CAM CONSULTING INC., a Nevada

- corporation; ANGELQ 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; QH
LAS VEGAS LLC, a foreign limited
liabilily company; PQ LAS VEGAS, LLC, a
foreign Himited liability company; LW TIC
SUCCESSOR LLC, an unknown limited
liability company; FC/LW VEGAS, a
foreign limited liability company; DOES 1 -
10, inclusive; and ROE CORPORATIONS 1
- 10, inclusive;

Case No.: A642583

Dept, No.: 32

Consolidated with Case No.: A653029
CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY’s
REPLY IN SUPFPORT OF MOTION FOR
ATTORNEYS® FEES

Date: May 8,2014

| Thme: 9:00 a.m,
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Defendants.

AND ALL RELATED MATTERS.

COMES NOW, CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY (“Cashman”), and submits
the following Reply in Support of its Countermotion for Attorneys’ Fees (“Reply”). This
Reply is supported by the following Memorandum of Points and Authoritics, the Exhibits
attached hereto and the Court's file herein, |

" MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L
INTRODUCTION

The Counter-amotion for attorneys® fees submitted by Cashman should be granted as
Defendants in fhis action base their opposition on two mistakes of law: 1) that Cashman was
not the prevailing party; and, 2) that Mojave is not responsible for payment of attorneys’ fees
pursuant to the provisions of NRS 104.9607. First, Cashman was the prevailing party as it
was awarded damages on its claims and Mojave is regponsible for payment of those damages.
The fact Cashman did not receive the full amowmt it sought is irrclevant. Indeed, the Nevada
Supreme Court has made clear that in order lo be consideted a prevailing party one must be
awarded monetary damages, It is undispufed that Cashman was awarded such damages, while
Defendants, including Mojave, were denied all claimed relief,

Additionally, Defendants® argument that NRS Ch. 104 only provides for relief against
Cam Consulting, the party with whom Cashman contracted, is false as a plain reading of the
pertinent Nevada statutes makes Mojave a responsible party from whom attorneys’ fees fnay
be sought and recovered. All fees incuried by Cashman were directed at recovery of the
amounts owed under all claims for relief, therefore the entitety of the fees have properly been

assetted apainst Mojave as Cashman recovered on its security interest; however, in the event

JA 00007709
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the Coutt determines that the fees should in some manner be segregated Cashman will attempt
to divide the fees in an equitable fashion. Tt is important to note, that the fees incurted by
Cashman recovering amounts from other parties directly benefitted Mojave.
Il
ARGUMENTS AND AUTHORITIES

A Cashman is Entitled to An Award of iis Fees and Costs as the Prevailing Party on
its Enforcement and Collection of its Security Inferest

Cashman is entitled to an award of attorney’s fees in the amount of $229,733.00
pursuant to NRS 104.9607 as it prevailed on the enforcement of its security inferest against
Mojave, Cashman was awarded judgment against Mojave in the amount of approximately
$200,000 on its claim to enforce its security interest against the materials sold to Cam and
installed at the Project. Mojave does not dispute the fact ;chat Cashman was the prevailing
party on its security interest claim.’

Upon default, Cashman, as the secured party could reduce its claim to judgment,
foreclose or otherwise enforce the claim or security interest by any available judicial
procedures. NRS 104.9601(a)(1). Cashman sought to enforce its rights against the;debtor and
against Mojave as Mojave purchased the equipment subjeet to the sécurity interest and failed
to obtain a release of that intel'esf. Cashman ultimately prevailed on that claim at frial and is
entitled to an award of fees against Mojave. One need look no further than comment 10 of

NRS 104.9607. This section states states as follows:

The phrase “reasonable attorney’s foes and legal expenses,” which appears in
subsection (d), includes only those fees and expenses incutred in proceeding
apainst account debtors or other third purties. This secured party’s right to
recover these expenses from the coflections atises automatically under this

section,

! Despite Majave's subjective beliefs regarding the meaning of “prevailing party” the Nevada Supreme Court
has made elear that o be considered a prevailing party oie must be awarded monetary damages, and Cashmian
wag.

3.
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(emphasis added). The term “debtor” is defined by NRS 104.9102(bb) and includes any
person having aﬁ interest in the collateral, There can be no dispute that Mojave claimed an
interest in the collateral, and proceeds thereof, at issue. Additionally, Mojave is an “obligot™
as that term is defined by NRS 104.9102(fff) as it is the party responsible for payment as it
yetained the proceeds of the collateral which was supplied by Cashman. Accordingly, the
plain language of Nevada statutes make clear that as the possessot of propesty subject fo
Cashman’s secutity interest, Mojave is responsible for the attorneys’ fees incurred in
enforcement and collection of the security inferest,

Simple logic and equity also dictate that Mojave is responsible for attorneys’ fees
incurred By Cashman in having been forced to initiate legal action to collect upon its security
interest. Mojave was in receipt of payment for materials supplied by Cashman knowing that
Cashman held a security interest on those proceeds. Despite demand, no payment was issued
and Mojave retained the funds which this Court has ruled rightfully belonged to Cashman,
Mojave enjoyed the unfetiered use of those funds while denying Cashman the same right. To
claim that fees should not be paid flics in the face of the plain language of the Nevada statutes
and wou}d serve 1o reward wrong-doers s.uch as Mo;ave who have a notice that they are in
possession of property belonging to another and who intentionally refuse to turn over the
property when demand is made. Making the matter woise is the fact that Mojave asserted
counterclaims against Cashman in an attempt to deny Cashman its ability to collect upon the
funds rightfully owed to it.

As the Coutt is well aware, Cashman fully prevailed on all claims asserted against it
and Mojave took nothing by way of its céunterclaims. This fact further demonstrates that
Cashman was the prevailing party in the matter despite Mojave’s arguments {0 the contrary.
Tn the event Mojave had simply paid Cashman for the materials which were subject of

Cashman’s security interest, the fees and expenses incutred in this matter could have been

JA 00007711
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avoided, Cashman is therefore entitied fo an award of its fees in fhe amount of $229,733.00
pursuant to NRS 104.9607.

v,
CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasous, the Court should grant Cashman’s Countermotion for

Attorneys’ Fees in the amount of $229,733.00 against Mojave,

DATED: May §, 2014 PEZZILLO LLOYD

By: (7Q

Jenniffr R. Bloyd, Esq.

Neva ¢ Bar No. 9617

6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Attorneys for Plaintiff,

Cashman Equipment Company
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

The undersigned, an employee of the law firm of PEZZILLO LLOYD, hercby
certifies that on May = , 5 2014, a true and comect copy of the foregoing document,
CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR
ATTORNEY’S IEES, was served through electronic mail and 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 8, 4™ 8t,, 37 FL,

Las Vegas, NV 82101

Fax: (702) 791.1912

Email: bboschee@nevadafirm.com
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Brian J. Pezzillo, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 7136

Jennifer R, 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 Plainiiff,
Cashman Equipment Company

Electronically Filed
05/05/2014 12:23:50 PM
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CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a
Nevada corporation,

Plaintiff,
V.

CAM CONSULTING, INC., a Nevada
corporation; ANGELO CARVALHO, an
individual; JANEL RENNIE aka J ANEL
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 ROL
CORPORATIONS 1-10 inclusive;

Defendants.

AND RELATED MATTERS,

This case having come on for trial on January 21
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY
was teptesented by and through its counsel, Brian J. Pezzillo, Bsq, and Jennifer R. Lloyd, B
Lioyd and Defendants/Counterclaimants WESTERN SURETY

the law firm of Pezzillo

A642583
32

Case No.:
Dept. No.:

(Consolidated with Case No. A653029)

FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Trial Dates: January 21-24, 2014

24, 2014 before this Coutt,
(“Plaintiff” or “Cashman”)

sq. of

COMPANY (“Westetn™), THE WHITING TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY (“Whiting

JA 00007714
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Turner”), FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND (“Fidelity”™),
TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA (“Travelets™), WEST
EDNA ASSOCIATES, 1TD. dba MOSAVE ELECTRIC (“Mojave”), QH Las Vegas, LLC, PQ
Las Vegas, LLC, LWTIC Successor LLC, and FC/LW Vegas (collectively “Defendants”) were
sepresented by and through theit counsel, Brian W, Boschee, Esq, and William N, Miller, Esq. of
the law fum of Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson, & Thompson. The Coutt, having fully
teard the tostimony of the withesses, reviewed the evidence during the trial, having considered
the oral and wiitten arguments set forth by appearing counsel at the trial, and also having read
and considered the other papets and pleadings on file herein, and good cause appeating, enfers
the following findings of fact and conclusions of Jaw as follows:
FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Cashman and CAM Consulting, Inc. (“CAM™) entered into a contract whereby
Cashman was to supply materials comprised of generators, switchgear, and associated items (the
“Materials™) to the New Las Vegas City Bell Project (ihe “Proj ect”). |

2. The Project was privately owned at the time of construction, by Forest City
Enterprises through 2 conglomerate of private enfities which include PQ Las Vegas, QH Las
Vegas, FC/LW Las Vegas LLC and LWTIC Successor LLC o/o Forest City Buterprises which
will hereinafter be collectively referred to as “Owner” from December 2009 until February 17,

2012, when the building was transferred after construction to the Cily of Tas Vegas, Nevada,

3. The Owner contracted with Whiting Tutner o serve as the general contractor on
the Project.
4. Whiting Tutnet conttacied with Mojave to e the electrical subconfractor on the

Project. Mojave’s subcontract with Whiting Turner, dated February 11, 2010, is identified as
Sybeontract No. 12600-26A. (Exhibit 40) (the “Mojave Subcontract™). The Mojave Subcontract
required Mojave to perform all alectrical work (Bxhibit B 1o the Contract, J40-012 thr 027),
which included the Materials supplied to the Project by Cashman.
5. The Mojave Subcontract also required Mojave to obtain a payment bond (J40-
007, para. (p)). 1d. Mojave obtained this payment bond on dated March 2, 2010 from Western
- -
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in the amount of $10,969,669.00 (“the Mojave Payment Bond”).(Bxhibit 49) The Mojave
Payment Bond states that Mojave, as Principal, and Western, a3 suvely, are bound unto Whiting
Turner, as Obligee, in the amount of $10,996,669.00, and that the bond is for the benefit of alt
persons supplying labor, material, rental equipment, supplies or services in the performance of
the Mojave’s Subc(mtract;

6. Cashman initially provided bids for the Materials directly to Mojave and Maojave
sclected Cashman to supply the Materials to the Project. _

7. Mojave accopted Cashman’s bid on or about Januaty 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
o disadvantaged business entity (“DBE”), a8 Maojave’s Subcontract suggested that Mojave utilize
MBE/WBE/DBE vendors and suppliets t0 fulfill the Project’s diversity goals.

9. Mojave issued two purchase orders 1o to purchase the Materials that would be
supplied by Cashman for the Project on April 23, 2010. The purchase orders were issued to
CAM cfo Cashman Equipment. Cashman The City of Las Vegas and the ownets of the Project
suggested that subconiractors use a disadvantaged business entity (“DBE”) on the Project. CAM
fulfilled this role fox Mojave.

10. Mojave had contracted with CAM on Two other projects to fulfill similar DBE
requitements, 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 10 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 werc approved, Mojave sent notice to Cashman on May 24,
2010 {hat the Materials as detailed were approved.

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

Cashman began procuting the Materials.

JA 00007716




{ - - {

15.  Cashman served a second Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on
December 7, 2010.

16.  The Materials were delivered in a series of shipments beginning on November 18,
2010 with the detivery of the Mitsubishi uninierrupted power supply to Mojave. The Caterpillar
switchgear was delivered to Mojave on December 27, 2010. The three automatic transfer
switches and two batterics for the switchgear Were providred to Mojave on January 5, 2011
Cashman coordinated delivery of the two Caterpillar diesel generators to the Project on January
19-20, 2011 where they were set in place by crane

17.  Cashman’s work required some startop functions that could not be completed at
delivery but were to be scheduled later.

i8.  Cashman served a third Notice of Right to Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on
April 20, 2011.

19,  Cashman served & fourth Notice of Right to Lien pursuant fo NRS 108.245 on
April 28, 2011,

20.  Cashman petsonnel wete ot site at the Project as needed o perform certain
startup and installation functions beginning January 20, 2011 and continuing until May 23, 2011,

21,  Cashman supplied most, but not all, of the Materials through CAM after having
been selected to supply the Materials by Mojave, on (he Project.

20, Prior to supplying the Materials to CAM, Cashman requited CAM to sign a oredit
agreement granting ('ashman a security interest in the Materials.

93, Cashman caused 3 UCC Financing Stajement 10 he filed with (he Nevada
Secretary of State on February 16, 2011, identifying the Materials and afl proceeds thereof.

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

25.  Afier delivery of the Materials to the Project, Cashman issued two invoices 1o
CAM dated February 1, 2011 totaling $755,893.89. On January 31, 2010, CAM issued an
invoice to Mojave fot 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
Cashman.

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

29.  Mojave contacted Cashman 1o 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 meeiing occurred at Mojave’s offices on or about April 26, 2011 wherein
Mojaire tendered payment 0 CAM for the Materials, despite the fact that CAM had not yel
completed all of its work on the Project.

32, At the same meeting, Mojave tequired CAM to issue payment back to Mojave
Systems, a division of Mojave in the amount of $275,636.70, check no. 1032 dated April 27,
2011 in the amount of $139,367.70 and check no. 1033 dated April 28, 2011 in the amoun! of
$136,269.00 related to another project on which CAM and Mojave wete coniracted.

33, Within minutes of CAM’s receipt of Mojave's payment and while still at
Mojave’s offices, CAM provided a check to Cashman for the full amount due, $755,893.89.

34,  After Cashman received this check from CAM, and in exchange for this check,
Cashman executed an Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment (Exhibit 4!
velating to the Materials and provided it to CAM.

35,  Between April 20, 2011 and April 28, 2011, CAM received $901,380.93 from
Mojave.

26.  Very shortly thereafter, CAM stopped payment on the check issued to Cashman
and it was roturned unpaid.

37.  After receiving notice of the stop payment, Cashman attempted collection of the
amount owed from CAM.

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

the bank from which {be checlc was drawn and the bank refused to cash the check as there were

e
1 All reforences to “Exhibit _ " refer to the exhibits that wese admitted into evidence at the trial on January 21-24,
2014,

-5-
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insufficient funds in the account.

39,  Shortly thereafter CAM ceased operations and then failed to pay for Cashman for
the Matetials provided to the Project.

40,  Not ail startup functions weie completed due to CAM’s stopping payment on the
cheek it issued to Cashman, notice of which was provided to Cashman on or about May 5, 2011

41. On June 22, 2011, Cashman recorded a mechanic’s lien in the amount of
$755,893.89, the Notice of Lien, against the Project as it had not received payment for the
Materials supplied (Exhibit 11).

42.  Theteafter, Mojave obtained a Lien Release RBond from Western on September 8,
2011 (Bxhibit 39).

43.  Cashman amended its complaint to seel recovery on s lien claim from this hond.

44,  On January 22, 2014, Cashman recorded an Amended Notice of Lien in the
amount of $683,726.89 against the Project (Exhibit 66).

45.  Any of fhe foregoing findings of fact that ate more propetly conclusions of law

ghail be s0 considered.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

CONCLUSIAAS 22 2=

Clajms for Relief Asserted

1. At tial, before this Coutt Were five causes of action asserted by Cashman: (1)
Claiin on Payment Bond égainst Mojave and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action); (2)
Enforcement of Mechanic’s Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of
Action); (3) Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action); (4)
Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case); and (5) Unjust Barichment agai}ast the Owners

(Fifteenth Cause of Actiozn).2 All of these causes of action will be discussed in turn and in the

2 1y its Foutth Amended Complaint, Plaintiff alleged additional causes of action, However, at ttial, Plaintiff onty
argued five causes of action snd thus, abandoned each and evesy other cause of action against the Defendants
including the following: (1) Unjust Barichment apainst Mojave (Tenth Cause of Action); (2) Contractor’s Bond
Claim against Mojave and Western (Bloventh Causo 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 fou aforementioned cavses of action are dismissed with prejudice.
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order that the Court addressed in ils ruling on January 24, 2014,

2. First, in its Foutteenth Canse of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for
Claim. on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western, The Court sules in favor of Mojave and
Westetn on this cause of action. Regarding (ashman’s Fourteenth Cause of Action for Claim on
Payment Bond, the operative document is Exhibit 49 entitled “Payment Bond”, which identifies
Mojave as the Principal and Westem as the Surety, In televant patt, the Payment Bond states
«“NOW, THERUEFORE, THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION is sucli, that if the Principal
shall promptly make payments 10 all persons supplying labox, material, rental equipment,
supplies or services in the performance of said Contract and any and all modifications of said
Contract that may hereafter be made, then this obligation shall be pull and void; othetwise it
shall remain in full force and effect”

3. Sirict application of that paragraph would stand for the proposition that, all
payments t0 Cashman were not made, however, the Court finds that the defense of impossibility
is available to Mojave in this situation, as articulated in articulated in Nebaco, Inc. v. Riverview
Realty Co., Inc., which states that “[g]enerally, the defense of impossibility is available o a
promisor where his performance is made impossible or highly impractical by the oceurrence of
unforeseen contingencies . . . but if the unforeseen contingency is one which the promisor should
have foreseen, and for which he should have provided, this defense is unavailable {0 him.” 87
Nev.‘SS, 57, 482 P.2d 305, 307 (1971). Here, Mojave tendered payment to the entity that it had
an agreement with to supply labor and materials, CAM and thus, becanse of the defense of
impossibility, the Comt finds that Mojave was discharged of its duty w0 Cashman, even though
Cashman a material supplier 10 the Project under Mojave did not receive payment,

4. The defense of impossibility applies here, given that it was impossible or highly
impractical for Mojave to foresee that CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho would abseond with the funds
which made Mojave’s performance impossible as 10 Cashman undes the Payment Bond..

5. The Court Jikens the actions of Camn to an intervening cause.

6. The Court expressly finds that Cashman has standing to bring a claim on the
Payment Bond given the language of the Payment Bond, which states, on page 2 that the

iy -
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principal and the surety agree the bond shall inure to the benefit of all persons supplying labor,
materials, rental equipmoent, supplies, or services in the performance of Mojave’s contract.

7. The Court fiuds it was simply impossible for Mojave to perform under the
Payment Bond given what M. Carvalho did, therefore the Court rules in favor of Mojave and
Western on Cashmat’s cause of action for Claim on Payment Bond (Fourteenth Cause of
Action).

8. Second, in ifs Ninth Cause of Action, Cashman allcges a cause of action for
Enforcement of Mechanic’s Tien Release Bond against Mojave and Western. The Court roles in
favor of Mojave and Western on this canse of action.

9, Regarding Cashman’s Ninth Cause of Action for Enforcement of Mechanic’s
Lien Release Bond, the operative documenis are Exhibits 11, 66, 4, and 13. Exhibits 11 and 66
are the Notice of Lien and the Amended Notice of Lien, tegpectively. These two documents
stand fot the proposition that Cashman had a lien in place relating to the Materials provided and
the Court finds that Cashman did perfect its Lien. clain against the Project, pursuant to the
requirements of NRS 108.221, et seq. and the amount of the smended lien is $683,726.89.

10.  The Court finds that Cashman complied with NRS 108.245 in the setvice of its
prelimjnary notices, and therefore, as a mafter of law, there was sufficient preliminary or legal
notice to the owlner. i

11.  However, Exhibit 4, the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Tinal Payment,
stands for the proposition that Cashman released any notice of Hen when it provided the
Usconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment in exchange for the check from Cam.
This Release stales as follows: “NOTICE: THIS DOCUMENT WAIVES RIGHTS
UNCONDITIONALLY AND STATES THAT YOU BAVE BEEN PAID FOR GIVING UP
THESE RIGHTS. THIS DOCUMENT IS ENFORCEABLE AGATNST YOU IF YOU SIGN
IT, EVEN IF YOU HAVE NOT BEEN PAID. IF vOU 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 of release is made by check, draft or other such negotiable instrument

-8 -
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and the same fails to clear the bank on which it is drawn for any reason, then the waiver and
velease shall be deemed mmull and void and of no legal effect

13.  However, the Comt {finds that the check sdentified as Bxhibit 13-004, that Mojave
furnished to CAM on April 26, 2011 in the amount of $820,261.75 is the payment. Thus, once
Mojave made this payment (Exhibit 13-004) to CAM, then Cashman waived and released any
fien it had relating to the Materials provided.

14. T other words, the check Mojave provided to CAM constitutes payment to
Cashman for purposes of the enforceability of the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final
Payment that Cashman provided in exchange for the payment Cashman received from CAM.

15.  Thus, the Court tules in favor of Mojave and Westetn on Cashman’s cause of
action for Enforcement of Mechanic’s Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause of Action).

16.  Third, in its Third Cause of Action, Cashmen alleges a Cause of action for
Foreclosure of Security Intetest against Mojave. The Court tules in favor of Cashman on this
cause of action.

17.  Regarding Cashman’s Third Cause of Action for Foreclosure of Sceurity Interest,
the operative documents are Exhibits 1 and 5. Exhibit 1 is the Application for Credit that
Cashman involved itself with Mz, Carvalbo, Section 8, page 2 of this Application. for Credit
stands for the proposition that Cashman had a security interest in the Materials provided to the |
Project at the time the Application for Cyedit was signed

18,  Cashman perfected {ts security inferest with Exhibit 5, a UCC Financing
Statement, The UCC Financing Statement is sufficient and specific in identifying the Materials,

19. ‘The Court finds this UOC Tinancing Statement is a legally binding secority
instrument establishing a security interest wuring to the favor of Cashman in the Materials
provided heteto, or in this case, the value or prooeeds derived from the Materials.

20.  The value of the Matetials is in Exbibit 40, the subcontract between Mojave and
Whiting Turner, which on page 23, identifies the value of the Materials, $957,433 for the cote
and shell emergency generator and $297,559 for the UPS system.

21.  As such, given that Cashman perfected its secutity interest in the Materials, the

-9-
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Court rules in favor of Cashman on its cause of action for Foreclosure of Security Interest against
Mojave (Third Cause of Action) in the amount set forth below..

92,  Youwrth, in ifs cause of action from the consolidated case, Cashman alleges a
éause of action for Fraudulent Transfer. The Court rules in favor of Mojave on this cause of

action,

Regarding Cashman’s cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer, NRS 112.180 states:

1. A transfer made or obligation incurred by a debtor is frandulent
ag to a creditor, whether the creditor’s claim arose before or after the
transfet was made ot the obligation was sncurted, if the debfor made
the txansfer or incwired the abligation: ‘

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

(b) Without seceiving a teasonably 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 {ransaction for which the remaining assets of the
debtor were unreasonably small in relation to the
business or lransaction; or

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

Further, NRS 112,190 states:

{. A teansfer made or obligation inctrred by a debtor is frandulent
as 10 a creditor whose claim arose before the transfer was made or the
obligation was incutred if the debtor made the transfer or incurred the
obligation without peceiving a reasonably equivalent value in
exchange for the {ransfer or obligation and the debtor was insolvent at
that time or the debtor became insolvent ag a result of the transfer or
obligation,

9. 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 10
an insider for an antecedent debt, the debtor was insolvent at that
time, and the insider had reasonable cause to believe that the debtox
was insolvent.
23, Cashman’s claim for fraudulent fransfer fails because Mojave had no real inside

210 -
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94, The Court finds that there niust be complicity between Mojave and CAM in order
for Cashﬁﬂn to prevail on its claim for Fraudulent Transfer.

95, As such, given that Mojave had no real inside complicity with CAM, the Court
syles in favor of Mojave on Cashman’s cause of action for Fraudulent Transfer.

26.  Fifth, in its Fifteenth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for
Unjust Enrichment against the Owners. The Coutt tules in favor of Cashman on this cause of
action, as long as Cashman puts the codes in (i.e. provides them and implements them).

27.  “Unjust entichment is the unjust retentiont . . . of money ot property of another
apainst the fundamental principles of justice of equity and good conscience.” Topaz Mut. Co.
Ine. v, Marsh, 108 Nev, 845, 856, 839 P.2d 606, 613 (1992) (citations omilted); see also Coury v.
Robison, 115 Nev. 84, 90, 976 P.2d 518, 521 (1999) (citations omitted) (“[u]njust enrichment
ocours whenever a person bas and retains a benefit which in equity and good conscience belongs
to another. Unjust enrichment is the unjust retention of a benefit to the loss of another,”). This
cause of action “exists when the Cashman confers a benefit on the defendant, the defendant
appreciates such benefit, and there is ‘acceptance and tetention by the defendant of such benefit
under circumstances such that it would be inequitable for him to retain the benefit without
payment of the value thereof.”” Certified Fire Prot., Inc. V. Precision Constr., In¢., __ Nev. __,
183 P.3d 250, 257 (2012) {citations omitted),

28.  Regarding Cashman’s cause of action for unjust enrichment against the owners,
this Court rules in favor of Cashinan as long as Cashman provides, jmplements, and actually puts
in the codes at issue. Thus, és ong ag Cashman provides, implements, and actually puts in the
codes at issue, Cashman is entitled to the amount in the escrow account, which is $86,600.00.

29, At feial, before this Court was one cause of action, a defense counterclaim,
asserted by Defendants: (1) Misrepresontation (Third Claim for Relief). The Coust rales in favor
of Cashman on this cause of action. 3

-
3 In Defendants’ Answer 10 Fourth Amended Complaint, Counterclaim against Cashman Equipinent Compaty and
Crossclaim against CAM Consulting, Inc. and Angelo Carvalho, Defendants alleged two other causes of action

-11 -
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30,  “Under Nevada Jaw, the elements of the toit of negligent mistepresentation are:
(a) a representation that is false; (b) this representation was made in the course of the defendant’s
business, or in any action in which he has a pecuniary interest; (c) the representation was for the
guidance of others in their business transactions; (d) the representation was justifiably relied
upen, (&) this reliance resulted in pecuniary joss to the relying pasty; and (f) the defendant failed
to exercise reasonable case Of competence in obtaining oY communicating the information.”
Tdeal Elec. Co. v. Flowserve Corp., 357 F.Supp.2d 1248, 1255 (D. Nev. 2005). Here, even
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 Mechanic’s Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause
of Action), this Contt further holds that Cashman did not make a migtepresentation as to any
matter including its notice of liens.

41.  As such, given that Cashman did not make any misrepresentations as io any
matter relating to its notice of liens, the Court rules in favor of Cashman on Defendants’ cause of
action for misrepresentation.

32, In summary, and relating to the claims for coliel before this Court: (@) this Court
finds in favor of Cashman on its claims for Foreclosure of Seomity Tnterest against Mojave
(Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the Owners (Fifteenth Cause of Action);
(b) this Coutt, finds: in favor of Mojave and/or Western on Céshman’s., claims for Claim on
Payment Bond against Moja{re and Western (Fourteenth Cause of Action), Enforcement of
Mechanic’s Lien Release Rond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of Action), and
Frauduleni Transfer (from Consolidated Case); (¢} this Court finds in favor of Caslunan on
Mojave’s defense counterclaim for Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief).

FEquitable Fault Relating to Condracting with CAM
13.  Asthe Court yuled in favor of Cashman on it Third Cause of Action, Cashman 18

in a position to collect the amount owed, as provided in its fien, $683,726.89, less aty amount

- (contimyed)

agatnst Plaintiff for: (1) Breach of Contract (First Claim for Relief); and (2) Breach of Imptied Covenant of Good
Faith and Fair Dealing (Second Claim for Relief). Howeves, at trial, Defendants only argued one cause of action for
missepresentation and thus, abandoned these other two aforementioned causes of action. Thus, these two

aforementioned canses of action are dismisscd with prejudice.
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Cashman would receive from the escrow account for finalizing the codes.

34, However, this Court has analyzed the evidence in front of it and makes 2
determination that both Cashman and Mojave bear some responsibility of fault for what CAM
and/or Mr. Carvatho did in {his action (i.e. sbsconded with the funds that Mojave provided,
which were supposed fo be paid to Cashmat for the Materials Cashman provided to the Project)
More specifically, as far as equitable Tault here, and even though this Court notes that both
Mojave and Cashman are innocent victims here, this Court finds fhat Cashman is sixty-seveil
percent (67%) responsible and Mojave is thirty-three percent (33%0) responsible for Cam and M.
Carvalho’s actions.

15, As an initial note regarding equitable fault of the parties, {his Couﬁ holds that
both Mojave and Cashman had to usc a DBE here, CAM, and thus, neither Mojave nor Cashmain
bears any fault regarding having to contract with a DBE for the Project.

36.  Cashman is sixty-seven percent (67%) equitably at fault because: (1) Mr. Fergen,
Mojave’s vice president of project development, presented three options to Cashman of potential
certified DBEs: CAM, Nedco, and Codale. Cashman, when presented with these three options,
made the decision to go forward and contract with CAM on the Project. As such, there were
options given by Mojave and Cashman made the decision to Use CAM here; (2) months before
CAM and/orMr. Carvalho absconded with the funds, Cashman had an- opporfunity to identify
credit problems with CAM; Cashman identified some of these credit problems and this is why
Cashman did not want o extend credit 10 CAM which inures sOmC responsibility heie; (€))]
Mojave had dealt with CAM on a couple of other projects (i.e. the Las Vegas Metro Project and
the Nevada Energy Project noted above), and Mojave should have reasonably concluded that
CAM and/or M. Carvalho was doing what he was supposed to do in those sorts of scenatios;(4)
Mojave, as a couriesy, arranged the mesting with Cashman and CAM to allow Cashman to
figrre him out because CAM would be in the middie of Mojave and Cashmat.

37.  Mojave is thitty-three percent (33%) yesponsible for CAM and Mi. Carvalho’s
actions here because, among other things: (1) Cashman requested that Mojave issue a joint check
1o both Cashman and CAM, and Mojave said no to that request; even though this Court is not

-13 -
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sure a joint check would not have necessatily solved the problem, but (‘ashman’s request was a
good request and Mojave takes some responsibility for gaying no, when they could have gone o
Whiting Tumner and presented Cashman’s request and given that Mojave had isgued a joint check
to QED and CAM;; and (2) the payment made to CAM, that was not made to Cashman for the
Materials, initiated with Mojave, which gives Mojave S0me 1esp onsibility.

Damages

38, Since Cashman is the prevailing patty ont is claims for Foreclosure of Security
Interest against Mojave (Third Cauvse of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the Ownoers
(Fifteenth Cause of Action), Cashman is entitled to a damages amount.

39,  The formula for calculating this amount of damages is the following: (The amount
of the Amended Notice of Lien (Fxhibit 66) minus the amount in eSCIOW, which will be released
to Cashman after the codes are ﬁnalized). times the percentage of Mojave’s fault that was set
forth in the equiteble analysis above. Hence, this equates to the following formula:
($683,726.89-$86,600.00)*.33 = $197,051.87.

40.  Any proceeds from the criminal case of Mr. Cagvalho (in the Bighth Tudicial
District Court, in and for Clark County, Nevada, Case No: (-12-283210-1 (the “Criminal
Case”), which is effect any and all restitution that comes out of the Criminal Case, will be
equally split 50/50 between Cashman and Moj ave. -

AL, In regards to the propetty Tocated at 6321 Little Elm St. N. Las Vegas, Nevada,
APN #124-29-110-099 (the “Properiy”), this Court is confirming s prior holding in its Findings
of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order on Cashman Equipment Company’s Motion for
Summary Judgment against Janel Rennie aka Janel Carvalho filed with this Court on June 14,
2013 (the “June 14, 2013 FFCL”) that awarded the Propetty to Cashman.

42. At irial, the Defendants have requested a “getoff” calculation of approximately
$62,710.53 (see Exhibit 65 minus the batiety invoice for $79,721.31 (Exhibit 65-015)), for
Mojave’s costs Mojave alleges to have incurred on the Project after Cashman decided fo stop
work on the Project due fo not receiving payment for the Matetials, The Court finds for the
Cashman on Defendant’s claim for “setotl” pursuant to NRS §624.626(9) which states “[njo
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Jower-tiored subconlractor oF his or her lower-tiered subcontractors o suppliets, or their
respective sureties, may be held liable for any delays or damages that an ownet of higher-tiered
contractor may suffer as a result of the lowei-tiered subconiractor aud his or her lower-tiered
subconttactors and suppliers stopping thelr work or the provision of materials or equipment of
terminating an agreement for a teasonable basis in Jaw or fact and in accordance with this
section.” This Court finds that Cashman had a reasonable basis in law or fact to stop working on
the Project, after not seceiving payment for the Materials as requited.

43,  Any of the foregoing conclusions of law that are mote propesly findings of fact
shall be so considered.

ORDER

Basedv upon the foregoing, and other good cause appearing:

IT 18 HEREBY ORDERED that, as 10 Cashman’s Causes of Action for Foreclosure of
Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Fnrichment against the
Owness Cashman conditioned upon the installation of the codes(Fifteenth Cause of Action), this
Court finds in favor of Cashman.

T 1S HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as 10 Cashman’s Canses of Action for
Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western {Fourteenth Cause of Action),
Enforcenent of Mechanic’s LLen Release Bond against Mojave and Westetn (Ninth CauS]e of 1.
Action), and Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case), this Coutt finds in favor of Mo}ave
and Western.

T 18 HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as t0 Mojave’s defonse counterclaim for
Mistepresentation (Third Claim for Relief), this Couit finds in favor of Cashman.

T IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Mojave’s request for a “getoff”, this
Court finds in favor of Cashman.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court awards Cashinan $197,651.87,
on its ‘Third Cause of Action, which i8 calculated as the following: (the amount of the Amended
Notice of Lien minus the amount in escrow, if Cashman finalizes the oodes) 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

amount remaining in the escrow account, $86,600, on its Fificenth Cause of Action to be paid

afler Cashman installs the codes;

IT 18 HERERBY FURTHER ORDERED that any proceeds from the Criminal Case (i.e.

aty 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

attorneys’ fees, costs, and prejudgment interest through post decision motiens that may be filed

with the Cout.

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

of Law is filed, the parties will submit a judgment to this effect accordingly.
DATED this < day of A1 »” ,2014.

Respectfully submitted by:
Dated this_3e  day of April, 2014
PEZZILLO LLOYD

TENNIFER R. JA.OYD, ESQ. (NBN 9617)
6725 Vid Austl Patkway, Suite 290

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

Attorneys for Plaintiff Cashman Equipment
Company

BRIAN J. Pﬁﬁiﬂ), ESQ. (NBN 7136)

A —

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

ROB BARE o
Rk, DISTRICT COURT, DEPARTNMENT 32
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Brian J, Pezzillo, Esq. m« t‘kgm"

Nevada Bar No. 7136 CLERK OF THE GOURT
Jennifer R, 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

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; ANGELC CARVALHO, an
individual; JANEL RENNIE aka JANEL NOTICE OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF
CARVALHO, an individual; WEST EDNA FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
ASSQCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE '
BELECTRIC, a Nevada corporation; WESTERN
SURETY COMPANY, a surety; THE WHITING
TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY, a Trial Dates: January 21-24, 2014
Maryland corporalion;, 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.

TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW was entfered in the above entitled matter and filed on May 5, 2014, a copy of which is

attached hereto.

DATED: May lo, 2014

- Attorneys for Plaintiff;

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The undersigned, an employee of the law firm of PEZZILLO LLOYD, hereby certifies
that on the _(ér_h 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 af Las Vegas, Nevada,

said enveiope(s) addressed to;

Brian Boschee, Esq.
COTTON, DRIGGS, ET AL,
400 8. 4% st 3 Bl

Las Vegas, NV 89101
Attorneys for Defendants

PEZZILLO LLOYD

=

Brian J, Pezzilld, Esq.
Nevadg Bar No. 7136
Jennifer R, 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

Cashman Eguipment Company

H—
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Jennifer R. Lloyd, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9617
PEZZILLO LLOYD
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Tel: (702) 233-4225

Fax: (702) 233-4252

Attorneys for Plaintff;
Cashman Equipment Compeiny

Electronically Filed

GLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a
Nevada corporation,

Plaintlf,
V.

CAM CONSULTING, INC,, s Nevada
corporation; ANGELO CARVALHO, an
individual; JANEL RENNIE glea JANEL
CARVALHO, an individual; WEST EDNA
ASSOCIATES, L'TD, dba MOJAVE
EBLECTRIC, 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 1-14, inclusive; and ROBE
CORPORATIONS 1-10 inclusive;

Defendaats,

AND RELATED MATTERS,

This case having come on for trial on Januaey 21-24, 2014 before this Coutt,
Phaintif/Counterdefendant CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY (“Plaintiff” or “Cashiman™)
was tepresented by and through its gounse], Buian I, Pezzillo, Esq. and Jeunifer R. Lloyd, Esq. of
the law finm of Pewwillo Lloyd and Defendants/Counterclaimants WESTERN SURETY |
COMPANY (“Western”), THE WHITING TURNER CONTRACTING COMPANY (“Whiting

Ab642583
32

Case No,:
Dept. No.:

{(Consolidated with Case No, A653029)
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Torner™), FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND (“Fidelity”),
TRAVELERS CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY OF AMERICA. (“Travelers™), WEST
EDNA. ASSOCIATES, LTD. dba MOJAVE ELECTRIC (“Mojave™), QI Las Vegag, LLC, PQ
Las Vegas, LLC, LWTIC Successor LLC, and FC/LW Vegas (collectively “Defendants™) were
represented by and through their counsel, Brian W, Boschee, Esq. aud Willlam N, Miller, Esq, of
the law tiem of Cotion, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson, & Tﬁomyson. The Court, having fulty
hemd the testimony of the witnesses, reviewed the evidence during the trial, having considered
the oral and writlen arguments set forth by appearing counsel af the trial, and also baving read
and considered the other papers and pleadings on file herein, and good eause appearing, enfers
the following findings of fact and conclugions of law as follows:

FINDINGS OF FACT,

1. Cashman and CAM Consulting, Ine. (“CAM”) enfered info a contract whereby
Cashman was {o supply materials comprised of generators, switchgeat, and associated jtems (the
“Materials”) fo the New Las Vegas City Hall Projeot (the “Project”).

2 The Project was privatoly owned at the time of construction, by Forest City
Enterprises through a conglomerate of private entities which include PQ Las Vepas, QI Las
Vegas, FC/LW Las Vegas LLC and LWTIC Successor LLC o/o Forest City Buterpiises which
will hereiafier be collectlvely referred to as “Ownet” from December 2009 until February 17,
2012, when the building was transferred after constraction fo the Clty of Las Vegas, Nevada,

3 The Owner contracted with Whifing Turner to. serve as the peneral contractor on
fhe Project.

4. Whiting Turner contracted with Mojave to be the slectrical subconttactor on the
Project,. Mojave's subconiract with Whiting Turner, dated February 11, 2010, is identified as
Subcontract No, 12600-26A., (Hxhibit 40) {the “Mojave Subconiract™), The Mojave Subcontract
required Mojave to perform all electrical work (Exhibit B to the Contract, J40-012 thra 027),
which included the Materials supplied to the Project by Casliman,

5. The Mojave Subcontract also required Mojave io obtain a payment bond (J40-
007, purs. (9)). 1d. Mojave obtained this payment boud on dated March 2, 2010 from Western

w2
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1§ in fhe 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 unio Whiting
Tumnet, as Obliges, in the amount of $10,996,669.00, and that the bond is for the benefit of all
persons supplying labor, maferial, rental equipment, supplies or services in the peiformance of

the Mojave’s Subcontract,
6. Cashman initially provided bids for the Materials directly to Mojave and Mojave

e B - T - - T .

selected Cashman to supply the Materials to the Project.
8 7. Mojave accepled Cashman’s bid on or about January 11, 2010, and Cashman
9 ) began work shortly thereafter on the suhmittals requited for approval of the Materials,
1¢ 8. Maojave then iiformed Cashman that the Materials needed to be suppliad through
11 Ji a disadvantaged business entlty (“DBE”), as Majave’s Subcontract suggested that Mojave uiilize
12 E MBE/WBE/DBE veudors and suppliers to fulfill the Projoot’s diversity goals,
13 9. Maojave issned two purchase orders fo fo purchage the Mafeslals that would be
14 ﬂ supplied by Cashmen for the Project on April 23, 2010. The purchase orders were issuod to
15 | CAM ¢/o Cashmen Rauipment, Cashman The Cily of Las Vegas and the owners of the Project
16 || suggested that subconiractors use a disadvantaged business enfity (“DBE”) on the Project, CAM
17 || fulfilled thiz role for Mojave.
18 10.  Mojave bad contracted with CAM on two-other projecis o fulfill similar DBE
19 " requirements, one of which was pilor to"ﬂﬁs Project,
20 11, Cashmar’s scope of work on the Projeot included prepaving submittals for
21 || approval of the mateaials, as required by the Maojave purchase orders and responding fo requests

22 || for additional information,

23 12, On Apel 29, 2010 Cashmen served a Notice of Right to Lien, pursuant to NRS
24 || 108.245.
25 13.  After ihe submittals were approved, Mojave sent notice to Cashman on May 24,

26 | 2010 that the Matorials as detsiled were approved.
vy 14,  Mojave issued a Material Release Order on August 11, 2010 fo Cashman and

28 [| Cashman began procuring the Materials,
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15, Cashinan served a second MNotice of Right to Lien pursnant to NRS 108.245 on
Decenber 7, 2010,

le.  The Materials were delivered in a series of shipments beginning on November 18,
2010 with the delivery of the Mitsubishi unirfereupted power supply to Mojave., The Catexpillar
swiichgear was delivered to Mojave on December 27, 2010. 'The three awtomatic transfer
swilches and two batteries for the switchgear were provided to Mojave on January 5, 2011.
Cashman coordinated delivery of the two Caterpillar diese] generators to the Project on January
1920, 2011 where they were set in place by cranc

17, Cashman’s work requited some startup functions that could not be completed at
delivery but were to be scheduled later.

18, Cashman served a third Notice of Right fo Iien pusuant to NRS 108.245 on
April 20, 2011,

19, Cuashman zerved a fourth Notioe of Right fo Lien pursuant to NRS 108.245 on
April 28, 2011.

20.  Cashman personnel were on site al the Project as needed fo perform certain
startup and installation functions beginning Jannary 20, 2011 and continuing until May 23, 2611,

21, Caslunan supplied most, but not all, of the Materials throngh CAM after having
been gelected to supply the Materials by Mojave, on the Ptoject,

22. . Prior to supplying the Materials to CAM, Cashman required CAM 1o sign a credit
agreement granting Cashman a security interest in the Materiaﬁs.

23,  Cashman caused a UCC Financing Statement to be 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 Einancing Statement,

25, After delivery of the Materdals o the Projeot, Cashman issued two invoices to
CAM dated February 1, 2011 fotaling $755,893.89. On Janvary 31, 2010, CAM issued an
invoice to Mojave for the Materials that had been supplied by Cashinan

26,  CAM did not pay Cashnman a3 required by the terms of the invoice.

27.  Cashman countacted Mojave due to CAM’s failwe fo pay and requested that

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

28, Mojave refused to issue a joint check as payment for $he Materials,

29.  Mojave contacted Cashman. to request that Cashman provide an Unconditional
Watver and Releass Upon. Fital Payinent for the Materials,

30.  Cashman refused to provide the requested 1elease as it had not been paid.

31. A meeting ocourred at Mojave’s offices on or about April 26, 2011 wherein
Mojave tendered payment fo CAM for the Materials, despite the fact that CAM had not yet
coupleted all of its work on the Project,

32. At the same meeting, Mojave requited CAM to issue payment back fo Mojave
Systoms, a division of Mojave in the amount of $275,636.70, cheek no. 1032 dated Apiil 27,
2011 in the amount of $139,367.70 and check no, 1033 dated April 28, 2011 in the amount Gf
$136,269.00 related to another project on which CAM and Mojave wete conlracted,

33, Within minutes of CAM's receipt of Mojave’s payment and while still at
Mojave’s offices, CAM provided a check to Cashman for the full amount due, $7$5,893.89.

34, Aftor Cashiman veceived this check from CAM, and In exchange for this check,
Cashman executed an Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment (Exhibit 4
relating to the Materlals and provided it to CAM.

35,  Detween April 26, 2011 and Apeil 28, 2011; CAM received $901,380.93 from
Mojave.

36.  Very shorfly thereafter, CAM stopped payment on the check issued to Cashiman
and it was teturned nopaid.

F7.  Aftor reeciving notice of the stop payment, Cashman attempted colection of the
amount owed from CAM.

38. CAM provided another checl to Cashman, which wag immediatoly presented at

the bank fiom which the check was dravi end the bank vefused to cash the check as there weore

1 Al teferancos to “Bxhibit _ » refor to the exhibits thal were admifted into evidence al ihe trisl on January 21-24,
2014,
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insufficient fonds in the account,

39.  Shoully fhereafter CAM ceased operations and then failed to pay for Cashman for
ihe Materials provided to the Project,

40.  Not all startup functions were completed due to CAM’s stopping payment on the
check it issued to Cashman, notice of which was provided to Cashman on or about May §, 2011,

41.  On June 22, 2011, Cashinan recorded s mechanic’s Hen in the awmount of
$755,893.89, the Notice of Lien, against the Project as it had not received payment for the
Matezials supplied (Exhibit 11).

42,  Theteafler, Mojave obtained a Lien Release Bond from Western on Septembor 8,
2011 {Exhibit 39). _

43.  Cashman amended its complaint to seel recovery on s Hen claim from this bond,

44,  On Jatwary 22, 2014, Cashiman recerded an Amended Notice of Lien in the
amount of $683,726.89 against the Project (Exhibit 66).

45.  Aay of the foregoing findings of fact that ate more properly conchusions of law

shat! be so considered.

CONCLUSTIONS OF LAW
Claims for Relief Asserted
1, At trial, before this Coutt were five causes of action assotted by Cashman: (1)

Claiin on Payment Bond agalnst Mojave and Western (Fourleenth Cause of Action); (2)
Enforceiment of Mechanie’s Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Ninth Cause of
Action; (3) Foreclosure of Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action); (4)
Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case); and (5) Unjust Bnrichment sgalnst the Owners

(Filleenth Cavse of Action)” All of fhese cavses of action will be discussed in tur and in the

# 1o, it Fomth Amended Complaint, Plaintiil alleged additional cavses of action, However, at trial, Plainilf sty
argued five couses of action and thus, shandoned each and overy oflier vause of action against the Defendants
inoluding the following; (1) Unjust Birichment against Maojave {Tenth Canse of Action); () Contractor’s Bond
Claim against Mojave and Westarn (Bloventh Cause of Action (3) Unjust Brrichment againat Whiting Tnrner
{Twelfth Cause of Action); and {4} Clsim on Payment Bond against Whiting Tumer, Videlity, and Travelers
(Thicteenth Canse of Action). Thus, these fom aforementioned canges of action ave dismissed with prejudice.

-5
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oxder that the Court addressed inits ruling on January 24, 2014,

2, Eivgt, in ity Fourteenth Cayse of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for
Claim on Payment Bond against Mojave and Western, The Coutt tules in favor of Mojave and
Waestermn on this canse of actlon. Regarding Cashman’s Fourteenth Cause ol Action for Claim on
Payment Bond, the operative document is Exhibit 49 entitled “Payment Bond”, which identifies
Mojave as the Principal and Western as the Sutely. It relovant part, the Payment Bond states
“NOW, THEREFORE, THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION is such, that if the Principal
shall prompily make payments fo all petsons supplying labor, material, rental equipment,
sopplies or services in the performance of said Coniract aud any and all modifications of said
Contract that may hereafler be made, then this obligation shall be null and void; otherwige it
shall remain in {ll force and effect,”

3, Strict application of that paragraph would sland for the proposition that, all
payments to Cashman were not made, however, the Cowt finds that the defense of impossibitity
is available to Mojave in this sifuation, s articalated in articulated in Nebaco, Inc. v. Riverview
Realty Co., Inc., which states that “[glenerally, the defense of impossibility is available 1o a
proinigor whero his perfotimance is made impossible or highly impractical by the occutrence of

wnforescen confingencies . . . but if the unforeseen contingeney is one which the promisor should

. have foreseen, and for which he should have provided, fhis defense is unavailable to him,” 87

Nov. 55, 57, 482 P.2d 305, 307 (1971). Hote, Mojave tendered payment o the entity that it had
an apreement with to supply labor and materials, CAM and thus, becanse of the defense of
inpossibility, the Court finds that Mojave was discharged of its duty to Cashman, even though
Cashman 3 material supplier to the Project under Mojave did not receive paynient,

4. The defense of impossibility appliss here, given that it was impossible or highly
impractical for Mojave to foresee that CAM and/or M. Carvalho would abscond with the funds
which made Mojave’s performance impossible as to Cashman under the Payment Bond..

5. The Court likens the aetions of Cam t¢ an infervening cause.

G, The Court expressly finds that Cashmen has standing to bing a claim on the
Payment Bond piven the langnage of the Payment Bond, which. states, on page 2, that the

-4 -
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principai and the swrety agréa the bond shall inure to the benefit of all persons supplying labor,
niaterialy, renfal equipment, supplies, or services In the performance of Mojave’s contract,

7. The Court finds it was simply impossible for Mojave 1o perform under the
Payment Bond given what Mr. Carvalho did, therefore the Court rules in favor of Mojave and
Western on Cashman’s cauge of action for Claim on Payment Bond (Fomrteenth Cause of
Action),

8. Second, 1in its Ninth Cause of Astion, Cashman alleges a cause of action for
BEaforcement of Mechanie®s Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western. The Cowet rules in
favor of Mojave and Western on this cause of action,

9, Regarding Cashiman’s Ninth Cause of Action for Enforcement of Mechani¢’s
Lien Release Bond, the operative documents ate Exhibits 11, 66, 4, and 13. Exhibits 1} and 66
are the Notice of Lien and the Amended Notice of Lien, respectively. Theso two documents
stand for the proposition that Cashman had a len in place relating fo the Materials provided and
the Court finds that Cashmen did perfect ifs lien claim against the Pioject, pursnant to the
requitoments of NRS 108.221, ot seq. and the amovnt of the amended Jien is $683,726.89.

10,  The Court finds that Cashman complied with NRS8 108.245 in the service of its
preliminary notices, and therefore, as a matter of law, there was suffieient preliminary or legal
notice to the owner.

11,  Bowever, Bxhibit 4, the Unconditional Waiver and Release Upon Final Payment,
stands for the propositlon that Cashman released any notice of lien when it provided the
Unconditional Weiver and Rolease Upon Finel Payment in exchange for the check from Cam,
This Release states ag follows: *NOTICE: THIS DOCUMENT WAIVES RIGHTS
UNCONDITIONALLY AND STATES THAT YOU HAVE BEEN PARD FOR GIVING UP
THESE RIGHTS. THIS DOCUMENT I8 ENFORCEABLE AGAINST YOU IF YOU SIGN
IT, EVEN TF 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 elease is made by check, diaft or other such negotiable instrnment

-8
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and the game fails to clear the bank on which it is drawn for any reason, then the waiver and
release shall be deemed null and void and of no legal offect

13.  However, the Cowrt finds that the check identified as Bxhibit 13-004, that Mojave
fiznished to CAM on April 26, 2011 in the amount of $820,261.75 is the payment. Thus, once
Majave made this payment (Exbibit 13-004) to CAM, then Cashman waived and released any
lien it had relafing to the Materials provided,

14, In other words, fhe check Mojave provided to CAM constitnfes payment 1o
Cashman for purposes of the enforceability of the Unconditional Waiver and Releage Upon Final
Payment that Cashman provided in exchange for the payment Cashman received from CAM.

15,  Thus, the Coumt 1ules in favor of Mojave and Western on Cashman's cause of
action fof Enforcement of Mechanic’s Lien Release Bond {(Ninth Cause of Action).

16, Third, in its Thitd Cause of Action, Cashman afleges a cause of action for
Foreclosure of Security Inferast sgainst Mojave, The Coutt rules in favor of Cashman on this
cause of action.

17, Regarding Cashman’s Third Cause of Action for Foreclosure of Security Interest,
the operative documents are Exhibits 1 and 5. Exhibit 1 is the Application for Crodit that
Cashman involved fisell with Mr. Carvalho, Section 8, page 2 of this Application for Credit

stands for the proposition that Cashman had a seourity interest in fihe Materials provided to the
Project at the time the Application for Credit was signed

18,  Cashman perfocied ifs security intorest with Exhibit 5, a UCC TFivancing
Statement. The TUCC Financing Statement is sufficient and specific in identifying the Materials,

19,  ‘The Cout finds this UCC Financing Statewent is a legally bindiog security
instrume;lt establishing a secutity interest inuring to the favor of Cashman jn the Materials
provided hereto, or in thig case, the value or proceeds derived {rom the Materiats,

20.  ‘The value of the Materials is in Bxhibit 40, the subcontract between Mojave and
Whiting Tuener, which on page 23, identifies the value of the Materials, $957,433 for the core
and shell emergency generator and $297,559 for the UPS system.

21.  As such, given that Cashman perfected its seourity interest in the Maferials, the

iy
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Mojave (Thitd Cause of Action) in the amount set forth below..

cause of action for Frawdulent Transfer. The Cowt tules in favor of Mojave oo this cause of

action,

22, Fourlh, in its cause of action fiom the consolidasied case, Cashman alleges a

Regarding Cashman’s canse of action for Frandulent Transfer, NRS 112,180 states:

1. A trapsfer made or obligation ncutred by a debtor is fraudulent
as to a creditor, whether the creditor®s claim arose before or after the
teansfer was made or the obligation was incurred, if the debior made
the transfer or inourred the obligation:

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

() Without receiving a reasonably equivalent value in
exchange fot the teatsfer or obligation, and the debtor:

(1) Was engaged or was abool to engage in a business
or a transaction for which the remaining assefd of the
debtar were unreasonably small in relation to the
business or {ransaciion; ox

(2} Intended to incur, or believed or reasonably should
have belioved that the debtor wounld incur, debis
beyond hig or her ability to pay as they became dus.

Fuyrther, NRS 112,190 states:

1. A iransfer made or obligation incurred by a debtor is fraudulent
as to a oreditor whose elaim arose before the {ransfer was made or the
obligation was incusred 1if the debior 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 {ithe ot the debtor beeame insalvent s a rosult of the transier or

obligation,

2. A transfer made by a debtor is fraudulent as to a oreditor whose
claim arose before the transfer was made if the transfer was made o
an nsider for an antecedont debt, the debtor was inselvent at that
time, and the insider had reasonable cause to believe that the debtor

was ingolvent.

23,  Cashman’s claim for fiandulent fansfar fails because Mojave had no real inside

-10-
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complicity with CAM.
24, The Coutt finds that there must be complelly betweon Mojavo and CAM in order

for Cashman to prevail on its claim for Fraudulent Transfer.

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

tules in favor of Mojave on Caslnnaifs canse of action for Fraudulent Transfer,

26.  Fiffh, in its Fifteenth Cause of Action, Cashman alleges a cause of action for
Unjust Entichinent against the Owners, The Court rules in favor of Cashman on this canse of
action, as Tong as Cashman puts the codes in (i.e. provides thern and fmplements them).

27, “Unjust entichinent is the unjust refention . . . of money or property of another
against the fundamental principles of justice or equity and good canscience.” Topaz Mt Ca.
Ine, v. Marsh, 108 Nev. 845, 856, 839 P.2d 606, 613 (1992) (citations oinitted); see also Coury v
Robison, 115 Nev. 84, 90, 976 P.2d 518, 521 (1999) (citations omitted} (“[u]njust enrichment
occurs whenever a person has and refains a benefit which in equity and good conseience belongs
to another, Unjust enrichment is the unjust wotention of a benefit to the loss of another.”), This
oause of action “oxists when the Cashman confers a benefit on the defendant, the defendamt
appreciates such benefit, and thete is ‘aceeplatice and retention by the defendant of such benefit
vnder ciroumstances such that it would be inequitable for him fo retain the benefit without

payment of the value thereof*” Certified Fire Prot., Inc, v. Precision Constr., Inc., _ Nev. _,

283 P,3d 250, 257 (2012} (cltations omitted),

28.  Regarding Cashman’s cause of action for unjust enrichment against the ownets,

thig Court rules in favor of Cashman as long as Cashman provides, implements, and actoally puts

in the codes at igsue, Thus, as long as Cadhiman provides, implements, and aciually puts in the
codes at issue, Cashman is entitled to the amount it the esciow account, which is $86,600.00.

29. At visl, before fhis Court was one cavse of action, a defense counterclaim,
asserfed by Defendants: (1) Misrepresentation (Third Claim for Relief). The Court rafes in favor

of Cashman on this cause of action.

* I Defendants’ Answer to Fouth Anended Complaint, Counterclaim against Cashiman Equipment Company and
Crossolafin agalnst CAM Consuiting, Ine. and Angelo Carvatho, Defondants allogad two oiher causes of actlon

-11-
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30, “Under Nevada law, the elements of the tort of negligent mistepresentation age:
{a) arepresentation that iy false; (b} this representation was made in the course of the defendant’s
business, or in any action in which he has a pecuniaty interest; (¢) the representation was for the
guidance of others in theit business transactions; (d) the representation wag justifiably relied
upon; (&) this reliance resulted in pecurtary loss to the relying parly; and (f) the defendant failed
to exetoise roagonable case or compefence in obtaining or communicating the information.”
Fdeal Elee. Co. v, Flowserve Corp., 357 F.Supp.2d 1248, 1255 (I, Nev, 2605). Here, aven
though this defense counterclaim is essentially moot, as this Court ruled in favor of Mojave and
Western on the cauge of action for Enforcement of Mechanic’s Lien Release Bond (Ninth Cause
of Action), this Court {further holds that Cashman. did not make a mistepresentation as o any
maiter inoluding its notice of lHens,

31,  As such, given that Cashman did not malke any mistepreseniations as fo any
matter relaling to its nofice of liens, the Cowl rules n favor of Caghman on Defendants’ canse of
aotion for misrepresentation,

32.  In summary, and relating to the claims for tolisf before this Court: () this Coutt
finds in favor of Cashman on its claims for Foreclosure of Security Iuferest against Mojave
(Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment againgt the Cwaers (Fifteenth Cause of Action),
(b this Court finds in favor of Mojave and/or Western on Cashman’s claims for Claim on
Payment Bond against Mojm;e and Wcstcrb {Fourteentt Cause of Action), Enforcement of
Mechanic’s Lien Releaye Bond against Mojave and Wegtern (Ninth Cause of Action), and
Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidated Caso); (¢} this Cowet finds in favor of Cashman on
Muojave's defense counterclaim for Mistoprosentation {Third Clain for Reliof).

Equitable Fauli Relating fo Contracting with CAM

33.  Asthe Courtruled in favor of Cashman on its Third Cause of Action, Cashimat is

in & position to collect the amonng owed, as provided in its Hen, $683,726.89, lesy any amount

: (continued) ‘

against Plain{iff for; (1) Broach of Conivact (First Claim for Retief); and {2) Breach of Implisd Covenant of Good
Falth and Fair Dealing (8econd Claim for Relisf), However, at trial, Defendants only argued one cause of action. for
miscepresenfation gad thus, sbandoned these ofhier two aforemontiongd camses of acton, Thus, thue two
aforementioned causos of action are dismissed with prejudice.
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1 || Cashman would receive iom the eserow acconnt for finalizing the codes. -
2 34, Towever, 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 | sndfor Mr. Carvallio did in this action (Lo, dbsconded witl: the funds that Mojave provided,
5 j| which weze supposed to be paid to Cashman for the Materials Cashman provided to the Project).
& || More specifically, as far as equitable fault here, and oven though this Comt notes that both
7 [ Mojave and Cashman are innocent victims here, this Cowt finds that Caghman is sixty-seven
8§ percent (67%) responsible and Mojave is thirty-thiee percent (33%%) responsible for Cam. and M.
9 { Carvalho’sactions.
10 35.  As an initial note regarding equitable fault of the parties, this Cowt holds 1i1at
11 || both Mojave and Cashman had to wse a DBT here, CAM, and thus, neither Mojave nor Cashman
12 | bears any faoli regarding having to contract with a DBE for the Projsct.
13 36.  Cashman is sixty-seven percent (67%) equitably at favlt because: (1) My, Fergen,
14 || Mojave’s vice president of project development, presented theee options to Cashman of potential
15 | cedified DBEs: CAM, Nedoo, and Codale, Cashman, when presenied 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; (2y months before |
18 | CAM and/or Mr. Carvalho absconded with the funds, Cashman had an epportunity to identify
19 || eredit problems with CAM, Cashman identified some of these oredit problems and this fs 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 (e, the Las Vegas Metro Project and
22 || the Nevada Energy Project hoted above), and Mojave should have reasonably concluded that
23 || CAM andfor Mz, Carvalho was doing what he was supposed to do in thoss sorts of scenarios;(4)
24 | Moiave, as a comfesy, artanged fhe meeting with Cashman and CAM to allow Cashman to
25 || fpgure 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 réquested that Mojave issue a joint check
- 28 i to both Cashman and CAM, and Mojave said no to that request; even though this Cowt is not
-13 -
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sure a joint checle would not have necessarily solved the problem, but Cashman’s request was a
good tequest and Mojave takes some responsibility for saying no, when they copld have gone o
Whittng Trner: and presented Cashman’s request and given that Mojave had issued a joint check
to QED and CAM;; ‘zmd (2) the payment made to CAM, that was not made {o Cashman for the
Materials, initiated with Mojave, which gives Mojave some responsibility.

Damages

38,  Since Cashman is the prcvailing party on its clatms for Foreclosure of Security
Interest against Mojave (Thitd Cause of Action) and Unjust Enrichment against the Owners
(Fifteenth Cause of Action), Cashman is entitled o a damages amount.

39.  'The foxmula for calenlating this amovnt of damages is the following: (The amount
of the Amended Notice of Lien (Exhibit 66) minus the amount in esorow, whioh will be released
o Cashman after the codes are finalized) times the percentage of Mojave®s fault that was set
forth in the cquitable analysis above. Hence, this equates to the following formula:
($683,726.89-$86,600.00)* 33 = $197,051.87,

40. Any pméceds from the oriminal cage of Mr. Carvalho (in the Fighth Tudicial
District Court, in and for Clak Couniy, Nevada, Case No: C-12-283210-1 (the “Criminal
Case™), which is effect any and all restitution that comes out of the Criminal Case, will be
equally split 50/50 between Cashman and Mojave.

" 41, Tnregards to the properly localed at 6321 Liltle Hlm St. N, Las Vegas, Novada,
APN #124-29-110-099 (the “Property™), this Court is confirming its prior holding in its Findings
of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order on Cashman Bquipment Company’s Motion for
Sumimaty Judgment agatost Janel Rennle aka Janel Carvalho filed with fhis Comt on June 14,
2013 {the “Tune 14, 2013 FFCL”) that awarded the Property o Cashiman.

42. At trial, the Defendants have requested a “seioff” caleulation of approximately
$62,710.53 (see Exhibit 65 minug the battery involce for §$79,721.31 (Exhibit 65-015)), for
Mojave’s costs Mojave alleges to have incurred on the Project after Cashman decided to stop
work on the Project dus 1o not receiving payment for the Materials, The Coutt finds for the
Cashman on Defendant’s claim for “setoff” pursnant to NRS §624.626(9) which states “{njo

w14 -
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lowertiored subcontractor or his or her loweniered subcontractors or suppHets, or their
respective suretics, may be held liable for any delays or damages that an owner or higher-tioted
contractor may sutfar as a yesult of the lower-tiered subconivactor and his or her lower-tiered
subcontractors and suppliers stopping their wotk or the provision of materials or equipment or
terminating an agreement for 4 tessonable basis in Isw or fact and in accordance with this
section,” This Courl finds that Cashman had a reasonable bagis in law or fact to stop working on
the Projeet, after not receiving payment for the Materials as requited.

43, Any of the foregolng conclusions of law that are more properly findings of fact
shall be o consldered,

ORDER

Based upon the foregoing, und other good cause appearing:

IT IS HERERY ORDERED that, as {o Cashmian’s Causes of Action for Foreclosure of
Security Interest against Mojave (Third Cause of Action) and Unjust Envichment against the
Owmers Cashman conditioned upon the installation of the codes(Fifteenth Cause of Action), this
Coutt finds in favor of Cashman,

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, as to Cashman’s Causes of Action for
Claim on Payment Bond agafnst Mojave and Wostern (Fourteonth Cause of Action),
Enforcement of Mechanic’s Lien Release Bond against Mojave and Western (Nioth Cause of
Action), and Fraudulent Transfer (from Consolidate Case), this Court finds in favor of Mojave
and Westetiy, |

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, us to Mojave’s defense counterclaim for
Miswprcéentaﬁon (Third Claim for ReHef), this Court finds in favor of Cashman.

IT 18 HEREBY FURTHER ORDERELD that, as to Mojave’s request for a “setoff™, this
Court finds tn favor of Cashman,

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER GRDERED that this Court awards Caghman $197,051.87,
on its Third Causc of Action, which is calentated ag the following: (the amount of the Amended
Notieo o Lien minus the amount in. escrow, i Cashiman finalizes the codes) times the percentage
of Mojave’s fault that was set forth in the equitable analysis above.

-15-
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Coutt awards Cashman the entire
amount remaining in the escrow account, $86,600, on its Fifteenth Cange of Action to be paid
after Cashman installs the codes;

IT Y8 HEREBY FURTHER. ORDERED +thai sny proceeds from the Criminal Case (Le.
any and all restitution that comes out of the Criminal Case) will be equally split 50/50 between
Cashmat and Mojave.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that this Court will addross any issues of
attorneys’ fees, costs, and prejudgment interest through post deciston motions that may be filed
with the Couel.

IT IS HERERY FURTHER ORDERED that after this Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law is filed, the parfies will submit a judgment to this effect accordingly.

DATED this =5 day of Aty , 2014,

P il
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE,

B BARE .
R baE, DISTRICT GOURT, DEPARTHENT 52

Respectfully submitted by:
Dated this_ 2o -day of April, 2014,
PEZZILLO LLOYD

BRIAN J. P"’" LO ESQ. (NEN 7136)
TENNIFE LOYD, BSQ. (NBN 9617)
a725 Vi u 1Pa1kway, Suite 290

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Aitorneys jor Plaintiff Cashnan Equipmennt
Company

-16 -
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Electronically Filed
05/13/2014 04:37:44 PM

MEMO '

Brian J. Pezzillo, Esq. % t.%w—
Nevada Bar No. 7136

Jennifer R, 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 Equipmeni Company

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a

Nevada corporation,
Case No.: A642583

PlamiifT, Dept. No.: 32
V. ' (Consolidated with Case No. A653029)

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

Defendants,

AND RELATED MATTERS.

VERIFIED MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND DISBURSEMENTS

FiIBEFCES eevrcerrevseesr e rrrssssrvessss e s rrasascssssess savseserens $2,589.92
Service OF PIOCESS  cvivceesiicsermsseisersessaersessnersssessasssssiecnsa sessnnencas $4,852.75
COPIBE e vt sars e s anas $5,384.92
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28

POSIAEE et st s s e $479.41
Legal RESeatch e nenste s s steste ssasasssssssses stestaens $3,325.43
Publication e minnsscsenen eeenersesn SR $400.00
Military ATAAAVIE e sns e snsansera s sereara s $25.00
Recording e s TN $1,187.37
RUMNEE SEIVICE  cervvevisrisrresesses i ereessestessevsiessassass ssessnis siesasrssanns $1,293.90
Transcript FEES ovicrrssmrriere e e mae e s s b aae s $4,630.33
Subpoena bRt e r s A e R e bRt $316.42
Writ Fees e $115.00

Paiking s s $180.00
T“tal Costs LR RSITICER T PSS LTI R R PR AL NI LS RSN R L DL LIl El L] $24,780'45

STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss
COUNTY OF CLARK )

I, Jemnifer R. Lloyd, Esq., being duly sworn, states that 1 am the attorney for the Plaintiff
CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, and have knowledge of the above costs expended; that
the items contained in the above memorandum are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information and belief; and that the said costs have been necessarily incurred and paid in this

action,

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

Jennifer R. Wﬂsq.

Subscribed and sworn before me, : STOL HOMUNGSHORTH
this /4 _day of May, 2014 TR, NOTARYPUBLI, STATE OF NEV/OA

4y Commision Expires 70814

Cerificaie Mo: (4931 o4
Notary Public in and folsaid
County and State
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

The undersigned, an employee of the law firm of PEZZILLO LLOYD, hereby certifies
that on the \%}M day of May, 2014, a true and coréct copy of the foregoing VERIFIED

MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND DISBURSEMENTS, was served by placing each copy ina

" sealed envelope, first-class postage fully prepaid thereon, and depositing each envelope in the
U.S. mail at Las Vegas, Nevada addressed as follows:

Brian Boschee, Esq.

COTTON, DRIGGS, ET AL.

400 8. 4™ St,, 37 11,
Las Vegas, NV 9101

An employes oWLOYD
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KEL'THE LOZEAU - 9/4/2012

bPage 1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, a Nevada Case No.

corporation,
AB42583

Plaintiff,

v,

)

}

}

)

)

)

}

)

)

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

)

)

}

pDefendants.

DEPOSTTION OF PERSON MOST KNOWLEDGEARLE OF
CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY
KEITH LOZEAU

Las Vegas, Nevada L
Tuesday, Septewmber 4, 2012

REPORTED BY: Tammy M. Breed, CCR NCO. 305
JOB NO.: 164929

B rorm

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES - {702) 648-2595
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KEITH LOZEAU - 9/4/2012
2 (pPages 2 to 5)

Page 2 Page 4

i1 DEPCSETION OF PERSON MOST KNOWELEDGEADLE OF CASITMAL: 1 Lus Vegas, Nevade; Tuesday, September 4, 2012

2 BQUIPMENT COMPANY, KEITH LOZEAU, token al 400 South Fowrth 2 9:30 e

3 Sireel, Ls Vegas, Novnda, an Tuesday, Septemsber 4, 2012, at ” '

4 930 am., before Tammy M. Breed, Certified Courd Reporter, in 3 -olo-

5 end for the State of Nevada, 4 Whereupon -

: AFPE - 5 KEITH LOZEAU

& ¥orllie Plasith 6  baving been first duly sworn to testify to the truth, was H

2 JENNEEER R, ROBINSON, ESQ. 7 examined and testified as follows: E

Perzillo Robinson g
10 6750 Via Awsti Packway
o g e ey s EXAMINATION
11 Eais Vepas, Mevada 89119 10 BY MR. BOSCHEB:
(702) 2334225 11 Q. Can yon plense state your full name fox the record?

2 jrabi i j . i
::3 jrabinson@pozzilforobinsen.com 12 A. Keith Paniel Lozeon, §
14 Forthe Dofeadants: 13 (. You'd better spell the lasé name for the court %
e, |
15 Cotton, Driggs, Waldh, Holley 15 A, Yoy, L-O-Z-E-A-T .

Woleson & Thompzou 16 €. You ever been doposed before, Ieith? !

iyl 400 South Fousth Strect 1% A. No.

Third Floor - e
18 Las Vepas, Mevada 89101 18 Q. This is the first fime?

(707) 791-6308 ) 1z A, Yes, sir.
19 bbufchee@nevadalinn.wm 28 Q. Great. I run through a couple of ground rules H
20 SBriscoe@uovadafii,com 21 withyou. I'm sureyou iafked about {his with youy counsel 5
23 22 but- and you are represenicd by counsel, is thgt corvect, g
43 23 Jennifer -~ H
3: 24 A, Uh-huh
25 25 Q. --Robinson's here?

Page 3 Page 5

1 INDEX 1 A, Yes.

;’. g}é’iﬁ:&sﬁ‘ ;%‘;;TH LOZEAY PAGE 2 Q. [rst, the oath you just took from the court i

1 BY: Mr. Bosches 4 3 reperteris fhe same oath you dale in & enurt uf lavr. Tt }
.5 ¢ encrles wlth it the samg obligations and penalfies that the g

6 5 gath would take fn cowrt. So 1 just wang o make sure you

7 .

6 ¥ that before w tavted. Olay?

2 EXHIBITS utiderstand 'n before we gef starte liay

8 EXHIBIT PAGE 1 A, Yes,siv, Yep. )
10 Exhihit 1 Notiee of 30{B)(6) Dapasition of 9 8 Q. Olay. You're not going to be gble to rensenber 3

garslun Mogr lgnowlic(lég,eablc of % everytiing tiat E asl yon sbout todny, Fol sure, and I don't
11 astunan Bquipment Company h Y .
12 Exhibit2 Letter from Jeonifer R, Robinscn, 10 10 want }'ﬂl:t to guess atan)"lhmg. I dou't want you speeulating
Fsq., Dated 8731712 11 or gaessing ut the questions Lim asldng, ButIam enfitled fo
13 . 12 your best vecolteefion, So to the extent that you rewember
Exhibif 3 Stop Payment on a check to Cashroan 13 13 auything relaied to the questions I've nsked, i entliled to
14 Equipment in the amount of 4] hat, bukdont thing. ¥von don't Y i
£753,8971.89, Dated 4/20/11, Balcs ow that, butbdo’f guess wi somethmg, you do’t know, i
15 CASHO 15 you doa't kuow, just ket me know fat. Oluy? i
16  Dxhibit4  Application For Crodit, Bales 51 16 A, Ohny. H
11 CASHO01 to 602 17 Q. ‘The court veporter 18 going to make 3 franscript ;
Exhipit § Invofcss and Bill of Lading, Bates 54 18 nbout what we're fatking abont todny, my quesiions and your  §
14 CASHOO03 to 008 . 18 amswers, Couple fhings velated 1o that, 3 will dowy best !
1s  Exhibit§ ?!‘b"?‘_’““c{“"" Daily Log, The 60 20 ot to nsi a follow-up gacstion while yon're stiil answerlng, |
Whiting-tarnee Conteaeting Compony, ] . -
20 Bafes WTCH70 to 71 21 ifyou would do me the snne conrlesy of not answering when Y'mj:
21 22 pshiug a question. She con't trangeribe ns both talling af %
22 23 the snuae thne, Okay? H
22 2 A, Understood. H
25 Q. A[ung the sante !1:19_5‘, your Iawyer m1y objcct. may 1

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECI—INOLOGIES - (702) 648- 2595
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KEITH LOZEAU

9/4/2012
3 {(Pages 6 to 9)

Page B h

=

Page &
1 tefl you not te respond (o sne of my guestions, 1don't think 1 haveyou done anything to propare for this llepgsition this
2 Tve got auytiing lite that bt Iere, but she may make an 2 morning?
3 objection for the record, Let her finish before you say 3 A, Ywent throngh back -- exeuge me. 1went hack
4 anything or —and Vil try e e the samge, give her the same 4 fhrough seme of my e-nails Trom the time period, bt there wa
5  pourtesy aswell Okay? §  alot of things that were frankly verbal, um, leading tip to a 1
8 A, TFairenough, &  lofofilis veryearly en. 801 --there's not-- there
7 Q. Theconrf reporter can't transeribe head nods, head 7 wasw't alof of preparatlon I was able to do,so Fhad to do
8  shakes. B somieceview of some ¢-mails but that's about it
9 A.  (Witness nodding.} 9 Q. Surc. And that's pavt el the veason that we're
18 Q. Just like that. 10 fakdng a deposition today, beeause a lotof this was verbal
11 A. Right, Undersiood, Understond. 11 and there were meetings and whntiiot nud 1 just need fo know
12 Q. Audible responses are going to be great for her. 1 12 Kkind of what lappened.
13 you nged me o elarify any of my guestions, if there's i3 Otherthan your counsel rave you spake — did you
14 somefingl asked that you don't understand, which is very § 1% spedtic to anyhoiy about your deposition Today?
15 lilely a4 some poiut in the morning, just ask ms to clarvily 15 A, No.
16  something beeause ft's very Hkely that - T know exnelly what § 16 Q. Woludly af the company?
17 I talc--wiat 'm asking shout and you've geing o heara g 17 A, AFCapshman?
19 question thatl think is veally avtfully asked olyom, and is Q. Yesh.
19 yow've going to be Tike, T des't have nny iden what you're 19 A, There's a couple people at Cashman fhiat laow F'm
20 talldng about, Brinn. Please clavlfy that, AndT'd be happy § 20 here, My supervisor, Joel Larson, and Shane Norman, who
21 tu do that, Okay? 21 you've alresdy deposed Iihiok, so— but other than that, w0,
22 A, ©Okay. Thank you. 22 Q. Shane was thie one Twas kind of -- did yonin{k to ’
23 Q, ‘This is not ~ I know that we're under nlittle bit 23 Shame st ol about Hie substance of what yon weve conring here
24 ofa time craneh foday, you need to be somewhere this 24 to do feday, or dnes ke just know that you're here?
25  afternoon. That sald, I den't want this te be an godurance 25 A, He just knows Pm here.
Page 7 Page 9
1 confest. I younced to riot dovwn e halbway fo the restroom, 1 Q. Anything subafantive you tatled ahoutwlik anybudy
2 pet something o drin, auyihing Iike that, we can (ke a 2 at Caghen other than hey, 've gof to go tale this
3 Hve-misute break. 16 nota big deal. Just let me loww and 3 depusiiion? I'm going to his deposhion, T'm going to be et
4 sy, hey, can we take & quich break, and we'll go ¢if the 4 of the office for a fow honrs?
5 record and tale a quick break, Aliaight? 5 A, Yeabe-no,
6 A, Cool . [ Q. Olay. Did you took i — vlher than (he camiis we
7 . Kind of related to what T snld cartier, your connsel 7 just talked about, did you losknt any ducuients te prepare
3 mRy make objeetlons for (he vecord at some polut during this 8 for this deposition?
g procteding. Untess she-- however, unless she instrrets you & A Now
10 not to answer iy question, fet her male Ui abjection, Tmny 10 MR. BOSCHEE: Tm going ta muk es the {irst
11 or may motrespontd. And {hen ge alend and answer the questionff 11 exhibit, it's the amended, snbmitted depo rotice.
12 atthat pelnt Okay? ' 12 (BxlibitNo. 1 marked.)
13 A, Olny 13 Q. (Y MR, BOSCHEE) Take & look a1 this oxbibit. ‘Thls
14 Q. Cool 14 s o amended deposition noflee that we sent out, whichis why
15 Are you on any mediention todny fhatwould prevent 15 you're hore today,
16 you from giving your best testimony? i6 A, Uhdmh.
17 A No. 17 Q. Do you recall receiying a copy of this? f
18 Q. Ts therc nny other renson why you ean'd giva your 18 A, Yes,sin '
19 best testimony {oday? 19 Q. Gotopage3d, ﬁ
20 A. No. 20 A, (Wilness complying.)
1 Q. Don't haven cold or 8 flu or anything? 23 Q. Fxcuding ites three and four, which we'll talk
22 A, Other than a three-day weekend, everything's fine, 22 ahoutia just s second, are you —ta the best of your
23 Q. ['vegot that same-problem wotking lor me his 23 understanding ave your the perspa most Inowledgenble fram
24  morring, 24 Coshman with respect to items enc, two, five, six, seven, and
25

£.of me ask you, ofher than spcnldng ta your aftorney

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES -

e:ght" Aand take a second.
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KEITH LOZEAU - 8/4/2012
4 (Pages 10 to 13}

Page 10 Page 12 ]
1 A, Likelysu. 1 A, 8o I'nisorry lo justglve kind of an obfuse answer, ¥
2 Q. Okay, ¥m going to mark the mext - keep that n 2 butihat's— that's thesifuation,
3 fronfelyou. 3 Q. No, that-- that stinks, Qkay.
4 A, Olay, 4 Well, it could be ~ it could be something where
5 Q. I have another exhibil hat T jast received dhis 5 eounselmay pick op the phone and ask s guestion er two and k
& merndug, I'm Hieraliy going fo ask you one fjuestion, 6  gof ta the battom of this, bot I don't want -- T'm cerfainly
T (Bahibit No. 2 maried,) 7 nof going to drag Gim in for that.
&. @ (BYMR. BOSCHEL) Okny. !don't kupw that you've 8 Oliny, But ether - otiser than ¢he insuranee, who we
& aclually seen s letter before. Yon may have, 8 may nced {o talk to Mike or Lee ahoud, you're goud to go on
10 A. Nope 10 everything cise in e depe — in ExRIbIt T thery?
11 Q. Oiay. My question ta you is, without gofng bacl o 1L A, Yes, sin
12 liems three and four In yeur - in the depositien nofice, 12 Q. What is your positionwith Cushman?
13 relates to Insarance policics and nsurance claims hasically. 13 A. T am the sales and rental manager of the power
14 My understmding Teom (s Jetber Is that you nve not the 14 divisinn,
15 persor most knowledgeable from Cashman ps to insurance-relsiedf 15 Q. Ouay. And how long hiave you lind thot position?
16 issues; is that correct? k) A, Six years,
1% A. Thatis corract, 17 Q. ey, Did you have o different position with the
] (3. Just to save ug some e beeanse I've now deposed 1a  company prior to that?
13 two folks over at Cashman and 1 don'{ want to have o keep 15 A. Tvwas just a salesxrep.
20 doing this, do you happen To kuos off the top of your head wha 20 Q. Ohay. What aveyonr - ns -- a5 neanager of {hie
2% 1would need to falk shoni Insurance-relatod issues, who thnf 21 ypowerdivision, what are your job respounsibiiities with {hat
22 person might be? 22 position for the lastsix yonrs orso?
23 H you don't know, you den't know, That's fine. 23 A, Al of our account managers stafewide veport fo nie,
24 P'ni just tryhig (o save everyhody n lisile iy of time gofng 24 and basteally I'm wespousible for growing our snles and ventai]
25 forward. 25 business.
Page il Page 13 §
1 A, There's one ol two people, 1 Q. Okay. How long have you heen cmployed with Coslumian )
2 Q. Olny. 2 overali? 3
3 A, Ant the ondy reason I say It's one of bwo preople is 3 A.  Sorey, T have o think because I left for two years. §
4w had some furnover, Our prevlmls CFO would kave been the] 4 Overall alvout 19 years. §
5  jpersen. & Q, Well, wall me through that. Yoo started with b
6 Q. Ul-hui &  Cgashman when? : E
? A, Our now CFO was net present when all this happzated. 7 A, 91, Leftin'97. 3
B Q. Olmy. & Q. Oly. i
a A. So his rnme Is Lee Vanderpool, “Iie presiden( ofthe ¢ A. Came bacl in'99, Been with them ever sinee, :
10 company bs Mile Pacl and Mike af the e of the day might be) 10 Q. What gid yau do with them from *91 10972 §
11 ¢he best peyson fo discuss fnsuranee and fhat Iind of - il A. Vwas a (echnician for a good part of the time, and %
12 Q. Mike Pack was the CRO at the time? 12 when I leftX was a salesperson, %
13 A. No, heis presideal. 13 Q. What were your job respeusibilitics as teelinlclan?
14 Q. Olay. 14 Wallgine throngh a typieal day in the life of n Cashma
is A, Anlhe bas been president throughout 15 fechnieian.
16 Q.  Whoe way the CFO at the time? 16 Ao Okay, We repalr anything s € we sell, and that's
17 A, Jdint Moore. 17 primavy Caterpiflay produels hot there -- there's snnie ofher B
18 Q. Jiwm Moore. 18 products associated with that too. Xwvorked on generalors,
19 A, And quite frankly, I'm ol sure i Moove yould be 19  eleetrleal equiprent, engines, some machinery, You knew, the
20 pvailable fo be deposcd or nol becsuse he fias termind cancer, § 20 Ides wns to get ihings running before warranty repiiis,
25 (). That would probably be no, 21 startups, those Kind of things,
22 A, Yes 22 Q. Okay. Aund ihnl was wha! you did before you becoine it
23 €. Okay, | paswne - s thatwhy ho left the company? 23 salesrep?
23 A, Thatis. 24 A, Yis, sin
Q Olmy Q Okny, And when i you kind of transiiion from tech

AT AN I E TR S T

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIEg - (702} 648-2595

JA 00007507




KELITH LOZEAU -

9/4/2012
5 {Pages 14 to 17}

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES -

Page 14 Page 16 [

1 infosales? 1 inte thaf, And s fhey've not unfortunately ankversal fo E
2 A.  [helieve it was 1995, 2 every projest. 5
3 Q. Oy, Aud then when you came backin ‘25, were you 3 Q. Okay. Well, T guess what I'm - what X'm wenderiug, E
4 pgain o salesvep or - 4 speeiffealfy with respect (o this project, my undersianding is i
5 A. lwas-- 5 {hat-- fiiat there is some coleerns or sonte Issucs with - §
6 Q. Olaiy. & wiith getfing this -- at Bhis rtnge, like fonorraw, geiting ;
? A, - yes. 7 thie stufl staried & and installed and running with these
8 Q. Olay, And you've had (il until alout six years B codes todny, Could you -~ conld yon explain to me what--if
g ago? 9 you know, what your concerits are with vespect (o that?

10 A, Correct. 10 A Only o the exlent thel we (indieating) discussed it

21 Q. Yhich weuld he 2006, 2007, soutetime in there? 11 onihe phone, aud there's -- {here's hwo —

12 A, Yes, 12 MS. ROBINSON: 1% going to object— ;

13 Q. With respect to your cuvrent job, does your gurrent 13 €. (BY MR. BOSCHEE) 1don'twaf to know anythisg--T

14 job requive any of your, I guess, teohicn baelground or your ¢ 14 don't wane to knoew auything you discessed with Jennifer. 1

15  background us a fechuiclan? Does ibat come iuto play with 15 don't wani{o know anything thiat -« any niforaeyfeticnt

16 whad you do now? 16  epmmunication.

17 A, Yes 17 MS. TOBINSON: And I'm poing to ohjeol 1o the form

18 ). Olay. How 507 18 ofyous questinn, Maybe if's a fitile vague. Hyou can

15 A. Whatwe dols - the produsis snd serviees that we 19 rephrase, “[ssues," Fdon't kmow.

20  sell - everyfhing §5 a very techmicnt sale, so it is 20 MR. POSCHEL: I'm suee - okay, Concern was the H

21 tremendonsly helphel io be able fo fall back on that 21 real - was the word T was looking at. 1

22 baclgrouid and have an wxlerstanding when I have samchady § 22 {BY MR. BOSCHEL) You guys have seme -- yai giys }

23 felling me somethig in the fleld thad they have going onthat 73 liave some codes Qint s vequired fa, as Y understand i, get E

24  1—TIhave a veasonahle knewledge of the challenges that ihey 24 the stufT ever at City Hall up snd vunning, eorieci? i

25 have and what they need to do fo fix them. 25 A, Typlically, yes. g

Page 15 Page 17 Ii

1 Nat 10 menflon, peior fe the sale I ean haven 1 Q. Olay. }
2 digeussion with archilects and engincers axnd eonlractors and 2 A, AndIsay typically because 1 have nio direct §
3 those Idnds of tings and talk them through what they're 3 Jmowledge ofthe status of fite cquipnient, what's been done, %
2 buying, why they've buylug it, snd what we're going 1o have 4 what's not been done — i
5 — what elinllenges and opportunities we'll face during 5 Q. Right :
6 insiallation and stavbwp. & A and whaf they're reguiring. é
7 0. Okay. With respect fo specifienlly the City Hali 7 Q. Well, going back fn tme, assmning -- T don't want i
8 project— and that's prefly much what we're golng io be # (o say nsstming but-- you gitys at some point siopped working !
9 talldng nbout today. 5 onm this project for - Becausc of nonpaynient, correct? . i

10 A. Uh-huh, 10 A, Correct.

1l Q. - do you have a gencral familiarity with the 11 ). Af{hat point before anything else had happened, you

12 start-up — well, your word -- stari-up, justntlation, alt, 12 guys had sone codes that wonld have been rsed to get fhe sindl

13 requirements for - for what's golng on over there vight naw? § 13 starled, insinlied, and vonning, corvect?

14 A, Yes. 14 A. Cudes can lave bwo different definitlons,

15 Q. Olay. Aud what I'm thinking of specifically nee 15 Q. Tel me what fliey ave. Youw're the technienl guy and

16 there's some codes that counsel and X ave sfili .. still 16 I'moob

17  arguing about a Jitle bitwith the judge. But there's some 17 A. Boithere's - there's - there's Nationa] Elcetriend

18  codes that axre - as T undersiand, ave required to gt thbigs 18 Coile gud fira profection codes,

%% up and visnning over fhere. Do you bave o familarity will 1% Q. Sure.

20 thad? 20 A.  And those are —those are code requirements Hhat i

21 A. Generally spealdng, yes. And the reason Lsay %1 are regnlations, baws. And then fherds codes thut are i

22 gencrally speaking is - 22 gssochtted wilh communiextion profocots tat we use for e

23 (), That's line. 23 equipment fo be nble to lalt (o each other. So fhere's -- I'm

24 A. - each municipiily has theit owi ruluy and potsure which codes it is thatthey're asking about, That's

|egulatlom And then somedinies (ke design engineer has mput where I'm nf, 1'mi not sure - 'm not sure what's hoidmg
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Page 18 Page 20{;
1 this them up at this pelnt. [don't kuow. 1 protocol and commumnications that make the systern wrk
] Q. Okay, Well, T'm just thinking out leud heve, Both 2 Ifthe load dacs execed the rathg of one gencrator H
3 sets of those codes would probably be -~ prebably pretfy handy § 3 sefand you need both gencintor seis, then you're -~ then i
4 n terms of getling everything up and yunning, [ would think, 4 those codes become absolately necessary. s
5 wouldn't they? 5 Q. Okay. I'mnut-T'm oot an engineerora E
& A, The codes — the protocols - the commmnication & cantractor, per se, hut I've ligen over to City Hall, Té's o
7 proetocols for the equipinent would be nbselufely required, The § 7 pretiy big project X mean, Iate to say that it's going io -
4 godes for the fire proteetfon-. it's NEPA, Nufional Fire 8 it atleast contemplaies hoth generaors being needed over
5 Treteetion Associntlon, aud the Nafional Llectrieal Code and 2 there, doesn't it? Tmeanit's. . :
10 Clark County five code or Clfy of Las Vegas five cods, 10 A, Itwns certainly designed thatway, §
11 depensding upon which it is, they often vary frem job {0 join 1T Q. Righi, 5
iz Q. Okay. 12 A, T's—thatwounld be something the design englneer :
13 A. 8o il's hard for me fo sayif that's what tielr hold 13 could toll you betiey than I could. ;
14 up s, specifienlly whad the iold up is, And whal we do — 14 Q. Sure .
15 what would typleally kappe in a project lile ihis is, ones we 15 Tut when »- when you gays were supplying the
16 et fo the latter singes of the job, theve's meelings between 16 equipment, if was cortainly contemplated it vas going to be -
17 usand the confractor and ibe Inspectovs, and (ke [nspectors 17 thatbath generstors were going to benscd over dlere, wasn't
18 sortof Iny out what speeifically they're tooking for {0 meet BR: S 11
19 ° tho codes. 13 A. Yes, but that could befor a different rensen, Tn g
20 And then a lot oftienes we bave (o mnke adjusiniends 20 lotofcases they'll have two gencratorsets for reduondancy.
21 {o our bills of mutesials or specifically how -- we muy have 21 Q. Swe
22 an hnage at the begiuning of the job ofhow we're going to 22 A. Sothey won't - the load doesn't exceed the
23 address the codes, Whal that ool Like at the end of the 23 capacily of both generniors - orexeuse me, of otie generafor,
24 project coulil bo somethiag very differeat, 24 You have the second generaior it ease the frst generivor
25 Q. OLkay. 25 faily,
Page 19 Page 21
1 A. Dacs that help? 1 Q. Kind of a bagloup?
2 Q. Tt doosa litle bie. ¥ wanl to laTkabont the 2 A, Aupd - and-- and - vight, And oae geaernfor ean
3 protocel calls peciffenally, beenuse I thivdcd Rstow what 3 still earry the entive building. So -- anel that's wiry 1 saig
4 you're talldng aboutwith fire codes. And that’s 1dud of n 4 the desizn engineet would probably have fo havea discussion
&  moving ferget o Little bit. S with you about et becsusel don't linow i they had 2 - If
5 A, Uh-hinh, 6 they had bye genevators fin’ capacity or two generators for
? Q. Butihe protoco! codes xf those nrcu’l - if {hose 7 redumbincy.
8 aren't fn, the equipment ean't ind of communicate with cach 8 Q. Okay,
9 - other, Whatls the net effect of thai? I menn what ~-what 9 A. “T'wo kind of different things.
10 happens if those codes sren't used ut installation? 1o Q. ‘Thai makes sense. And if’s a government job so
11 A, A qualified person might be able fo make the 11 yedumduucy wouldn't be completely ont of the question,
12 equipment work (o 4 covlain extont, but they prabubly wouldw’y 12 Buf assuming {lial-- #15t wasn't-- if it wasn't a
1% he able to make it work to is full eapnbitity. 13 predondancy situndion, I it was aelually two generaters were
14 Q. Qlay. Would there be Y meanwhen you say it 14 required, then those codes are absolitely going {o he
15 waoulkln't be able to work to its full capnbillty, what are soine 18 mecossary for them to comnnicate with each other? i
16 thiugs that might not — might not work? Woull there be 16 A. Thatis correct. :
17 safety concerns? 17 Q. Wemny getback {o sorne of that. ¥ hove completely
18 A, It dcpends. 18 gone afield of my cutline of guestions, so I'm going to frylo
19 Q. Ohay. 1% pet haeck an frack here, }
20 A, And if the - one of the things that we falked 20 Refore the City Hall project, how many times have If
21 alout— ons of the — one of the more inportant functions of 21 yoppwerked with Mojave Electric? :
22 this system is fo be sble o pavallel ifie fyvo generaior sds 22 A, Ok, boy.
25 fogether. If the huilding load doesn't exceed the eapacity of 23 Q. Estimate? Idon'twaot you fo haveto cepnt them on
24 one generndor, yu could fueoreficatly lock one gesterptoront, ¥ 24 yourfingers.

use j ust one genevator, and yu could byilass n lof of that
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Page 22 Page 24
i Q. Oksy. Heaw ahout Whiting-Turner? 1 Q. Okay. ’
2 A. Ingirecily, probably a dozen tmes. Tsay indiveet 2 A. Ymean therd's «~ there's conditional aud there's
3 heennse we don’t usually deal divectly with fhe general 3 umecondifionnl
4 contractor, 4 Q. Burs, 1
5 Q. TRight. Usually deal with-- 5 A. 8o -- but we kave -- agaii, more reecnily wetve had ]
3 A, Maojave Electiical, &  situptlous where she wonld hold a checl untl we sigued i
7 Q. - will like -~ 1 conditional and/or unconditional refeases for unrelated
] A, Yes 8 projeets, which is very -- well, lef'a just say it's not B
9 Q. Do you bave any idea how many accounts yow'veopencd § 9 couslstent I§
30 for - For Mojave offthe fop of your head? 10 Q. Ohay.
il A, Howmany — 13 A, —wilh mdustey praciee. And — but o collect
12 (. Shane had -- Shane ad an estimate, and T was 12 mency we did what we had fo do papervorl wise fo satisly what
13 wonderlng {Fyou maybe had a {itle more —yeah, T mean how 113  shewas nsking for, And this ~ quile frankly, this 13 more F
14 oy different-- diiferent specific neeonnts you've openeidl id  ofuShane guestion than mine, He hns more Gireet Euowledpe
15 with-- with Mojave? 15 of alot of that that was geing on. But -- but X do knuw
16 A. Ol you know what, Tdon't lmow, 16 ihepe was some irvegulaities, and wewerce veally struggling
17 . Dozens? 17 with how to - how to work threngh that process.
18 A, Well, ¥ guess depesnds on how yeu toak afit. Ave 18 Q. When you're deseriblog - and 1 tatleed to Shane
19 you talking ahout physical necounts, or you talidng about 19 ahoui something related (o fhis. And Ldon’i--If thisis
20 projecis? 20 getting afield of your kuowiedge, plense tell me. Batwlen
21 Q. Projects? 21 you're lalking aboui, akty, these's pryment due on this
22 A, Oh, projects. Yeah, probably — 1'm going to say 22 project nnd you'vegot a lien redease for this. And basieally
23 three dozen. 23 you —what yen iypieally doin the indusiry Is you swap cheek
24 Q. Olay, Youpersonatly worked on alof of those 24 fora lien vefease, as E anderstund; is thal right?
25  projeels? 25 A, For the same project?
Page 23 page 25 |
1 A, Yes. - 1 ). For the same projeet, zorrect.
2 Q. Drior to this -~ and obvionsly this is 2 bitofa - 2 A Yes. .
3 have you cver had any problenis with Mojave priar fo this 3 (0. And what I under -- as | nndevstand what you're
4 incident? _ 4 saylp Ig, okay, ihai's fine for this preject, But then you
5 A, The only problem we ever hadwith Mojove —and €hisg 5 gota project over here, and they're kolding your sosiey on
6 - “has beensmore of & vecent fhiug in the Jast conple el years -~ 6  this une nswoll looking for - loohing for w ien releasce
7 they've had somewhat ofa different definltlon associted with ] 7 when yui haven't been ol yet, Ts thné what you'se telling
B ljen releases. And at times they've ashed g to yign len B me?
9 yeleases when we still haven't veceived full pryinend. And 9 A. Ttappeared from conversations (hat 1 had with Sheoe
10 that's - it scems fo be refufed bv vnespecific perso that 10 that that was what they were doing,
11 they hired a couple years ago. And prior (o fhat we never hadg 11 Q. Olay, And how often dig that happen?
312 g problem with Mejove sver 1z A, Ttsgemed to happen on every joiy affer she gat
13 ), Olay. 13 hired.
14 A. Pail like cloclwark 14 Q. Olay. ¥ guess the obvious question tomeds -1
15 Q. Do you lnow that person's mano off the {op afyour 25 mean why — if - if the paymentwasu't made yef, i yon guys
16 head? 36 weren't paid in full, why were you givisg unconditionnl lien
17 A. Her first name is Fraseis, 17 releasos?
1B Q, Ciay. 1B MS, ROBINSON: DI'im just going fo abject. IFs going
19 A. 1do oot know her last nawme. 19  ouiside his noiice for his person most knowledpeuble. So are
20 Q. Youden‘teven need to teli tne anymore, 20 you asking him as the person most kuowledgenble of Cashmen, or] {
21 A. Ohay, 21 did you afready dopay -- depose Shane a5 the person most
22 Q. 1 dolaiow her last name. 22 Imowledpe on this issue, are you asking him for tis own
23 You guys use conditionn} Hen reieases thowgh, don’t 23 personaf knowledge?
24 you? 24 MR, BOSCHEE: I'm asking for his own personal
25 A. ilypicﬂlly 25 hmwledge hecause he brought it up.
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1 MS. ROBINSON: Right. Thal-- 1 Q. Areyou familiar generally with the vequireinents for
2 MR, BOSCHEE: Lmean that's -- Y recan I understand. 2 minorify confracts? ¥ meanwhy did they end up heing used in
3 ButShane-- Shane painted a very different -- I meannot 4 3 ihis pro--inprojecis lilee this?
4 verydifferent, but Shane said someshing a fittls different, 4 A. That's a broad qhestion, but o -
5 1 juslwant [o make sure (lat | understand exectly what 5 Q. Inyour expericnee?
6 whatthis witness is tatking about beenuse T just want — more & A. 'To make it sort of simspie, a Lot of government
7 ofacladfication than anything, 7 projeets vequive A certain amount of equipmend and services v
8 Q. (BY MR. BOSCHEE} Ta the bestof your understanding g hopurchased by - fron, sxcuse me, minority entitics. And ~
9 why ~ you lotow swhy — why were dolng -- why weve you guys 8 and Y den't vecall what Ylie pevcentage was, but I cun vemnewher
10 doing that? 10 belng toid escly on by - Iy ~- Peter Fergen §s the viee
il A. ' the best of my understanding we had had # 11 preslient of Mojave that does 4 Jot of their purchasimg and
1% lang-term relationship with Mofave Eleciric. We had no 12 {hose kinds of things. X¥c fold rue very eucly 0 that we were
13 history of never not belng pald. Aud so we felt llke T 13 - {hat there was a pereesitage of the project that had 0 be
14 fhat'swhatwe veeded (o do to nceonmeodate & valuable 14 purchased by — from minorify enfities and their inlention was
15 customer, then ~ then ye were willing (o do that, 15 iy purchase this equipment {irough a minority endidy,
16 Q. Oly, Again, (o the best of your understanding, 16 Q. Okay,
17 prior to Hds situation, wo'H cnll Lt Qid yen giys ever have 1t A, 8o 150 wo- doos ilint answer your question?
18 @ payment prohlem with Mojave? Have you sver heen niot pald by§§ 18 (. 1ihinlkse.
1% Mojeve? 19 Yau've deatt with mlnovily confenclors on ofher
20 A, Never not paid, nt. 40 projects, corvect?
21 Q. Olay, 21 A. Yes, Notaint, but yes.
22 A. Slow semetlmes, big never not pald. 22 ), Was this - was this scenarie o was this experience
23 Q. Ripht. Sometimes — the sitoation we're {alking 23 considerally different than your experiences on alher projects
24 about, you know, a little bi ol slow pay, liftle bits, bui 4 wlth mbnovity euntractors, obvionsly ether than not gelling
26 never g non-payment issue, covrect? 25 paid?
Page 27 Page 23§
1 A, Corree. 1 Av Te obvious exceplion? |
2 Q. Olay. And again, yon'ye usully oue or dwo steps 2 Q. Other fhan that kow did you lile the play,
3 remevell Whiling, baf kad you ever kad tlis situation with 3 Mus. Lincoln,but - yeah, up to thai point?
4 ‘Whiting before, just nef gefting paid? ‘ L3 A, Youpot mewilh the Mrs, Lineals. )
5 A. Naot to my knowledge. N 5 Q. Sorry. E
6 Q. Okpy, With respect to -~ andagain the - tbe lien é A, [tz olay. i
% releases and the - and Hie payntent kind of Franeis holding 7 Uat, no, T -« Twvould say in tie few instances that i
8 the cheeks, as Tunderstand i, that vesulled in n Litdle bit B yeehiad to do-- X fhink the oaly thing that was different is H
9 ofa slow--u slowdown effeet, but you guys ahways did get 5 inmosteases we dealt witl a larger company, 15 opposed 1o q
10 pald for the work that you perfarmed prior to this profeet, 10 yerysmall entity such that CAM was,
11 pight, as far as you know? i1 Q. Okay. Now, I falked to Slhane alot about the-- the
12 A. AsTar ps Yimew, 12 —kind of eredit process and ings Mice that. We'H dalk
13 Q. Okay. Now, on this profect you guys, as§ 13 abouf that very briefly in a fesr minufes, Butas ]
14 undevstand it, contracted directly whih o company calied CAMJ 14 understand, you werked with — you were Kind af en the grousd
15 Consulfing, right? 15  and worked with CAM Kind of divectly in terms of the equlpment
is A, Correcl. 16 [ransfer,is that fair, or net really? a
17 Q. Andihey were - I mean T always look for the 17 A. Noonetrenily, I—no.
18 politically correetyuy to say this, but L mexn it's the form 18 Q. Tal mewhat was your experience. What did you do
19 upsed in the industry I think, minoxity contraetor, ave you 19 with CAM?
20 fimiliae wiil that? 20 A. Theanly time T actuatly met Angelo was when we met
21 A, Yes, 21 gver at Mojave's effice fo disenss fransacting inis deal
22 . That was their role heve, corred - 22 (hrougl them.
23 A, Yes 23 Q. Okay:
24 ). - CAM Consuliing? A, And — and getually I'm nat even sure ~ E don't

even recall falking to kim on the phuue after dint, Ttwasa
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predy steaigh#ferward discussion. We discussed the fnances,
the percentage, and came to 2n agveement, shook hands, and
that was pretty muck it.

Q. That svas thai?

A, Yeal.

€. Ohay.

A Inferms of eguipmend geHing to fhe site, whatl
woutld call Jogisticsof flre profect, everything was tiransacted
direeily with the Mojave folks,

Q. Olay, That makes sense.

Did you participate — when Isay "you” 1 mean yoit
or anybody elge at Cashiran ~ participate i the sefection of
CAM as the minority confractor here?

A, Yes.

Q. Olay. What - how 507 Walk me through the kingd of
picking then process, if you will, Thntwasa tervible
questton but. ..

A. No, that's okay, [l do the best] can liere,

We lind - oviginaily nfl of oue equipment was golng
to be purchased through a company called NEDCO, which wee had
done Hils with before, And NEDCO's s lavge compuny and
there's — you know, there's generally no problems there, Bt
they wanted — 1his was a very tight enmpetitive bid job.
There was not 4 lot of money in there to be spiffing (sic)
vompanies for pushing paper Mrongh theiv books. And what

N .
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fo support peopte who Liave cone back fram war's and those kinds
of thinps, Se it seemed like smnehody thad we want to iy sl

do husiness witl, 1fwe have to pat meney lo somebody's

pecket, Dwould rather put money in somebody Hke thad's

pocled, rather thaa you know somebody tint maybe doesn’¢ steed
it gpuite so much,

Q. Sure.

A, Does that minke sense?

Q. Yepb Ithink I unilerstand what you're saying,

A, Olay.

Q. Awd [ don't disagree with youy rationale on that,

Let me - you had the meeling, and §('s Mojave and
you and Angelo, Bid you have any conversations — I ki you
dfdn’t with Angele, bt did you have any conversifions widh
nttybosty nt Mojave — oleay, Angelo lenves — kind of, akay, you
feft 1le room now ¥ can tellc abont you behind your bael
epnversation, Did yon kave any canversations Jike that with
anyhudy ot Mafave phiout Angelo and CAM and any eoncerns you §i
wight fiave using thems, you pevsonnlly? i

A, Nuo, nof really.

Q. Oltny,

A, Nat -~ not -~ uot relative to concerns. it was
basteally, akny, he's willlug o do #t for whnt we've losking
to spend. And so let's go forward, let's got papervork
weltten mp. At that peint the job was gettlng very
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NEDC(} wanted for s pereontnge was not going [ be nceeptable.

‘Sovve veere (alking to another group thatwas justin
the process of getfing fheir disadvantnged bustness liesnse,
el They were ~ {hey weve experiencing delnys gettiug that
dane, Aund Pete contnoted me 2 couple of dimes and said, you
Ttnoyy, whai e we dolng? Are—is that gronp poing to work?
And you lorow it didn't seens Like it was going to.

Aud then he eatled mic and snid, listen, we had this

guy comse in, We're using himt oo a couple other things. Would
yau like to meet Tm? Maybe you cowld work something out with
hinn 8o -~ ad I not sure how the meefing was netually
arranged. Tdon't know i he was nirendy ¢here. And - but1
went over there very shorily after the phone eall and met
Angelo at their office. Al Pede Introduced us n theiv
conference roony, ind we satdown and tad a discossion,

Q. Okay. And afier thet discassion jou were
comfortahle using, I puess CAM, but | mean Aagele? Afier you
wtet him yon were comforiable using them going lonvard?

A, I'm nof suve if comfor (able is the ripht word, His
documentatlon was in ordler, His story scemed lepitimate, And
by story he iafked phout belng in the Army Rangers, which I
guess sunybe wasn'f even the ease. Bat he'd Deen wounded and
different things, and s0 he had gotten Heensed by thils
federal office o be a disedvaninged business, And you kmow

geemmed like -- cerlailﬂy 1 think all of us as Amerieaus want
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compressed, Ve nested 10 get some paperwork goisg and do somef:
differend things or we were golng to start missing some
milestones.

Q. Okay.

A. Soitwas —itwas— wejumped rizhtinto, fei's
gel thnps going,

Q. Thue was getilieg tight ‘at (bl point?

A, Yes, sin

Q. Ohkey, Now, wien T falled te Shanelie — e~ he
diseiesued having some concerns about the eredifor in s ease
Iack of eredit that CAM had, Did you cver have a conversation
with My, Norsian about that?

A, NotspecHienlly, no. Imean nnderstnoding was that
there was golng to be — aad tHs wns something (hat Pete aad
I had talited alipuf it -~ that thera was going fo bean
exvbnnge of checks pretty - I orenan we vaderstaod the fact
thak -~ that Angelo didn't bave three quariers of a méiltion
doliars fo Jay ouf and then wait lor payment. We understood
that he was going to faje payinent fronr Mojave and then turn
right around aad cut Cashman a cheek for our portlon, So
there syas -~ T donft thistk there was ever any confaston it -~
In that regard. And that was om' understanding of whot was
golug o happen,

Yau know, Shane B his typieat process had — hed
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1 understoed he sayne, and we moved forward. 1 A Yes,slr, E
z Q. [ think you answered - you fndireetly soswered 2 Q. Obey. This is — you recognize this as fie cheek E
3 ibis, but} just wani to clavify, Yeu had sever worked with 3 from CANM for the full 75589389, errect? %
4 CAM ov Angelo Cnrvallio befoze? Cashian hadn't befovethls § 4 A. Correct, f
5 prujut,'lmd - 5 ). And diatwvas, 23 T understand from decaments that H
3 A, We had ook, taat's corvect. &  huve been filed and ather finygs, thatwas he maount tat |§
7 Q. Olay. And again, ifyon cauld quantify i¢, wm, 7 {hat you guys were owed on his project for the eiquipment =
8 Hsndvantaged bustuesses, minvrity contracturs, how offen di 4 provided, corred? i
& you thivk you'd worked with thens on ofher profects? Xthink 9 A, Tdow't have our involce hu frent ofme, but I —
10 the word you used was handfl buk - less (hao ten? 10 if's - T helleve it's eorvect,
1], A. Definitely less than fen, probahly less than five, 11 Q. We'llloolcat fhose Jater, butit's elose, Ohay.
iz (3. Just 2 conple of times? 12 As Tunderstand ii, Shane Norman recefved this
13 A, Yes. 13 cheelg s that right?
14 Q. Hayeo you eyver cocountored anything like fhis? And Y 14 A, Yes
18 say the "anything e #is,” a filure to pay by a ainorlty 15 Q. Obwy. Do you have any understanding — I talled to
16  contracter? 16 Shane about bis, and you may not knoy, Do you have any
17 A, No. 17  nnderatanding as fo why you guys accepfed a postdated cheelc
18 Q. Olay. Didyou ~ aslde frou what ysstimew or didn't 18 fromMn Carvalho?
19 know nbout CAM, you tnlled s 1tile il about Angelo 19 A, T-honesily, no.
20 persamally, And he fold you lie was an Army Ranger and things§ 20 Q. Okay. Did Iic ever communtcate anything divectly fo
21 like thot Did younow any -~ 8id you ever Jmow anything 21 anybody at Cashnan, you or othorwise, other than Shane, any
22 clse about Angelo Caryalho personally aside from he's worldng§ 22 reason why lie would need (o give you guys a postdated cheeld
93 wyith this cempany, he's doing €his? Did you do any other 3 A. Neo.
24 background check on hin or anything lile that? 24 Q. Olkay. Did you ever have any conversations with
a5 A, With the exceptlon of verifying his stafus with 25  Shane Norman abeut ile fact that you guys Ind sccepted i
Page 35 Page 37
A the - and Poisorry, I'm forgetting the mame of the 1 posidated cheel from < from CAM?
2 government eutity that he was -- he was spensered by. 2 A. Ne.
3 Q. Sure, 3 Q. Olay. I'm giressing it's not something you typically
4 A, [—with the exception of verifying that that 4 {o, Cashman fypically does, aceepting postdated checls in
§  letter was legit, bad no ether kuowledge of him, -5 situafions lilke this?
6 Q. So bhasically just to sununarize, just so X've got the 6 A, . Not to my lurowledge.
7 lay of the Jund: Tiwe's gelting tight. NEDCO wasu't going log 7 Q. Qbay. Youteslified eavlicor thatit was your -~ ;
3 workoot. You had sumeone clsothutwas havinga havd fime | & (bt everybody's wnderstnnding kind of was: Mejave’s paying
5 gefting a disadvantaged stutus; Is that right? 9 CAM, CAM's paying you guys, and ihat's goiug (o be a fairly, 1
10 A, That's correct, 18 you know, simultsucous process, correct? i
11 (. Okay. And got acall from Mojave. Say, hey, we 11 A. Correefe H
12 worked with this guy on this other project. Why don't you 12 (. Okay. Did it concern you that this checlowas dated }
13 come in and meet him, see I you huvea comfort level Yongo§ 13 ahandful of days after --wet], lot me sk you fhis: Do you !
14 in, bave the one meeting of Mojave's office, Everybody shakess 14 havean understanding as to whetleer Mojave patd CAM ilic K
15 hands, Submit fiie paporwork. And thes you justkind ofgo § 15 75538937 Doyon have an undersianding as o wiether that ;
16  forward from there - 16  nmeiuslly happened? ﬁ
17 A, Yes gin, 17 &. Ybelicve that happened, yes.
18 Q. - correet? _ i Q. Okay. And then
19 Led's talee a logkeat «- now ihings start getling - 12 A, Ihaven'{ seen fhat check, so I butl believe
20 going soufl. 20  it's happened.
21 (Exhibit No, I marked.) 21 Q. Okay. Xean gt itfor yon as an exhibif, bat I E
22 Q. (BY Mit, BOSCHEL) 1suspect yoi'll recogubes this  § 22 don't thivk it necessarily matters,
23 gheck Tale o second bo look at it 23 And then CAM gives you guys a check, butit's dafed
24 A, Tnoight be familiar with i€ 24 aflew dayslater, Did it glve - woull flint be something
25 €. 1assume you've seen this cheek hefore? that would cause you -- typmally in n slhration lilc this ?
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Page 38 Page 40
1 conse you concern? 1 A. ‘Fhat wag my impresslon of what he answered, ;
2 MS, ROBINSON: Fm golng to abieet to incomplete 2 Q. Sure.
3 hypoihetical, and he already stated he had o knowledge. 3 Theso other jobs fhaf you had worked ea wlth
4 MR. BOSCHEE: Well -- okay. I'm saying -- 4 gispdvantaged cwners, with minority contiacters, on those jobs
5 THE WITNESS: 1-- 5 did you recelve Jolat eliechs, or did it go flie process like
[ MR, BOSCHEB: — as to this personally but -- £ this where the minority contractor get paid and then paid you?
7 THE WITNESS: 1 was ofy vacation when this 7 A.  Minority contracior gof patd and paid us, We were
8  happened -~ & usunily dealing with people of — of greater Jinanclal
2] Q. (BY MR.BOSCHEE) Oh, okay. 9 sirength. =
10 A, ~—so T dign't kngw — I dido*t kaowany of this was § 10 Q. But the pracess -~ :
11 even going on untill goi back — 11 A, And quite frgnldy, this was easily fhe biggesijob
1z . Okay. 12 we badever e £n this process ns velf, ;
13 A. --aweek later. 13 Q. Right. xJ
14 Q. You get back and there's a stup payment on this 14 A, Wewere usually worldng fn the 30- fo $50,008 range. [3
15 check, correct? 18 It was a conpletely different senle. ;
16 A, Woelcome back, Yes, 16 Q. Thres quarters of 2 willion dollars was a litile 3
17 Q. Exactly. Again, thenk yon for that vaeation. 17 bit- 1
18 Do you guys have— T mean — L say you guys, L keep | 18 A, Correef, i
19 saylng thnt, Tmean Cashman. Do you havea procedure, § 19 Q. Wns the outtier in that? §
20 standard procedary when 5 creditor fafls to fund Hie .- asg 20 A, Right. 1
21 in a sifuafion Like this? 21 . Butihe pracess, the aciunl process, wag (e samse in g
22 A. Yau kuow, that's probably & question best asked of | 22 tlie ofhier fobs as i was here where the minorlfy contracior j
23 Shane, 23 gels paid, then you get paid? Kind of, you kuow, one check,
24 Q. Olkay. 24 thenanotliey check? H
25 A. I'm notreally in the — I'ns not fypically involved pei] A. Correct, H
Page 3% Page 41 %
1 directly in {lie coliectlons business. 1 Q. Okay. As]uaderstand if, no one else from Cashman i
2 €. Olay. Well, let me nsloyon n dlffcmnt wiy, beeause 2 everaceompanied Me Coryallio to & financial institution ar ;
3 1did ask Shane this. Areyou swave of any prolections (hnt 3 anything like that, it was just Shruie that was dealing with 3
4 the company lizg to fry te profeet itself from swnethlag like 4 him direetiy, corrcet? As far as you kuow? §
5 this happoning? 5 A, As far as Thknow. : H
6 A, Certainly the lien prnecss w g Q. Now, going bacl to the Jolnt check quf:sttnn, if you
7 Q. Ripght. Y will, you worked on 2 few dozen profects wi ith Majave, have you I3
<3 A, You knuv, I & fot of cases, siuatlon Lilre this, we g everpgotien a joint check from Mojave o any of these B
-9 would ask for a jolut check, And ¥ helieve we did, Axnd 9 projects? That you can recall? i -
10 again, ihis was Shane's, go I - thisis o discusslon with D A, WNo, not that  ¢an recall, ;
11 Shane, se it's secondhumd. i1 Q. Olay, And they — ind L understand they woulda't-- ¢
iz Q. Sore 12 again, Pete Fergen mny have said -~ but for whatever reagon :
i3 A, But my understanding is that he &id ask te do a 13 they Qida'twant (o do 2 Jeint cheelc on this projeck and yoi
14 joint cleck and was told that thatwas a problen. And'msset§ 14 guys proceeded anyway, right? Tmenn it wasn't — that didn't
15  sure he was cver told why itwas problem, but they didu'd want § 15 couseyou guys piuse in ngt — in not finishing — you know,
16 fodeit- 16 polng forward aud giving tike Hen relense, did {17 E
17 Q. Okay. Were you ever knid hy anyhindy why a jaint 17 A. Didituot give ng panse? Ttwas ceriainly not what |E
18 checloway a problem? 18 wewould have preferred,
19 A. Theone tluie I had a discussion with Petz Fergen 19 ). Okay.
20 sboud if carly on he — X think ke had a concern tiat a joint 20 A, Sptosay that it It probably did give usa :
21 checlowonld crente 3 —what am ¥ looking for — a jotential 24 ittie bit of pause, Bab you Hnow in — in my discussions i
22 inconsisteuey in the pracoss of using a disadvaniapged 22 with Shaneattor the Fact, as he said, you dmnow, we (o't s
23 Pusiness, He was afraid the paperwork wouldn't tool 23 usually have a prablem with $750,600 checls bownelng, it's é
24 approprinte. usnnlly the 33,000 chiecls flat bowmnce. So It just - it fust 3
a5 Q. Okny, These n’:ally at that point haﬂu‘i cnfered owr mind titat somchady H
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would do sumeihiug like this,

Q. Olny. We'llget to this in 7 minute a5 well hut -
you {id supply awonconditional ller refease In exchiange far
- ngl & joint cheek, but Qio checkfrom CAM, corredd?

A, 1don'tknow. Iwasn't ihere

(. ‘Fhatwasn't yon?

A, That wastt't e,

Q. Do you have an understaniding as fo whether that
happened? 1 nteau L don't -~ we talled to Shane about this &l
fengthbat, . .

A. }don'thnow.

Q. Olay, In the absenes of o joint check, ave you
aware of any ofher precautions Hiat you guys underiook at that
point?

A, Agnin, as far as¥ know the profect way liened or
prefiened.

Q. OkKkay.

A, Which, you know, usually is sccuvity enough ona
government project that you're golng te pot paid.

3, Sure.

A o lot of fhese arc - ihese are probahlygolng
to bs pretty qulek guestions because T talked to Shiane about
them a Titdle bit, But yout mny bave — fhere were a couple
¢hilogy that he wasn't alle fo identily. He said you might
know.
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turned oat that he had changed His phone nunibers and ¢-mails
ik X didn't know that, 'Vhat's why he wasn't responding, Ui,
welly I think.
Tiut I dlist nt that polnt ask I'ete, 4o you guys want
to consider stopping payment on your cheek? And that was -
that was the fivst thing that came (o my mind is if this gy
i3 going to scamper, you Jnow, mayhe we can do something real
wrlick to proiect Mojnve.
Q. Ohay.
A, And so - and don't lmow -- we never verhally had
a conversation about ity and so ¥ Jon't Imow what lhey tatled
about internally —
(. Okay.
A, -with that, Bof thatwas - Linenn itwas - ab
thaf polat Twas stk in the made of i#'s not too lute, lel's
soe I we ean do something to protect us both, Mojave bad
becn a tremendous pariner to s for years, § didn't wanf to
see them gel hurt either.
So —and at that point that's what it it was
slarting ta Jaok Nike beeause of Hifs — you know, this gy
was going fo skip away with our money pud golay o 2 beach in
Tahil, So that was -~ thit was stcp ane.
And then we had some Foliow-up discussions, Pete
gol us sunc updated contact information, Aud that waswhen
Shane nnd T sinrted lv get sort of agpressive with ~ with
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A, Okay. :

Q. Ave you fanilingy w!tll the steps that Cashman has
trleen subscquent t6 the two Bowseed checks fo obinkn fands
from V. Carvalho?

A.  You tmow, fram 2 you ylugh level, TEknew ihatT
pevsonatly-went and knoclked on his door one day, Shane and 1
both Lugeked on his door one day. We trled spme very divect
things to try nnd physieally collect money, Mot in {hrenten
the guy, but to yait krow compel hini to pay. And fhose were
obvicusly unsnecessiol.

But ofher ihan that when if veached $he poing of
where it was beginning to become appavend that there was
gomething not vight, the first ting T did when T gat back
from vacation s Theavd about $ids, and X sent an e-mail to
Pete and ) said should wo be consldering you guys stop paymont
on Lis cheek, beeanse we'ro - and — and he bad changed his
e-matl address, lte ehanged his phone pamber. All the
informaiion that T had on him fram his bosiness eaxd {hat he
gave me in our initial meoting was all invalid.

€. Justsowetro ciear; when you say Yete, you meail
Pele Fergen? .

A, Peie Fergen, Yep.

And so ¥ e-matled Pete and said, yon kaow, we've
trytog to yeach hint, We've mot able tu veach Lim. He's not
nnswer:ng luis phune. He suotnnsweﬂng hils e«mnl!s. Nowlt
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did - you kaow, he tolid us somestories about heing deployed
i Afghaniston and coming back hn the widdle of the night and
all ldmsts of ofhier craviness. Andwe didn't-- his slovies
were just plausibie enongh to be bellevable that the reason
why he wis having these dcslays — tiae veason he stopped
paymeat on the l:lmcitwus buesuse we were sending him e-nails]
cancerned shont the funding of e cheek aud all linds of
other things, :
Iiwns veally~- af that point it seemed very

plnasiile that everything was just sort ol a honest wisfake
anil as soonas we got him face to fhee and at afinanelal
instifution he wonld be able fo gef us A check leglitmaiely,
gotus patit, and all éhose other things, And ihat's what
Shane alleupled to da by gelng down bo iilg hank with hin with
ihe second cheele

Q. Right.

A, And then - snd they ke bailed af the Inst niinute,
{s my uodersianding. And hat wns when — that was when the
game was really afoot.

Q. OQlay. Other than the c-mait wilh Pete Ferpen,did
you have any lollow-up conversafions with fofls at Mojave
ahout, oleay, this guy docsn’t have any money in liis bank
accomut, He's slipped off with the fundy, What enitwe do?
A1 dun’t recgll

tryistg to chase him down and collest (ke money. And it renlly |
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Q. Olay.

A, [should, but Ldon's

0. Dl you have my meelings with asyhody at Mojave
aboui [his issue?

A. Fdidnol

. Okay. Poyou have any understanding -- nthey than
Shane, do you five any understanding us fo whether anyhmdy
2lse at Cashmian did, kad mectings with Mojnve?

A. The ooty meeting we bad with Mujave that Lrecsll
specilically was — now Shane was hnving discussions and thase
Kiuds of things, and I'm sure you've got  recond of those.

The only olher mecting that we had was whenwe were
a good bit of the way down the rand and we had toid thent that
we weren't going do pevform staslup on fhe equipment aml {liose
Tdnds of hiugs and tliings were stavtiug fn get sort of messy,
1 sonit an e-neall to Belon and to Troy. And I sald, you know,
we've done a lot of projecis logether over fle yonrs-- and I
can't remember the exaet words in my e-matl. ['m sure we
cauld find it

Buf the gist of it was, we've done alot of projects
aver fhe years, we've hnd a fot of challenges, and we've
ulways heen able to overcone them, can we gef o fesy minutes of
your {ime to sit dowi and diseuss this nnd see if there's some
place we can find some commien ground and get this thing moving
forwrd.
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you recull? i
A. Youkuow, at thatstage of the game it was still
prefty early on. Mojave weull - to Kingd of step through at u
veal high level, Mojavewguld perform installation, which
Involves pitting the equipment in place, hooking Hup, r&
verifying wiing, doing some difierent things against the
schemntics that we provided them. Tl's a prelly
slepightferwnrd deal firom their standpoint.

And then sve have - we have tao stages to starfug,
hasically, Wehave a techniciun that goes ouf and verifies
tlat the installation is corvect and everything was done
covrectly. He verifies wirlog and — Basically verifies
Majave's worlcand males sore that it's done to the fctory
standard, I

Andl fhe second part afstartup Js actually
physically stavting to energize equipiment, mnke equipment
worlky activate the cketronies, physieally start ranning
equipment, seiing up controls, adjusting controly, doing
different things. And if all-- theve's a checldist that we
have to doon all fhe pleces of cquipment, And fhat woulit be
{he generalors, the switehgear, the ransfer snitches and the
Mitsubishi UPS that ave — that we have checldists from the
factories that tall us the things that have o he done.

Andwe go thraugh those cheeldists, And it's
basieally Justverilying that everything is aperating

.
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And T mean Troy ealied me within ten minutes of me
hitting the send button on the e-mail. He sail, "Absolitely.
Come o dewn, Let's talicabout it

And 1weat down there with my buss, Jocl Larson, and
Ivlike Pack, ony president. And we met with Brinn Bugney
{phonesic) and with Troy Nelson, nnd we dlscassed the
situnfion where I was aitd what we cortld do e get ihings
maving forwarlt agaln sometow, Aud (here venlfy wasn't o whale
It of vesolution in 1hat meeting. Y menn eertainly Mojuve
niad thelr stance and we had ours, and T don't hinitwe really
made n lot of progress there.

Q. Well, let's walle thyough that alitile hit. Let's
—1 want to follow up ou thaf meeding beeanse -~ Tmay have
heard something dtferent about that meeting,

Hut when yeu say Mo|ave had thely siance andwe Lad
vir stanee, speetiically whal o you mean by that?

A, You know, they wanted us to perform startup, and
ke basically told them that we would lic giad (o perlivrnl
startup it they would cuf us a ehieck for 3755,000 we woe owed
and we would perforn startup.

Q. Okay. Soaf thaf point Cashman had not periormed
the startup?

A. That is correct,

Q. Olkny, Maybe getiing back futo the feelwicinn days,
what was n:qmrcd ai hat point in time fo peri‘mm stmtnp, if
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cnrrectly and there's 0o -- there's no defects inmaterlals of
worknuanship af that polnt, And then whes we're done
performbng those cheeldists, the enstomer signs n dochument
1hat they've received the equipment, it's b good running
griter, sml it now has u vinlile faetory warraily.

€, And ihose protocl codes that we taiked about
cavher, about 3 half heur ngo, that's part of fhat stariup
process as well, isn'F§€7

A.  That wonld have beeit pact of that proeess, yes

Q. Energizing andall thug--

A, Ub-hul

(. --okay.

And that's — and nonc of {Int, the Inspectlon of —

of the installation ar the energlzing startup, auy of that,
that indr'¢ boon done when you had the mectlug with Dojave,
correet?

e e e by o o1 5722 i R 2.7 G o Bl LA i ol 25

A. Mo
Q.  As o the equipniest?
4. Ne.

Q. As Iunderstand it and corvect me il F'm wrong
about thls, bt the etpuipiaent wns delivered, but before you
goys coulil ge Bacland inspect auything or do any of the
startup, yoo lnow, e caergiing ur auyihing, s - this
check issue happencd, and Diat was preity much where yot goys
stopped duing nnylhing, oovreet?

e Lot a1 i s b ik 5 A Pl e 8
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1 A, Thatis correct, 1 Q. Olkay. And lie was sameoue (hai you dealt with? He's
% Q. Okay, Arcyou famillar-- Shane tallced about this a 2 someone at Mujave you persounally dealt with a fair amnount?
3 litfle bit, and I don'tlnew if you're familiar wifll it or 3 A. For alet of yeays, yos. !
4 wofl. Buf there was -- you guys sithmitted (kk fo the -- {o 4 {3, Right, Olay, |s
§  the bad eheck deprariment, L understand? 4 Before we broke I morked CAT application for eredit L
6 A. Ofthe District Attaricy's office? &  for CAM Consukting as Exbihitd, You recognize fids dovument?
7 . Yes 7 A Ldo,
a A, Yes, Copvect. B Q. Didyou sec this decument priar to using CAM on this :
9 Q, Okay, 9 job? Didyou review this document — 2
Lo A,  ¥m not sure of the timing of that, but ¥ Imow Shane § 10 A, No. E
11 wag —thaiwas one of his first things thuf he, Shane did. 11 Q. - Ihknaw Share did? 5
12 Q. Areyou familiar with what's happening in that cnse? § 12 A. No, 3'
13 Y understand a Grand Jury was apparently catled? 13 ). Okay. Bul yon had au understanding that nse g
14 A. 1 testified [n frout of 3 Grand Jury, That's the 14 Application For Cvedit was fitled out by CAM, corvect? }
1% extent of what I know, 135 A, Lhad su umderstindlng, yes, 2
16 Q. Do you knowwhat (he procecding was that you 18 Q. Beeause otherwise if they didn't you wouldn't bave E
17  testified atf, what siage of the -- of the progess that was in? 17 been able to nge them on -~ use them going forward, conld you? }
18 A, K- 1B A. Right. Even the Fet fhat it wasn™l necegsnrily the
15 Q. Ifyou don't latow, you don't lnow. 19 understanding that it was going to be a credif tranwiction, 5o ;
Z0 A. [ don't kaow, 20 fospenk, we weren't extending them 30-dny (erms -- even when B
23 Q, OKkay. That'yfine, 21 we dend with someliody on a cash basls, we have them Bl sut
22 Do you hiave ageaeral wnderstanding of what's going § 22 these spplications so we bave their pertinent information and
23 --what's happening wifl that case? Obvionsly, you testified g 23 They sign, you know, that they're going to comply with our
24 s0... 24 terms and conditlons and those kinds of thiugs. :
25 A.  With the exception ofmy teséimony, I have none. 25 Q. Yeah, you anicipated my next guestion, which s, i
Page bl Page 53 %
1 Q Okay. FasMojove participated In that — in that 1 oven though this was n cash dvansaction, you're sifll going to 5
2 case at all, fo the hest of your knowledge? 2 have a minority contractor in asituation file this Gllowt i
3 A. 1 don't kinow. 3 the eredit pppHeation so thntyou've got the informtion - |
4 Q. Oliay, that's fine. 4 A, Yes—
5 Twank to Just get Into the project briefly. Pm 5 Q.. —-correct?
§  golng lo show you -~ you're probably not gofng fe Imow a tot 8 A, -8t )
7 ahowt this docunsent, bul Pan goiog (o show 3 (o you auyway. i (. Okay, Andin ihis case, they fitled out - as L
] A. Saore 8 undersiund ¢he process, they fill out the Application For
- 9 (Eshibit No. 4 marked.} 9 Creditand fhen there's the - the involving staris taking
19 M5, ROBINSOM: Con we take 2 broak? 10 place from you fo them, correct? I niean, there's nothing --
11 MR, BOSCHEE: Sore. When we come back, well lk 11 ilere's nothing in hebween that is there?
12 aboul Bxhibit 4, 12 Ao I
13 (A briefrecess was taken,) 13 Q. AsBras-
14 MR. BOSCHESR: Back on the record. 14 A, Youkoow, honestly T sot save. Ordinarily there
i5 Q. (RY MR. BOSCHER) Youunderstand you've still underg 15 iz a process of, you Jinow, checling trade vefevences and thosq
16 oaf? ' 16 kinds ofthings. And I'm honestly not sure fShane did thnt
17 A, Yes, sir 17 in this ense ov net, saderstanding that it was goitg 1o be
18 Q. Okay. Off the record we had a fen-second 16  sorf of a check exchange. SoIdon't know the answer fo that.
19  conversation shout Pete Fergen's pasition with Majave. Coull § 19 Q. Okny. Andwe dd tallc to Siune nbount that Tden't |
20 you foll ure what that is? 20 thinlcit neccssavlly matiers for whatwe've talldng aboni. i
21 A. . His =~ he's n vlce president. e mnnages » lot of 21 But1guess what 1'm asking is; Thevewasn't-- there isn*¢ g
22 fheir — he manages niost o their lavger profects. Ile does 22 some dlher document that transpires between the credit ;
22 thelr major produet gerchosing, handles a Jol of bogisfles, 231 application and the beginning of invoicing that I just haven't H
z andl hass several folks worlc for hine that handle the — that 24 scen, iy theve, belween you and CAM? I
A

Ao That—-a pm -chase order.
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Page 54

Q. Right.

A Right, That's it

Q. Lef's ge to the fivst involce or an invoice,

(Exhibit No. § marked.) ’

Q. (BY MR, BOSCHEE) These ave — Exhihit 5, lake a
look at them -- are some Involees that T'ui puessing ave going
10 look familiar to you I hope,

‘A Yo

Q. Okay. Followed up with — wetve got the Bill of
Lading in the baek?

A. Bill of Lnding

€. [assume you ave familing with these documents?

A, Yes

. Now, just io he elear about sesticthing, did -- to the
best of your understanding, Caghman ever enter any contract
diveefly with Mojave on this project?

A, Tdon't kapw how to answer that question. And the
veason I say that is beeavge fhe purchase order was a Mojave
Tlecivic purchase order. It was en ilicir fetievhead. Andl
believe dhe Iine said, Cave of CAM Consulting or soanething --

Q. Uiay,

A, —aleng those lines, So T guess 'm not sure how
to answer that,

Q. Well, let me aslc you — lef me agk you a bedter
question: There's no — thewe's no signed waitten cantract

[- R, SRR B U
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Page 56

nhead — thie relense basieally signals us, go shead and order
fhie equipment. Sawe wend ahend and ordered equipment, The
equipment gets bnilt, produced, moditied Ln some eases, and
then delivered (o the site, And that's the Biils of
Lading -

£), Sure,

A. - thatare o here, And we delivered the
pencratorsand the transfer switehes, the paralicting genr and
the XS (o the site, coordinating witl - T believe Clrls
Meyers is fhe project manager on this job for Mojave. And
we — pur project manager handled all the logistics with
Chris, getfing everything ¢o the stfe when they needed it,
where they nceded 1f.

Mojave unjonds the equipntont, ustalls the

cquipiment, as we discussed earlier,

Q. Right,

A, Wheu (ke eguipment’s all installed, they call us ot
to perfornt startup. And 1 Xind of outlined fhat process as
well. And at fhe end of afl of that when the snecessiul ‘
starfup is completed, we corplete the paperswork that we subnit 2
to Caterpillar nud Mitsubishi fhat siates flinf the startup was
cunglated by a fctory-geriified teehnleian, eveyythlng
confarms to thelr requirements as far as the insta¥aGon
goos, saed we've paod do start {ie warrandy at thattime on alt
bath fhose pleces of — or three of those pleces of equipment.

LD a N e W P
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between Cashman and Mojave that X just haven't seen for this
project, is there! .

A, With the exception of that purchase order that --

Q. The pureliase 0r{!er. right.

A, Nao ‘

Q. Asapartof--of {he overall —.05’!}16 overall
sgreement between CAM, Casliman, nad Mojave, could you jusl
tell me generally what way the scope of work that Cashman was
going to perform on thig project, kind of start to finish?

A. Olay, Wewould take fhe purchase order and provide
what v enllsubmiitals, whieli is baslealty a fechnical
description of the equipsitent we proposed fo prm'id_é. Andwe
provide those submittals to Majave Electek, and they provide
those to Whiting-Turner, who in farn provides them to the
archilecly and englneers that design the building.

Asd basicatly everyhody just veviews overybudy's
scope of work and what tliey're projiosing to use to make sure
if meets with their specifications and requirements. And I
don't know the specific details relative to this beeanse 'nc
nof the person that divectly veviews {hose anymore. Butl
Beleve there was o few giestions velafive to some of onr
equipnient thit the englieeers came baclowith, bnt there was
nothing ~ they were af 6fa very ninor holurve, And-- and T
heleve we addressed fhose questions,
And we recelved a release fram Mnlnvn Eleetrie to go

Lapear b

WO o U A W N
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Cels they've ashing for, And then we go hrough the process

Page 5%

Q. Olny. .
A, That's pretty much i, T-~a51sald encller, some
of the, 1 guess what Ewoutld eall five-luniog of the projeci,
Low fhoy've polng to comply with the fire department as far as
nfnrms and (heir fve eommnand room and seme diffeeent things,
alot of (hat stuffis somewhat of 1 flutd sthwation. And
when we gel fo the eod — we have an ideq at e beghaming how
we're going to address thaf, hot somefinees what we plait on
doing at the heginoing fs not exactly what happens at the e, .
And $6 wa -« we, you Lnow, typically purficipste in
some meefings, We dlseuss howwe intend fo address whatever

s Tt e e m sl bl P

of dulng that, Ti's usuatly not a tremendously big deal.

Q. Thatwas yvery thorough, 1£ywas a geod ahswer fo my
very vague question.

$We discussed eavlior fhe scope nod you just

dizeussed the senpe imvolved fhe installation of the st -- the
stprtup primarity of 2 lof of this equipment down the lise a
little hit, And fhat never happencd, cosreet, beeause of the
thiech?

A, Right

. Right,

A, Weput an all stop teeverything.
- Sure.
va, lnnking at lhls exhibli -- lopking at the Bl
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Page 58 Page 60

1 of Lading fivst - Bills of Lading, you see nt the top there 1 have anunderstanding ef whether Caslunan delivered any

2 itsays-- thedate on there s 1/17/11. Does ihat compoxrt 2 materials or did nny additional work on -- on the City Tl

3 gencrally with your recolicetion of when mosi of this 3 project after the -- you know, after March of 20112

4  equipment was delivered? January, early Febroary of 201125 4 A, The only thing that L know of is we have a -~ we

5 A, Without having my ealendar in front of me it seeins 5 have a facfory project mnnager for paralleling geay

6 right. 6  speciteally who visited the site sometime nfter this, just to

7 Q. Olay. The renson Eask — and fhen we'll moveon to 7 veview the installation aud those Kinds of things, And Y

8  ¢he next— beeause fle firsd iwo invoiees which constiiute, 8  doen'tremomber the specific date,

5 you know, the majority — il's nctunlly the fivst {hree pages g Q, 'When you say pfter this?

10 of this exhibif, you've got the first involce thove for 10 A, Right,

11 598,936,267 ] 11 Q. Isthat after the instaltation ov after delivery?

iz A. Ul-huh, 12 A, After delivery,

13 Q. And Uhn the 156,627.92. And they're bofl dated 13 (), Okay, Wouldl ithiave been shortly ufter the

14 February of 2011, Februavy Ist of 2611, Again, docs fhat 11 delivery?

15 consport generally with your understanding of when this 15 A. Pretly shovily.

16 pquipment was delivered to the site? 16 . I'H intvoduce another exhibit. "Fhis might belp.

17 A. The Eebruary ist dale or the January 17th? 17 (Exhibil No. § marked.) :

ig Q. Well, either ene. T mean I guess - let me agk you 18 Q. (BY MR, BOSCHEE) Exhiblt 6, I will vepresent is-- B

19  abetter guestion. 19 iswhat appear would be my client's daily log.

20 A, DBecausowe have two different 1hings heve, 20 A, Okay. ;

21 Q. Sure 21 €. Okay. This is the Jast — ifyou tade a loolk— and ;

22 A. The Ynnuary 17th I'wm going to say is probably the 22 we've got some ~ we've got some dnlos on here, And It's got, E

23 date that the equipment left {he faclory, nnd ten the 23 (os read) Deseription of work performed, 1i's kind vibard |

24 Febraavy Ist date is probably pretly closo lo when thestuff § 24 ta read, And this goes into --this iz that right - this is |

25  petnally arrived on the site. 25  between, if you [aok at the dates, Janunry 20th, January 21st, ;

4

Page 8% Page Gl Ig

1 (J. Okay, 1 after the Bill of Lnding, but before the invaice,

2 A.  Does that make sense? 2 Fanuary 21st, this is the Iast record (hat my ellent

3 Q. Yenh, and that's what ¥ was going to nsk you? 3 has of Cashman acteally belog onsite. Do you have oy

4 A, Olay. . 4 understpnding or documentatipn that Cshman was onsife after I}

§ .« Q, TheRill of Lading is probably whon the stuff 5 il efter January 21st?

& leaves. And then ssmotime befare Fobroary 1st is when the 6 A.: Tdon't liceanse that genflemnn dovs' Ework for

7 equipment arives on the site, hecpuse then you send the 7 Cashman, he works for the faelory.

8 fovolee out beeause the equipment's been deliveved -~ a . Okay.

9 A. That is correce. @ A. So01-- and Teoukin't tell yon whatthe date was, {
1B Q, --correci? 10 Tcouldn't tell you what the datc was, F
11 Okay. Se thaf's most of i, it lnoks lilke, And 11 Q. Okay.

12 thenT've got another ono that's the fourth page in. Ttieoks §12 MS, ROBINSON: Can you larify who you mean by "my

13 Tlilee some miseellaneous lugs essontially were - wore 13 client"? k

124 delivered tor $329.74, it loaks Hlo Mavel 25, 2011, Lo you 14 MR, BOSCHEE: Oh, I'm sorry. )

15  Rave o speeific vecollection of that? 15 MS. ROBINSON: Who you're identilylng, becsuse you

is A, Thavenofdea, 16 have somany.

17 Q. Okay. Buf prr your understonding, slmost ellofthe 3 17 MR, BOSCHEE: I understand.

18  equipment, ether than mayhe these lugs, all of thut stufl was 18 You've got — what you've gothere is a—is g

19 delivered fo the sile a little bit before February 1st, 2081 19  Whiting-Tumer docament. 1 believe this was actually filled

20 iy that vight? ' 20 out by Mojave.

21 A. Yes 21 WS, ROBINSCN: Ch i

22 Q. Okay. Sitfing here ~#nd if you add - 1'1f 22 MR. BOSCHEE: By tiie subeontractor. And the reason H

23 represent to you if youadd ihe fhiee invoices wp - we ialled § 23 [ say that is beeause it's o Subtontractor's Daity Log, end it §

24 about this enalier, 1did (ke math, and I'n not vory geod ni & 24 says, (asread): Trads, Mojave. i
tll[s, bt I goess — it cones out to 755,893.89, Do you 25 Q. {BYMR BOSCHFF} So someone from the I‘nctory enme E

: ar 2 3 = I rErC ]
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Page 62 Page 64

1 outin fhe - you know, shortly after delivery of the stuif o 1 Q. Olay.

2 inspect if, but you don't have any kawledge or documentafion 2 A. And I said, you lmow, we're rot n a position to be

3 thatanybody front Cashman was setually onsite or delivered anyk 2 able to do thaf. Wegof towork this motey thing out fivst

4 materkas after January 21sf of 2011, do you? 4 and then we'll be out.

5 A.  HNot to my lmowledge. 5 Q. Sure.

6 Q. Okay. Doyou have any - ngain, there's the factery & Was that e-neail before or affer you had the meeting

7 person that came oitt — I understand the fctory pevson Is not 7 with Brisn and Troy?

&  pCashman employee, corvcect? 8 A. Defove.

9 A. Thal jscorreet. 9 Q. Ohay. So Pefe sends you an c-mail saying, hey, you !
1o 0, Olay. Do you have any - auy record ov kmowledge of 10 Iuiow got this problens, but we really need you te come out and
11 uay worlt that Cashman performed after Junuary 2Lsi of 20117 13 get the inspection and startup done, You say, nv, you know
12 A. Tdea't 12 this meney issne is a big deal. And then sometime after ¢hat
i3 Q. Kind of what I'm geiting at is, we talked alout the 13 you send an e-nwil to Tray, Lroy calls you up. Youguys go
14 fact that there was 1 bunch of stuff that was goirg le appen, 14  and bave a meeting, but that doesn't resolve i elthier,

15  putthen the check incident happenerd so you guys never gol to 15 correct?

16 {he inspection and then the — the staefup, S0 after delivery 16 A. Correet,

17 of this stuff, January 20th aud 2ist, you guys were done, you 1 Q. Okny. Andjust se 1understnad, the veasonyen guys

18 guys didn't do amy other work on fhis project, correct? 18 wywhen Isay "you guys,” you being part of the

19 A. Right, At that polaf we're in o walt mode for 1% decision-making process, I'm assmming, did not do the

20, Muojave to contnef us and ket us know they want us oul fo ihe 20 luspection amd staviup is because yon didat't get yoid,

21 site 21 eorveci?

2z €. Sure. 22 A. Correet.

23 And then flie - the cheek nnfortunaioncss happens 23 (3. Woere there any ather issues that you -1 miean ~

24 and then that was that? 24 and agaly, you Tnow, ofher Issnes hesides the $755,000 you--

25 A. Right. 256 but were there any oflier issues or yeasons that you wouldn't
Page 63 Page 65

1 0. 8o the scope of work that we dallked about earlier .. 1 havegone ouf and done the Inspecticn or thestarhp?

2 fhat include (Lo stariop and everylling, there's no—we're P A. No.

3 naf--we don't ave nny dispute between us, you gays didn’t 3 Q. Did yyis receive any complainis from: Mojave abouf the

4 complete the scope of vorle that you had originaly agreed to 4 guallty ar fanetloning of the niaterlals flat were provided?

S5 dn, covrect? - 5 A. No. -

6 A, Correct, 3 Q. Okay. Do you recall anybody st Mojave ever ' .

7 Q. Because you didi't getpaid? T requesting repaiv of any of the cquipment that was provided?

8 A. Right 8  Doos thad ving a hell?

g Q. Right. Glay. 9 A. No.

10 And the woik (hat was lefl {o be congpleted, just so 10 Q. You personally didn't -- don't have knowledge of I
11 Y'vepetthis elear in my mind, was you guys were going fo go 11 that?
12 putinspeet fhe installation that Mojave and/or witoever bad 12 A. Don'i reeafl thai. i
13 donewhh the eqaipment and then perferm (he starbup, covreet?d 13 Q. Thon obviously the Sollow-up of that would Ge: You [
14 A, Correct, 14 den'tyeeall eyer actuslly going ewd and repotring any of the
15 Q. And ihat was gaing to invelve those protacol codes 15  equipment out st the job site, 8 you?
16  thatwe tathed shout earller, corvect? 16 A, No.
17 A. That would involve - that would be port ofif, yes. 17 Q. Okuy. Beeausc agatu, Janpary 21at that's  you
18 Q, Olay. Did you juys vecelve ~- do you reeali 18 puys haven't gone back eut fliere to do nny inspection,
19  receiving a demand from Mojave to cotiplete the worli— o 19  instatlation, or vepair any pther work out theve, lve you? lg
20 complele your scope of work? Does that ring a belt? 20 A. Notie my lmowledge.
21 A. I'minofsure aboud o demand, Tgotane-mail 21 Q. Okay. Do you bave an uaedersfanding - did msiybody
22 pskdng. 22 afbMojave communicate (o you they were golty v {ry fo hire B
23 (), Lefs stavt fhere. 23 some folks, olher contraclors, fo complete your wark? ;
24 A. Yeah, lgotan e-mail asting and —and I, you 24 A, Yes,

himow — from Pele Wex) gen 5 Q. Who communicated that 1o you?
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Page 66 Page 68 §
1 A, PeieForgen. 1 ), Understand. Aud I'm not going to have you loclcat 4
2 Q. 'What did Pete tell you? 7 document that you haven't seen.
3 A. Hesaid fizst he was going to confact sonte 3 Were you -~ did you play any part in — in the lien
4 ncighboring CAT dealers te see §f they could gel one of them 4 proeess in terms of getting the process staried or anything
& oy i, And {hen -- and Hiat was sort ofihe end of our 5 clse, orwas that alt Shune?
6  couverstion in that vegard because it - boeanse the & A. Preily much allShane. The only thing -~ the only 3
7 understanding is that only an authorized Caferpiinr dealer 7 part of that process that onr deparinent has s wo provide th :
8 can start tlds equipment up, & customerwith a form to fill out with the prelien information
] Q. Olkay. 9 50 we lave all the interested parties! information and those
10 A.  Sol--wlen —whenwe started hearlig ramonrs that 10 Linds of thing. Ofher than that, I — alter that, i prefty
11 maybe there was an independent company ont therestarting ig 31 mueh Shane's deparbment's -
12 up, L'was nokaware that theywe're lnnkmg at hiring an 12 Q. Okay.
13 independent, 13 A, ~~rodee,
14 Q. Okay. When you are falking fo Pete and had the 11 Q. Okay. The Men's dated April 26th, 2011 and signed
15 meeting with Erisn and ‘Iroy -- L want ie be.- Lwant to be 15 under anetary, Do you haveany reuson o dispute fut date
16 elensabout fhis so I ~-s0 ! lmow, Therewnsne dispule (hut § 16 ay the lien date? L mean doos thakcomport with yoar
17  you goys weren't -- thai you weven't paid, {hat CAM's check § 17  understanding ofwlen you guys liened fhe project --or1
18 ponneed. Why wwere they nsking you -- or wlat were thoy 18 mean=-
19 communicating te you thal they wanl — as areason fogo ont ¥ 13 MS. ROBINSON: T'in going ta -
20 theve and finish the job? 20 Q. (BY MR.BOSCHEE) -- gave the leage -~ gava the
1 A. You know, our diseussions at that poiniwers 21 release? Because we're golng to lookat the Right fo Lien in
22 hasically it needs to bo dons. 22 asceonid
21 Q. Okay. 23 A. Ypuess [ have no comment,
24 A. They have obligations to Whiting-Turner, Whiting- 24 Q. Olmy.
25 Turner has obligations to the owner. And they — you Jnow, it§ 25 A, I don't know.
Page 67 ‘ Page 59
1 needed to he done, 1 Q. You just dor't know?
2 Q, Oiay. During fhose meetingg, these ¢omimunications, 2 A. Right
3 dld they articnlate to you that, well, we did pay, We paid 2 Q. Okay. Wel, let's iake alook. Maybe you Jow't ~
4 CAM, 5o the workneeds fo get done aud you gnys need o figwre] 4 maybe you dfon’t know this, I'vo got a Wotlce of Riglitfo Licn,
5 put what 10 do with CAM? Was part of the raflonale, If you 5 THave you ever seen that devuntent before?
6 will? 6 A, Ihavenot.
T A.  Y'm not sure if that was specilleally spoken — K Q. Did you provide any equipmeni — any eqgeipment? You
8 Q. Olwsy. & did provide equipment.
9 A, —but1-- that was certalaly the iniplleation, g Didt you provide the infermation with respeci o
10 Q. Okay, And sifting here righé now -- again we {ailed 10 getting ihat process staxied, the Right fo Lien?
1t aboat s earller - bul you don't - yow don't have any - 11 A. Again-
12 you don't dispute fhat Mojave paid CAM, do you? 12 MS. ROBINSON: [ object, be -- asked aud answered,
13 A, 1—without having divect Inowledge of i, I don'{ 13 MR. BOSCHEE: Well, he said he -
14  nccessarily dispude if, 14 Q, (BY MR. BOSCIIEE)} He {slc) sald that your company
15 Q. Oblay. And we ialked exelier, you didn't aetually do 15 provided some Informatlon with vespeed to e eleass and --
16 the exchange, hut (hore wag an unconditional Tien ratease 16 and fhe Yen ifsclf. The prefien inbrmation -
17 provided for this worl, coriect? 17 A, Right,
18 A. 1--itleoksTile you hiave if fhere so I'm— 18 @, —Ilike what aid you - what did you provide in
1z Q. I de. Y golug do show it fo you, 1% ierms of the prefiont
20 A. Twvenever --1've nofseen it 20 A. The piclien is exsentially ~ T haven'tseen the
24 Q. Vou've never szen It? 21 form i r while, to tell you $he trath. But the Iasl fiwe
22 A, Thave nof, 22 snw It W's hasteally a Hst of the inferested conirnetors on
23 . Olay. 23 the job, the ownes, names, addresses, confacts, There's
24 A, 1don'i— thaf's a Shane Norman — that's his 24 really not moch else o if
25  department and their fisnetivn that fales cur: of that. 25 Q. And y()u didn't - yﬂu‘ve never nctually seen e -
s EWTRLEN A AR A B Caas e LR A T T T D i LTI D T R TR G TS T T IR R R R S P RSB ES . e T e e :.-‘J.\VHG.:\.\ﬁi
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Page 70 Page 72
1 the Nofce of Right (o Lien for - with respeet fo this 1 and then an naconditional relenss heing given onee {he
2 project, have you? 2 minority contractor's chedd cleared your financiat
3 A. Yhavenof, 3 institution, or was ki just, It got patd, here's the
4 Q, ‘Woll, then I'm nof going fo ask you aboutit. 4 uncomditonat relense i you know? ﬁ
5 Have you everseen the lien, the actul Nofice of b A. Tdon'f know. That's a Shano question. Ssry, %
6  Lien for this projeci? 6 Q. OXay, yeah, And I flink we did nsh Shane that
7 A. i havenot. 7 question, bnf auyway.
: Q. Did you pariicipate inany way, shapo, or form with 8 MS, BRISCOE: He said you would laiow,
9 putting that doenment fogether? 3 MR. BOSCHEE: He did say you would know.
16 A, Again, with the exception of the prelien process, 10 MS, ROBINSON: T don¥ recall that actually, j
11 o, 11 MR, BOSCHEE: Medid. Well, I've pot his transeript 1
12 Q. Olay, This dovument - this Notice of Lien Is dated 12 here. ]|
13 Jume 218!, 2011, signed byShane Norman, Bo you iave any i3 Q. (BY MR. BOSCHEE) Buthe said you might juow that, |
14 reason fo - and it Tooks lile i was recorded on -- the next 14 A, Fhat's - ihat's {ypieally his, :'
15 day, June 22nd, 201 by Ms, Rebinson, Do you have any reason g 15 I - i ¢candell you, I you take the minovity }
16 to doub that that's the date the Ben was recorded? Any 16  contracior oufofit— '
17 reason fo dispute that? 17 Q. Yenh, IE
18 A, No 18 A, --if we're dealing diveetlywith a confractor,
19 Q. Olixy. Tallow-up guesiian, 1'm golng back again off 19 ardicarily the condlilonaf release is provided upon -~ we }
20 say ovm line: Do you have an mdersianding as to wity you goys 20 usnadly gef pald in stages on a Job fike this, and they'll ]
21 didn't ghve a conditional fien velease wifh respeet to the 21 hold what's called a vetenilon. And we'll get--we'llslgn a f
22 ‘755,000, as opposed to nn wnconditional lien velease? 22 conditional relense an the paymens -- the majority payment, 5
23 A Tdan'l. 23 and we won't provide the wneondifional nntll (he retentionds g
24 M. ROBINSON: Objection, asked and answaed. 24 pald, i
25 Q. (BY MR.BOSCHEE) Oxwas thatp — wns {fat a --was |§ 25 ¢, Until ihe thing's paid in fill? f
Page 71 Page 13 ';
1 thata decision you were pavt of? 1 A, Ripli, i
2 A, Again, Iwas on vacafion. 2 Q. But in fhis caze, the 755 was ~ was the entively of i
3 Q. Okay. 3 —~wag essentially the entivety of the payment -« :
4 A, 5o thatwas 2 Shane decison. 1 A, Tt'se-yeal - '
5 Q. Olkdy. Youwere completely out of the fuop on that? <5 Q. — perthe involes? %
6 A, Thatis correct. 6 A, Y'm trusting your math, :
K Q. On the offeer profects yoi hiad worked on or that you 7 (. Right. Don't make that mistake the second tine i
8 weren pard of with the gisadvantiged business owners or 8 but--hut it i3, that's the correct namber. %
o pdnerity contrnctors wheye the eheelcwas ent sud then the nexty 5 Is that — and that wonld -- given {hat there's no i
10 check was cuf to you guys, $id you provide mecondional fien 8 10 necessary retention at that point going forward, would that K
1L releascs on these projects, ifyou kaow? 1t be -~ it would be a typical reason »» you don't kuow f
1z A, Ifwo Hened the project, at some point we would 12 spechically as to this project, but that would fypleallybea  J
13 Tnve hiad to provide an imconditional relense to close oul the 13 reason [o give the unconditional instead of the eonditional, :
14 jub. 14 hecause there's uo retention to bold hacl? i
15 Q. Olny. 15 A Corvect, s
16 A. Solegicsitys yes, we have, T'm not— ¥ don't see 16 Q. Olary. %
17 them very vlien, N A, That would make sense. ;
18 Q. Right. 18 ). Do you have any knowledge ol s eloim made o §
i9 Let me —lef me askyon another way, On thase 1% Whiting-Turner witle respect to this amonnd owed? ¢
20 olher projecis - we talked about the proecss, vight, There's 20 A, Idon't i
a1 - the minoriy conivactor gels a check and fheo ihoy cuta i1 Q. Youdon't. That was again -~ that was it Shane issue i
22 checlcto you guys, eorrect? 22 completely? i
23 A, {Wimess nodding.) 23 A, Yeah. Yep. %
22 Q. Do you have sn undersionding os fo whethera 24 Q. S0 sitting heve right now yon've not — you're nof §
mnd.lmnat velense was given upon the first eliecl l)eing euf faniitiny with the $0-day -- what's typicnlly terined ke 20- da:, i

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES - (702) 648-2595

JA 00007522




KEITH LOZEAU - 9/4/2012
20 {Pages 74 to 77}

Page 74 Page 76 §
1 motlce 10 the geseraicontractor, with respect to this? 1 Tihe p veally streaight up guy. Con probably get us where we :
2 A. Thatwns something that Shane wns working with Milig 2 need to goont this project, i
3 on, nad I franldy 'mnot - L wasn'f invelved. 3 Q. Okay. l'i‘
4 ©. Olay. That would be something — if-- if theve was 4 A, F'm paraplwasing, butl — pretéy close.
5 gomething that Shane dfdn'¢ laow in bis deposition about thaig S Q. Tunderstand. Andi{'s been awhile, so restember
6 that wonld be something T would necd to talk tn Mike about? § 6 spectiic words in 2 conversation is difffcult. 1 get that.
7 A, Mike Pack 7 But duving that conversation that kind of led you to
8 Q. The prestdent? 8 the meefling with fhem, did he nyticulnfe that they had any
9 A. The president of our company. 9 Kind of a special working relationship or G they had 8 3
10 Q. Olay 10 personal relationship with Ausgelo Carvalha, other fhao just
11 A, [pnoessso, yes. 11 working o1 somo projects with him?
iz Q. Olay. Sitting hers vightaow sre— and (his is the 1z A. No,
13 only - T reprosesd this fs - ihisis a docwment disclnsed 13 Q. Now, Cashman — you gnys— Caslonai has also bro ughty:
14 beeanseI - don't have any other oncs. 14 »clnbmin thig case for frandutent transfer against Mojave. ;
15 Are you mwave of any -- of any otleer’ notices that 15 Ave you frouiliar with that? i .
16  were sent to Whigng-Turoer, ofher than perhaps this 90-day 18 A. I'meot ;
17  netice? T meau did you personally conmunicats avything to § 27 Q. You've nei?
18 Whiting Turner, f.o., we dida't get paid. You know, welte 18 A, No.
19 golng to maken elaim on your bond, Anything like that? i9 Q. Okay. So asking you about the factund basis for
20 A. 1did not 20 thafis probably-- probably something you've not going to
21 . Okay. That again would have been Shaneand Mile, § 21 Imowabout,
22 theorotically, or Mike? 22 Let me ask you this: To the extent that any
23 A. Ves, I —for want of 3 — I'm not sure, 23 iuvestigation was performed after the fact, after the elicck ;
24 Q. Okay. The 30-day notice that was providod o 54 dido’f elear, as to other business dealings hetween Mnjave and 1
25 YWhiting-Turner is again -~ it's al that sante - this one ls 25  CAM Conseling, would you bave heen involved inthal?
Page 75 Page 77
1 June2dih, 2011, Do you have — sitting here vightnow, do 1 A. Tle ooly knowledge 1 had of any sort uf prier i;
2 you haveany Icnowlecige or information as o -- as to any 2 relatlonstip hetveen Mojave and CAM was witea we gol ~ when we i
3 notiees thatwere provided to Whithrg-Turner prior to that? 3 subpeenaed CAM's financint recards and baok stnlements and
4 A, No, kdon't, 4 thevewere paymersts made to Mafave that appeared te bo for i}
5 Q, Ohay. Do you sitting lere vight now linve any 5 transactions prior to flis one But that's the extent of what :
6 lmowledge ofany notices that wers provided to any surety 5 ITwow. 3
7 companies, Whiting ar Majave's, at any polnt Guring this 7 Q. Ohay. Did you— sfler you gof thosc bank
8  process? B stntements, did you perform any follow-np investigntion beyond ;
9 A, No divect knowledge. S thatas {o (he other jobs or whot the sonrce of those payments i
10 Q. Okay. Aund whe--ifanybody had that direct 14 would he? %
11 knowledge would it be Shune or Wike? 11 A, Np, And when we sal in (hat meeting with Brian and }
12 H. Yos, 12 Troy, you faot ike meationed those tronsacilong specifically. i
13 . ¥ want (o goback to the Initiaf meeting and — the 13 1thinksort of— he At wik 1o -« Vi ot sure why ke i
14 meeting with Angelo and you and Mojave Specifleally ro the § 14 dide’fwantlo ask diveatly. But he didn't want ta asht 3
15  hest you can reeall what did — andwas thaf—wos atwith § 18 divectly about ficen. But he did mention those transactions, 3
16 Pete or was it with Troy or Briau? 16 And Brisn amt Troy pretly much just didn't achnowledge onewiy £
17 A, Ttwaswith Peter, 17 or e other thelr knowledge of those {ransactions, g
18 . Okay. Specifically, what dil Pete tell you abont 18 Q. Tgotlo foltow up on that hecanse X don'{— when H
19 their relnfionship vr their wovking relationship on the other § 19  yousay {hey dldn acknavledge oneway oy another, ¥ mean 5;
20 projects with CAM Consulting? 26 lel we- tet e sce (FF ouderstand this, Whal i
21 A. Almosinothing, a1 perifically did Bilke o8l ihem ghont those ottter pryments?
] Q. Okay. 23 A, Yhebieve Mil said sumething to (e effect of thal
23 A, ITe haskenlty just introduced us and srid (hat we've 23 —you know, the Iransactions we see on here, we sce a couple
24 Boen - we've had - he — I think hesaji something o the 24 of payments to Mnjave far — and they were Tavge dellar
25 amounis.

26 effvct of, wetre working with him on same ather things, Seem
' 3 A T R T R U R S T R ELER ]
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Page 78 Page 80

1 Q. Uh-hsh, 1 Q. Youlaven't been patd?

2 A, And Brian and Tyoy basieally just didn't sny 2 A. Carrect.

3 anything. 3 Q. Ckay. Bot from an actoal just going in theee autl

4 Q. ‘They didn‘t deny them? They didn' tell — say they 4 puiting the cofes i and getting the stuff communkenting, like

5 ere for another job? ‘They 4idn't sny anything? 5 plysically there's no eeal issne there, you Just don't want ¢

Iy A. They dida"l achnowiedge, 6 doit beeause you liaven't gotten paid, right?

7 Q. Did they just sit there silently and not say 7 A. Thatis correct.

8 auything sbout that question? It's a pretty loaded guestion. 8 MR, BRISCOE: Let mo take two minutes, raview riy

9 L mean 1~ they didn't say a word? 8 poles, and we might be able te get you outof iwre pretly
10 A.  They did not say a word, 10 quick.

11 Q. Did either of them say, well, we've just nof gojug il THE WITNESS: Olkay,

12 to dalk about that orwe've just not going fo address that; 12 (Abrieficeess was taken.)

13 {hat's upples and ovanges, or [ mean ey literally dida'f sny § 13 MR. BOSCHEE: Back on the record. We'lf be quick.

14 anything? 14 THE WITNESS: Mo problem. 1 sppreciale it.

15 A. They did not ncknewledge it, 15 Q. (BYMR,BOSCHEE) Yen widerstand you're still under

16 Q. T'm just imagining Trey Nelson slttiug In preom ot § 6 oath?

17 saying anything upon p qucstion like that. Y'm having a hardg 17 A, Yessin

18 thme veconciling that but, .. 1B (¢, Faclory guy eame out nnd lisspected fe site at sonte

19 A. He'snot the kind of guy to bold back ou semething, 19 poink. Youdon't kuew - we don'l have dates, that's fine.

20 Andthat was why it was sorf of noteworthy. That's why T 20 Dit he ever providic you a report tat you reesit?

21 vemember it specifically ks --you Iknow, Troy's not-- well, 21 A, Notus,

22 you kuow hint. He's - he's nof a--he's not somebady who's § 42 Q. Okay, YWho dld he provide it te? |§

23 nota forfheoming person. And that was — that's why It 23 A. Rack lo ihe factory.

24 stichs in niy mind, beeanse it was so out of characler. 24 Q. Olay, Did you cver have a conversation with the

28 €, Well, did you or Mike follow up with any questions 25 factory puy shout what he spw ent Bheve or anything ke (hat?
Page 73 Page 81

1 ghoul those cheels after the non-respanse? 1 A. Had  conversation with him, it was — yost lmow, i !
2 A, Ne. Wo moved on o falking about ofiier things 2 was basically, the equipment ls ingtalled. Xt looks like 3t's Ié

3 relatlve specifically {u this project. 3 being hstatled corvectly, But thatwas — it was sfill very 5

4 Q. Likewhat? 4 early-- ¢

:B A, Yow dowe go Jorward? 5 . Q. Right t
£ Q. And s that point you renched an impasse bocause & A, - stapes, 50 there wasn't anything renlly donic yef. IR

7 . there wns o way to ga forward? 7 Ttwns more — lonestly, [ hiuk e wanied a weelend in Vegas,

L) A. Thatis carrect, 8  So--Thaletosayitbut...

9 Q. You guys, as I understand it —as1 understod Lhe 5 ). Ican't hate him for that, 3
10 topie, Mojuve wants you to go forward because [t siceds to get 10 But it was carly orin the provess. Ile just wont %
11 done, Youguys aven' | going fo go fovward do theins - ovdo f 21 ouby Inoked at it, suld things axe going smoothly, chow? g .
12 the checldist and then do e startup, provide the codes, 1z A, TRight. ;
131 because you weven't paid, correct? i3 Q. When you falled to Pele initiafly about CAM and hie
¥ A, Correct. 14 said they were working os other jobs with CAM, dld he teil you {
15 Q. Okay. You've atech guy, so I'm going to asglhcyou a 15 vyhal other jobs they were working onsyith him? H
16 Iitlle hit of 2 techaieak question. Aud we're stlll ayguing 16 A, Helid nol, §
17 about fhis with fie judge » Jittle bit but, .. 17 Q. Okay. But you Imew that they were wovking — you :
18 1§ Cashrean has ts go in and provide hose profecol 18 Lnew that Pofe was working ou at leasta couple other jobs
19  codes at this stage in the pame, does that -~ what coneerns 15 with CAM before that meefing, vight? |
20 wonld you have about doing that teday? 20 A, Yes, ‘
21 A, Concerns? None from a technical standpainL. 21 Q, Tihemeeting — fite pne niceding with all Giree off i
22 Q. Okay. 22 them? :
23 A. Twean theve's no physical veason why we mmldn't bo B 23 A, Hight, Yes.

24 able to do thai, Ji's just - it's proprietary information. 24 Q. Oksay. And did he articulnte mny prabiems that they i
5 Hy pnvﬂc;,cd and -- 25 hod hadwith CAM on any otllel pr Bjucis? %
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Page 83

Page 84

is < thetalleis sct, so to spmk
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i A, No, he did not. 1 Q. Ufi-hub. 3
2 Q. Did he talk aboué any -- any moncy that was due sid 2 A, —and everythingis repdy and everything that :
3 owing on thosc other jobs during that meeting? 3 Muofave did was done correctly and oll fhose ofher Hings, you
4 A, Wedid nof even - didn'f have that in depth ofa 4 hnow, 8 typleal time fraane for & project like this would be ;
5 discussion. 5 two weeks. 1
3 Q. THdn't get to that, Olay. & Q. Okay. 1
7 We talled about ¢he faet thai you haven't reen the 4 A, Maybe three. E
B prelien notice amd you kaven't even seen the lien, per se, but 8 Q. Two fo threeweeks. ;
9 pne thing that Shaae did identify you as knowing is, who's & Would £hat he the same as had -- | mean, 1et's say E
18 golng te figure out the amowut of the mechanic's lien, Would § 10 CAM's doesiy't—let's say he's gof sullficlent fuds brekin i
11 that be you orwould that be somenne clge at Coshunan thnt 11 Hicday and you guys had gote out and done the inspeetion when i
12 would detesziine the amount that Cashman's going lo lien forg 12 --when Mojave colled, and the siartup. Would fhat iime frame %
13 A Ttweuld be probably samewhat of a joint discussion, § 13 bethe same at that polet as 1t s wow, or woukd it tale a J&
14 Q. Okay. 14 litile innges or shortes? i
1B A. Coriainly myselfand the sceount manager on the job ff 15 A. Hardfosay, Liliely lenger, only beeause - il i
16 have the mest divect knowledge of what work -~ what costsgo g 16 youtve tver beea on a ¢ongtiucton site, iF's kind of n mad
17 into the tolal malcup of the fol, ifthat's — I think that's 17 house. And there’s people running all over the place nnd H
18 what yon're asldnp. 18 going different things aid everything petssart of fragmented. -
i9 Q. Woell, Lam, and that’s why = I guess what'm 19 And there's probably - there probably woukd have been days in :
20 getting at itis, okay, we've yot a $755,89389 lien on this 30 fhere wherewe wonld not he able to get our work deme. z
21 projeck DId you participate in coming to that number? 21 So we would say, yout linovy something, where yon are :
A2 A, Yesu . 22 with your siluafion, we can'{ get any work doue today se we're g
23 Q. Wha else participated in coming to that numbher? 23 nof going to have a fechmician out theve, 8vif the - the i
24 A. Dy account manager 24 Hme -- the total thme fenme should be the same, Weil, 1 I
25 Q. And sowho did you provide that nnmber (6?7 Imean 26 shouldn'say iual, The et tiuee fraoe would be the seoe. i
Page B3 Page 85 E
1 obviously you didn’t see the lien, you didn't see the prelicn, 1.. The total world probably he samething !nngel , maybe four :
2 bt ihe information was provided fo somebody. Who did youd 2 weels.
3 provide that fo? 3 €. Swre ]
4 A. Within Cagliman? 4 We're lind of talking about e same Hidug, ICit i
5 Q. Yeah, Right 5 woull lake you 14 days, and ight now you conld do it 14 ;
6 A. Tu other words, for them to be able to geneale that 6  consecnbiva days, baek g - you know, a year ago it would have ?
7 paper? 7 wayhe taken you I4 days with breals? d
B Q. Ripht. & A. Corieet. 3
9 A. Shane. 8 Q. Olay. How much exponise would «- would -- bullpark Iir
iq Q. Oh. 10 would Castinan incur on that process? i
11 A. And T going to guess that fie just did it off the 1l A, You know, it depends a ot on bow much is done g
12 duvoite - 12 corroctly at the site. . i
13 Q. Olny, 13 0. Righ,
14 A, —or involees. 14 A, Yiean yary preity widely, I-- mun, I den't recall
15 Q. Sure. 15 low much we had in there for stavtu,
16 But you were involved in coming up with the number? § 26 Q. Gy,
17 A, Yes, sin, 17 A.  Lmenn we enn fnke a leval sense of it and — fvo i
18 Q. Okay. Let's say a 755,893.80 bowl of gold coing 18 puysfor 14 days and do the math af §119 an howr —
19 fell fn your fap fofay and you were able to go cutand 19 Q. Sure,
20 cotuplete the project, get (he fuspeetion and {he startup dong, f§ 20 A. —and come up witl a pumber, Bui that's just the
21 How much times wonld that take? 21 .- hat's Just fhe man hours, Tf doeso't count if we lind to
a2 A.  Difficntt to say withont having a knowledge of the 22 purehase any materials or anything, So Ldon't—I don't
23 condition of the slte, Now, [tn assumalng that it's pretly 22 thinkX can answer thatf aceuvately.
late int tie constraction stages, So assuming that everything § 24 Q. 5o youden't know what the harit eost woull ha

hecanse i would depend ot whethey evelythmg whas insialied
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bPage 86 Paga 88
1 correetly? L A, Whaterer bas been dene out there, nnd I don't know
2 A.  And--right, 2 what has or hing not been done, 19 — 18 - howdo Esay
3 Q. And thea rest of it would he man hoars, Aad then 3 this-- fslnconsequentisl. It doesn't make any difference
4 {1's just p guestion f two people, 14 dnys, X nmount per A what they diQ or didn't do. From Caterplilar nnd Mitsubishl's
5 hour, figuring thal maih out? 5 on the UPS side's stancpoint, none of that work was dant by a
5 A, Right, And then -- and Ihen as we discussed & fmetory-nihiorized rep. So all of that has to be done bya
7 earlier, ihe dast part of that ks worldng out the final 7 factory-authorized vep. So --and beeause our folks don't
8 deialls, How sre -~ how B the commnnicalon wiih the 8 lmow what was done or what was not doe you ¢an't — you ezn't
9 puilding going {o work, ow is ihe communiceation with five 8 tryand pick up somebndy clee's worlt in the middle. They've
10 commnnd golng 1o work, those linds of things that get hamnmeredf} 30 going to iave to stard frem the beghuning and go alt the way
11 outin the latter stages of the process. So fhere conld be a 11 (hrough the process.
12 variance theee in cost as well, 12 ), Okay.
13 Q. OChay. Well, low ~ when you say a variance in cosk, 13 A. AndIf that deesn't appen -~ well, two things conld
14 1 menn kew moell variance nrewe talking sbout there? Tnican 16  happen. Number ous, it could be done fucowectly. A step
15  ballpalct It doesn’t scan like a Jot, but ¥ —you kuow. 15 conld be missed, ard (hat could be expensive, The second part
16 A. Well, you know, ([t depends — 16 Jsdlere won't be a viable warranty on any of the produets
L7 Q. Yeah, 17 uniil that is done.
18 A, - if—if they want some high-level eomanndenfions 18 Q. Ohay. Silfing heve vight now fhouph, you don't inow
15 at o dightal level, T mena that's 8 5-, 86,000 process. 29 whellter a factery-anthorized representative has been out there
20 Q. OXay. Notnlighcost relative to what we're 20 snd dose any of that work, do you?
21 {alking alrentin this cose? 21 A, T'mreelatively sire that (hat Ias not kappened,
22 A. Relative to three quarters of a miivn dollaes not 22 Q. Basedon? . Fi
23 high. 23 A. Dased on discussions we had with Mitsubishi as far
24 Q. Well, 5-, 86,000, not inslgnificant either? 24 ga fhen dispatching somebody. ‘They were not golng fo dispateh
25 A, Right, 25 anybody without our Juowledge. And they siy iat they
‘Page 87 Page 89
1 Q. 5o I mean you wouli have io come oub-vf-pocket 1 haven'd.
2 for —akny, 2 Q. Obsy.
3 Just speetfically tniliug about the Instaliatton of 3 A.  And asfar ns Calerplliny goes owr —we've hiad -- ?
4 the protecal codes, how mnch tine iy that going to take? IT 4 we have very specific what we cali sales und service z
‘5 ithas fo happen? Tfit... " 5 agreements with Caterplilar. Aud if another dealer is gohg ;
6 A, You kaow T really can' nuswer, And {he reasonul 6 to come inand woerk i ouv territory, perform any sovt of woirk
9 caw'fanmyer 18 when Ewas a {echnician, we didn't have all 7 whatsoever, they need fo mokify us thut they're going Lo be in i
8 these digltal conununications, So L ean tell you ihat we bave 8 owrtersitory worldng, Andwe'vehad no CAT denler nofify us I
2 to go sl fhevay back to the beglaning, TE's uot something 9 - (haf they were going to he werling on the job. H
10 youcan plekup in the widdle and do Just fhad Wehavetage 210 Sa condd somebody hiave snuek in and dane i#? 2
11 back ta the very beginning and stact from ground zevo andl worlky 13 Q. Sure. 'r
12 fhrough the eliecklist provess that Caterplliar gives us fo get 12 A, Yoz Ifsnotvery likely. %
13 toflai poinh_t‘here we stari geifing things communicating with § 13 Q. Okay. Have you had communications wiih anylsady at l
14 eachother 14 Caterglilar about nof wanding anyont else io conize in and do |
15 Q. Olmy. And to gobackfrom fhic beginning and go 15 that, primary because you guys haven't — or are owed alot of
16 (hrough the checkdlsf, how — X menn, approximately how Tong 16 money on this project?
17 is tind going lo fake? 17 A. Ldon'trecall i
ig A. That's 14 days. ia €, How ahont Mitsubishi, communteations with them atong| 5
19 Q. ‘That's 14 duys? 1% those samo Jines? 5
20 A Yep W A - o
2% Q. Well, so what you're saying is you ean't--ns 1 21 Q, LE,don'tlet-- don'tJet someonc else come in
22 understand (s, yoo can't install the protocol codes withont 22 and fa {his becouse we're awed n lot of moncy and — and we ;'
23 dohyg the whole stavhup? 23 want fo gei pald? f
24 A. Correcl. 24 A. Yeal, I don't vecall-- yeah, na, I don't vecall f
25 Q. Okay 25 !mving that conversafion, ;
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KETTH LOZEAU - 9/4/2012
24 {Pages 90 to 93)

Page 30 Page 22 §

1 €. Butnoboedy fram Caterpillay ar Mitsubishi could do 1 CERTIFICATE OF DEPONENT

2 anything with the profocol codes? That's sumething that you 2 PAGE LINE CHANGE REASON

3 puys would have to de, because lilee you saill carlier, T fhink j

4 jt's proprietoy? 5

5 A. Carrech 6

G Q. All right. And the ofherlind of question £ had -- 7

7 it's kind of randomn —when yon say the factory guy, which B

8 factory? ] -

9 A, Wehave scveral invalved, What - carrya conple of 18 i
10 diffevent terms. Their official npme at this point3s f; ]
11 Caterpillar Switchgear, Ituse {o bo lown as Inteliigent 13 H
12 Switchgeni Crganization, And then it wus known as CATISG 30 - 7 1
13 (phonefic) for awhile duving a transition peviod, Bug their 15 ‘
14 officinl Gtk now is Caterpiflay Switehgear. 16 i
15 Q. Okay. E rEEEy H
16 A. '3 a division of iflar. And the : R R
17 have »—?;:fyi:tlwit::eic:m:x ;1:;;13 tlmtg: out t:m}I' do site I, KEITH LQZFAU’ dcponent horcit, qo Elmby certity 2
18 inspections and projest management and thosc Kinds of thingsg ¥ 32giﬁﬁﬂgﬁ:ﬁg&ﬂfﬂuﬁtﬁ :i[:ilt‘;ﬂﬂ?:’gjﬁ;t:ﬁf 1] i i
19 #'s a very—very technical bustness that most dealers dan't 20 have rend, casrected and do hereby affix my sipnaters to said i
20 have the vealabifity te support, so they have factory folks deposition, ‘

21 thal help out, 21 E
22 Q. Okay. That was -- thatwas where [ was going. 1 i; g
23 wasn't sure where —which ofthe factorics he enme from, 1
24 Wy talked about n lot of subjects today and a lotof 24 KEITH LOZEAU, Deponent 2
25  specific ibings, Ysthoro anything clse about your 25 i

Page 91 . Page 93 %.

1 involvemen! with the Clty Hall project and specifically 1 REFORTER'S CERTIFICATE }

2 velating te your dealings with Mojave Elecieic that T didnot§ 2 i

3 nsk yon about foday, but that you feel arc important to my 3 1, Tammy M. Breed, CSI No. 305, Certified l

4 undorstanding of what —vwhat the dynamie here is, issues 4 Reportes, certily: . I

§  going forward? 5 That the Foregoelng provecdings were takon before me g

& A, No N ) 6 atthe tinie and place therein set forth, at which time the 1

7 MS. ROBRNSON: Objeat, form of the question, 7 witness was put under oath by me; :

8. THE WITNESS: No, 8 'Fimt the testimany of the wi!nests, the Ii

9 MR BOSCHEE: Okay, 1 don't have any further 4 quastm.ns propounded, and_aLE objeotions and statements.made i
10 guestions. 10 atthe time ofthe exmninatmnwm:e recyrded stenogmpiucally g
11 T assuming Jennifer docst't have any questions? 11 by e and sierc ther?aﬂf.sr raseribed; . 1

iz “That the foregoing is & trus and correet trunscript i
12 MS. ROBINSON: Mo, 13 ofmy shorthand not tak F
13 {Signature requested.) ¥ shorthand o es 85 o N 1
X4 (Tho praccedings concluded at 11:3 6 am.) 14. 1 fugther coriify that T am not a{c!a(rvc or
s 18 employee ?f any attlomcy of the pasties, nor ﬁnpnc;aliy

16 Interesied inthe action. I
16 1t 1 deolare undet ponatiy of porjury under the laws of
L7 18 Nevada thai the firegoing is trae and correct.
18 19 Dated this 5th day of Scptember, 2012, t
20 o1 i
21 22 |
22 23 i
23 TAMMY M. BRERD, C.C.R.No. 305
a4 ' 24 :
25 25 :

LT it T T T U O AT Ty P B e LA S a i e o] B es e T TSRS A SR R A T R A TR i

LITI ATTON SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES - (702) 648-2595

JA 00007527




EXHIBIT E

0000000000




SHANE NORMAN - 8/16/2012

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY, )}
a Nevada corporation,

Plaintiff,
CASH NO. A642583
DEPT. NQ, 32
(Consclidated with A653029)

vs.

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

T b T

Defendants,

AND RELATED MATTERS.

e e o Tt e s et e et et o e Tt Tt St r® et N Sl St St g Nt s T Tt e St e Tt e

DEPOSITION OF SHANE NORMAN
THURSDAY, AUGUST 16, 20132
9:43 A M.
AT 400 SOUTH FOURTH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
L.AS VEGAS, NEVADA

REPORTED BY: WMICHELLE R. FERREYRA-MAREZ, CCR No. 876
JOB NO. 163701
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SHANE NORMAN - 8/16/2012
2 (Pages 2 to 5)
Page 2 Page 4|§
1 DEFOSITION DF SHANT NOHMAN, 1 TAS VEGAS, NEVADA, THURSDAY, AUGUST 16,201%;
2 Inken 6% 400 South Fousth Streey, Third Floar,
3 LzsVeaas Mevada, on TLHORSPAY, AUGUST 16,2012,al 2 9:43 AM.
4 943 an, befors Mit::_]le:‘-, is’erre;':r‘aii{dmiz, Cectified 3 _000-
5 { Tee) , § r the Stale YR y R . N
6 A;‘:’I;ihﬂlxggﬁg: e . 4 {Tn au off-the-record disoussion Leld pylor to the
T Mo R OUINSON 5 commencenient of the deposition proceedings, counsel |§
DY: JENNEFER R, ROBINSON, BSQ. 6  agreed to waive the cautt reporier requitements wader
B Gs Y A Farkwy 7 Rulo 30(bX4) of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.)
10 Las Yegas, NV ED119 8 :
(792) 2334225 1
1 (792) 233-4252 Fax Wheraupon,
jrotsinson(@pezaillorobinsor.com 9
12
For Dplemnnts West Edu, 12d., dha Mojeve Blecily, his) SHANE NORMAN,
= g;‘:;;:f L‘I‘m"iﬂ.‘i‘é{ﬂ‘;“;.’d T)t;iﬁlgfn::;;e:rﬁﬁmg 11 hoving been first duly swori (o testify to the (rath, i
14 Travoless Casualiy and & ‘}ureti[. Lomp:[ty ol Amefics! 12 the whole iruth and rofhing bui the truth, was exantined
15 gﬁgﬁoimas WALCHL, HOLLEY, WOLOSON & 13 and festified as fotlows:
** B EutMIAY &, BIISCOB, ESQ 14
BY: . 3 ).
11 490 Sonth Fourl Strect 15 BXAMINATION
“Ihlvd P el
18 1as Veg::.leala 49101 16 BY MR BOSCHB?'
(702) 791-8308 17 Q. Good morning, conld you please state aud spell i
" e e com 18 yourIast name for the record? '
el For Defbrndant foned Renie skn Jnael Carvalho: 19 A, Shane Norman, S-hi=pn=g, Nepraii-a-s,
21 o Pt el fieuie sk uae Carvalho: 20 Q. And you are appearing foday pursuant to a b
an g‘si‘i"‘nﬁ L éﬁgﬂﬁiﬁ_ 21 request we made ef your counsel for the pexson maost %
6615 5. Bastern Avenue 22 knowledgeable from Cashunan Equipment; isthat correct? ;
Suile 103
= L:Is l‘:‘cga:z, Mevada 82F1% 23 A, Thatls true. ?
24 (702} 6999000 24 Q. My name is Brian Boschee, I'm counsel far a
- f,{;’,%gﬁ;?,?,?&‘,’;;m 25 hunch of éhe defendants, particnlatly Mojave, Wiliting
Page 3 Page 5
1 INDEX 1 Turner, in the litigation ftled in District Court, Go
2 WITNESS: SHANE NORMAN 2 . ahead, ¥'m sorty.
3 BEXAMINATION PAGE . . o N
¢ FExaminntion By Mr. Boschee 4 3 A, Are yo}: r:.preseutmg Mojave and Whiting Turner 3
5 4  and Feorest City?
& v B Q. Well, Whiting Turner, Mojave — E
7 ' 8 MS. BRISCOE: Fidelity. H
8 Bk BNDEXTO EXH[BI‘I‘.‘% 7 MR. ROSCHER: Pidelity, Fm trying to think %
@ ahibit age 8 f i
10 1 Check dated April 29, 2011 3 . of ali }c:;' Sth; gg;ffsso]q Al the sued i
from CAM Consulting to Cashman - : & SUrelies, {
11 Eguipment 10 BY MR.BOSCHEE: :
12 2 Credit application submilted 61 11 . All the sureties,
by CAM Cousulfing 12 MS, BRISCOE: Not Forest City,
13 .
. et et e 12 MR, BOSCHEE: No. j
L Tovolcesad bills of loding 66 14 MS, ROBINSON: Forest City is out because of
4 Uncondilional waiver and 78 18 the Hion relcase. !
15. retease upon final payment 16 BYMR.BOSCHEE: :
16 3 Notice of right to lisn &5 17 Q. Right. And I'm not representing CAM oy the 1
17 6 M‘J‘Chamcls. liea 87 18 Carvalhos, ‘They have separate counsel, Mr. Coleman. §
18 7 O0-day notice sent fo Whiting 91 18 A Sure %
Turner )
10 20 MR, COLEMAMN: Irepresent Janef Rennie, v
a1 21 THE WITNESS: Okay. 3
a1 22 MBS. ROBINSON: But not Angelo Carvalhio.
22 23 MR, COLEMAN: No, %
» 24 MR, BOSCHEE: Right. i
!
A
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SHANE NORMAN

8/16/2012
3 (Pages 6 to 9)

R TP 0

ot s T

Page 6 page 8 |
1 BY MR, BOSCHEE: 1 something to drink, get a coolde, go fo the restrocin, §
2 Q. And {'m here for the depositivn today that is 2 whatever you used to do, just let me know and we witl ;
3 regarding the Jitigation that's been filed in the stats 2 take a quick break and go off the record, {don'twant !
4 pourt I'm sure you ars fairly familiar witl. Let me 4 you lo, vou kmow, be uncomforénble because we're §
5 ask you right ont of the gate, have you been deposed §  puiting you through the grinder heve. This Is ot to i
6 hefore? & lethat Okay? Do you understand? {
7 A. No. 7 A. Okay, yes, No water boavding, Gotyon. ¢
8 0. ¥m sorry. Lot me give yon a quich rundown of 8 Q. Exactly.
9 whatwe're going to do today. It's actually pretty G Ave you currenily taking any medication that %
10 simple. I'm assuning that you're vepresented by 10 will impede your abillty to testify? i
11 cpunsel, Ms. Robinson? 1L A No. }
12 © A, Yes 12 Q. Iz there any other resson why you wonldn't be i
13 Q. You mny have gone through the ground rules 13 able to give your best testtmanty today?
14 with her before this, but et me just ron through a few 14 A, Ne.
15  things, I'm going to ask you some questions. Youare 15 Q. There's alse golng go to be Himes when counsel H
16 geing to provide answers, and the court reporter is 16 or the ather, I don't now about Mr. Celemnn, Lui your 1
17  going lo trauscribe then. Tdon‘t want you fo guess at 17  counselmay make an objection, ¥ may make an objeclion i
12 anything. Xfthere's something that you don't Jnoew or 18 iFMr. Coleman is nsking questions. Let the objection
19  something yon don't you understand, just tell me. 19 play out But unbess your counsd instructs you notto
20 There's a good chance that's going to happen, Just 20 answaer, most likely we'll be making the objection for
21 tel} me, and X will do my best to clarify. And if you 21 the record, and you will still have to answer the !
22 don't know,you doa't know, That sqid, 1 am entitled 22 question after the objections are finished, Okay? H
23 foyour host rocolloction of what you do remomber abont § 23 A, Okay. I;
24 the ovents that we're going to tallk about. So to the 24 Q. Cool, Ithinic that's about the end ofthe
25  extent that you remember som ething, 1 am eatitled fo 95 lnfroduetery boring staff,
Page 7 Page 9 i
1 that. De you understand that? h 3 Did you do anything to prepave for the
2 A. Uhhohb, ' 2 deposition this morning? -
3 Q. 'The oath thatyou just took form flie conxt 3 A, Notnecessarily for this one, no.
4 yeporter is ¢he same oath that you would tuke ina 4 Q. 'When you say "not necessarily for thiy eng"!
5 comrteflaw. ¥think actuslly youmay have just taken | 5 did youreview anything for anything clso in the case?
6 lastweek in auother hearing. It carvies with 1 the 6 A, Well, we were in cowrt Inst wesk, and we have ‘
9 sume duties and pennalties that the eath would take in 7 CAM/Angelo Cmrvalhe stuff going en sis well, 50 -- i
8  court, Doyon understand that? 8 Q. Ripht, And jusi so —Lknow what you ave i
2 A, Yes. o tolling about, ut Iwaut to nake sure that we have s |
10 Q. I'm going to do my best togota ¢omntplete 10 clear vecord of what you ave alking abvut. The E
13 transcript of the procecdings foday, so it's imsportant 11 proceeding in courf last wecl was a prove-up fsearing on §
12  {hatwhen I'm asking questions you not talk, and when §12  some dnmages against CAM and Carvalho; correct? %
13 youare answering my quesiions, I not interrupt you, 13 A, Yes 1
14 Leeanse the court reporter can't transeribe uy both 14 Q. And you reviewed some documents in conjunction ‘é
15  alking at the snme time, Okay? 15 with that hearing?
16 Alse, the court veporfer needs pudible answers i6 A. Uh-wh.
17 so yes,n0, or whatever, Tut tike head nods and 17 Q. What did you review? i
18 shaldng your head no, she can'l teanserdbe thatso, Do §18 A. Some documents, F menn, time lnes, you Know, :
19  you understand that? 19 looked at the involees, that ldnd of thing,
20 A. Yeah, 20 Q. Do you rementher specifically any other
21 €. That idcally will give us a clear record. 21 gocuments that you looked at?
22 Also, this is not meant to be an endurance 22 A, YT hve a three ring binder with probably F
23 contest by any steeteh of the lmagination. 'l do oy 23 pbout 300 pages in ity 50 -
24 hest to get us out of here as efficlently as possthie. 24 Q. Okay. ‘
25  Butif you need to take a break, get sonie water, gel A, -~ justthumbed through them all !
S BT f e e PUA HES bt S o A e T T T TR T ST e R e ] SETELE e ¥ T b H RO ﬁu:«u-;‘,é,uglg;.m e AN H
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4 {Pages 10 to 13
Page 10 Page 12
1 (). F'm sure the answer to this is yes becnuse 1 A, Tifteen years.’
2 I'veseen hundreds and hndreds of pages of doeuments 3 2 Q, And briefly, ¥ mean, real Render's Digest, I
3 for these. Of all the docmments that you veviewed for 3 mean, as brief as you ean, give me your edueational
4 that hearing and then Twoudd assume kind of spifl over § 4 background.
5 futo today, that's all stuff that's been produced In 5 A, Taraduated in Guance from Utah Siate
6 this litigation; coxrect? 6  Universify 15 years agu or se. I graduated from the
7 A. Yes. 7 geaduate sclioof of Credit and Finance Management at
B Q. Other than counscl, did you talk {o anybedy 8  Dartmouth abont twe years ago. Amd ¥'m a certified
9  about the - Ist's sinrt with the prove-up kearing on 9 gredit executive, which is the highest of three
10 Friday, did you talk to anyone nhout that? 10 eerfifications for evedit managers.
1t A, My atforney. 1 (). When did you get that certification?
12 Q. Other than your attorney? 12 A, Atthe same éime I graduated feont the graduate
13 A. No. 13 schaol
14 Q. Did yeu {alk to anyhody about your depesition 14 Q). So within the Inst couple of years?
15 today, about what — you know, 1ite subjects you were 15 A. Yeah. Tt's probably been fivo years now.
15  going to testify about or anything? 16 . Q. Thespecific date is not important. L just
1% A. Yeplt, Other than my atterney, no. 17 Kkind of want fo get a general idea.
18 (¢, Other than ihe decuments you looked at for the  §18 Walisme through, T have a pretty good idea,
19 prove-up hearing, 44 you lopk at anything ¢Ise in 19 but, again, for the record anl jast so we're clear,
20  preparation Tor the deposition today, in the last five 20 what are your job vesponsibilities as a credit mannger
21 days, X guess it has been? 2% for Cashman?
22 A. No. Ibaven'i reviewed the file, 22 A, Extending lmes of eredit, maintaining those
23 €. ‘Well generally, what T'm going to be asking 23 lines of credit, collecting on vecoivables, reminding
24 you abont, 'm sure yau know, is the guestions about 24 customers who forget or fafl to pay us, werking ont
25  the City Hall project, generally - 25 complicated deals, including legal issues. Ialse
Page 11 Page 13
1 A, Sure. - 1 provide or facilitate vetail financing options for sur
2 Q. -~ and Kind of how this whole thing 2 cusfomers who are purchasing our equipment,
3 trauspired. But first, T just want to gef a little hit 3 Q. Okay,
4 of backgeound with Cashmas. Whatis your position with § 4 A. Paosting cash, a little bit of ireasury
5  Cashmwan? ' 5 managemont, Ihave alsobeen onthe strategic planning
3 A. Mylitleis credst manager. & committee for o company.
7 Q. Fm going o refer to your compouy as Cashoin 7 Q. What is the strategic planning fhatynu do
&  goiug Torward so I don't have to sny the whole thing 8  with your company? What do you do in conjunction with
9  qut. How long iave you been the credit smanager? 9 that? ; ‘
10 A. Sixand a half years. 10 A, What our company is going ta loolclike in ten
11 Q. Di¢ you have any positions with Cashman prior 31 years, what we want to be.
12 to thet? 12 Q. How many people are tm that committee?
13 A, Ne. 13 A. The executive level, 10 07 s0.
14 Q. Did you worl as 1 credit manager with nny 14 Q. Including yon?
15  other sompany prior to coming to Cashman? 15 A. Acinally, I'm — I'm not on that commitiee
16 A, Yes. 16  now. T'was as of three months ago,
17 Q. Who was that? 17 Q. Did you step down from the committec?
1s A. Komatsu Equipment Cempany. Spelled, 18 A, They decided to de it in n different tashion,
1 K-o-n-a-t-5-u, 19 the president; so I'm out, How's that?
20 Q. How long did yeu work fhere? 20 Q. They decided fo takethe exeentive in a
21 A. Thvee years. 21 different direction?
az Q. How long — and I} say construction 22 A, Yoy,
23 indusiry, generally, buf you have been a credit manager 23 Q. Ilike that.
24 in the construction Induséry, how long have you been in 24 So over the entive six-plus years you have
5 ﬂ'll!i ﬁeI{]? 25 wnrkcd a8 n eredit manager fov Cnshman, tlmscjoh
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5 (Pages 14 to 17)
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Page 14 Page 16 i
1 wesponsibilitios have remained fairly static? They 1 Q. How about Whiting Turner?
2 have been what you have done? 2 A, Whiting Turney Is a divect cnstomer of ours as
3 A, Yes. 3 well, but not -- not anywhere to the Mojave volume
4 Q. 1puess - I'm trying to think of a good way 4 levels. _
5 to say this. City Hal project, Fm going to vefer fo 5 Q. Fair to say that a company Hie Whiting Turner
6 gonstraction project, You understand what P'msaying § 6  is maybe one step removed and you deal with more tike
7 when | say consteuction projeet? 7 the Mojaves and then they deal with Whiting more?
8 A, Yes. g A. That is a fnir sintement, yes.
g Q. Huwmany projects like that have you been a Q. And ¥'m going to ask — we will get into more
10 involved In b Las Vegas in the six and a half years 10 defall on this later, but how about CAM, before this
11 with Cashman? 11 project, have you ever dealt with tiem before?
i2 A, That's difficulf to angwer. 12 A. No.
13 Q. Okny. 13 Q. How about Angels Carvalho, have you ever dealt
14 A. Bvery single ane of our customers hag anywhere j 14 witlh any entities that hie was tnvolved in before?
15  between one and, T don't kaew, 100 jobis at any one 15 A, Neo
16 given thne. And we have 2000-plus actlve customers, {16 Q. Oy him personally?
17 Q. Olay. 17 A. No.
18 A, And so U'm involved in, you know, the evedit 18 Q. e kad personally never been a customer?
19  and finance side of things, nof necessavily associated 18 A. No
20 with the job and projeet fundimg. For instance, likea §20 Q. And I'm paraphrasing n iiitle bit, but
21 Mojave or Whiting Turner, that I'm involved ju 21 ebviously we liad a situation with this project.
22 enterinining the, you know, evedit perils of onr 22 A. That's au understatement,
23 customers as opposed to their jobs. So alot. 23 Q. Ithink that's a fair statement, but there was
24 Q. Yes 24 nn issue where there was a payment made and then
25 A, Bui ~buf not divectly so. 25 olwlously you guys didu't get patd, Have you ever had
Page 15 Page 17
1 Q. Letme see if I can clarify that. Ethink I 1 thattype of problem with Mojave o any other project
2 koow what you are saying, and 1 probably asked a pud ¥ 2 inall ihé times they had been a customer of yours? ‘
3 question knowing what your company does, basteally. 3 A, No. i
4 Puatwhereas a lot of contractors and subeontractors 4 Q. Wereyou having—
5  Kkind of deal project fo project, you guys deal mare 5 A, ‘Well, let me -- let me -- lef me restnte that.
6. with eusforers who are worling on different projects (g & Q. Swre.
7 aM over the place. Is that a fair representation? 7 A, We have never had & Mojave eheck hounce.
8 A, 'Fhat is a Enir statement. 8 Q. Olay,
9 Q. ‘And many of these customers werl on projects 9 A+ Let's just say that, not clenr the bank., ‘
10 in LasVegas; is that vight? 10 . How about a situation like this? Awud, again, F
11 A, Yes, 11 very spe.uhcally like this where, you Itnow, materials
12 Q. How many - woll, has Mojave Electric heen o 12 aresupplied, Mojave pays somchody, and then you guys
13 eustomer of Cashiman's? 13 . areleft kind of holding the bill, has anything like
14 A, Yes. 14 it ibat you ean reeall ever hnppened?
15 Q. Ou how many projects would you say? is A. With Majave, no. l%
16 Ar X ¥-Ycouldn't tell you. Mojave has 18 Q. How about Whiting Turner?
17  been a long-standing prominent customer of ours on the 17 A. No,
18 power generation side of our busiuess foralong thine. 1B Q. Sowith respect to a sitwation like what
19 Q. Quite a few? 19 happened here, this is kind of the first time that
20 A. Yes. 20 that's ever lappened with Moliave as n customes fair?
21 Q. In fact, you have worked with Mojave Electric, 21 A, Tair.
22 I menn, from the finance and credit side x number of 22 Q. Now on this project, as I understand #,
23 times i the Inst six and a halfyears; is that fair to 23 Cashman had 2 contract directly with CAM; is that 1
24 sny? 24 right?

Ao - that‘s nnt a clear and conclse yos 0r I
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6 (Pages 18 to 21}

Page 18 Page 20 |
T because that's debatable, 1 Q. Okay.
2 (. Wehl, I guess LIl let you go ahead — 1'm not 2 A. 8050, yes, Mojave referred CAM Consulting
3 trying to trick yon. 3 and introduccd us, How's that?
4 A. Right. 4 Q. So, again, just fryiag to get to the bottom of
5 (. Explain to me what your understanding of the 5 this, it's your understanding that Mojave wanted to use
&  velatlonship between Cashman and CAM and then & CAM Cousulting correct?
7 ultinséely Mojave was? ? A, Yo,
8 A. Initially, eur quotes and the job that we 8 Q. And that the disadvantaged business owner fhat
9 quoted that we provided all the information was 9 they wanted fo use was CAM and they introduced CAM, I l!
16 direetly to Mojave, I don't knavw exactly how long that 10 guess it was Keith, with your eompany? i
11  process was, but it was greater than six months. 1 A. Uh-huh, !
12 & Olay. : 12 (. And that’s how CAM got invoived? i
13 A. In preparation for the project coming up. We i3 A. Yes, ;
14  obviously won the bid. Iden’t know at what point in 14 . Do you know why Mojave or anyonc on that Il
15  tlme, but it is my enderstpuding that just befors 15 projeet would hiave wanted to use a disadvaniaged !
16 invoicing CAM, Angelo Carvallio esme up as a vesultof |16 Dusiess awne ¥
17  Mojave demanding {kat wo wtilize a disadvantaged 17 A, 11 don't know specifically why Mojave
1B busiucss owner o route the fransaction between usand i 18 wanted to, byt T do lenow there ave federally mandated  §
19  Mojave due o federally mandated statutes of using 19  siafutes of -- Hed with mouetary fnds from the
20 djsadvantage husiness ewners or mingrity owned ewners, § 20 federal goverument thaf mandates a ceriain percentage J!
1 Q. Letme follow up on something, You just 21 of jobs to be done with disadvantaged business owners o
22 indieated that Mojave demnnded that CAM be used. 22 or minorlty owned businesses,
23 A. (Witness nods.) 43 Q. So petting back fo, X just want fo clarify
24 Q. What is your basis for that statement, that it 24 this, Tdon't want to beat a dead hovse, but when you
25 was a Mojave demnnd? 25  mid that Mojave wanied to use a disadvantaged business
Tage 19 Page 21 [I;
1 A, Mojave did not want s to invoice them 1 owner, do you have any independent knowledge as to
2 directly. They wanted us to vouie it through ancther 2 whother that was somefhing that Mojave wanted fo do or
3 entity. 3 il firnd was senething that somebody up the chain needed
4 Q. Do you kaveany understanding, indeprendent 4 todo and requested of Mojave? ‘
5 ° understanding, as to how CAM gof fuvelved i this '8 A. 1don'thave any direct knowledge of tiat.
6 yproject in the first place? . [ Q. Ii's just when the neeil for disadvantaged
7 A, Tde. Keith Lozean, who alse works for 7 bmslness owner arosc, from wherever it arose from
8  Cnshmar Eguipment Company, was referred to him by 8 wherever, Mojave recommended CAM and then they
% someone at Mojave. [ don't kuow who thatls, 9 introduced CAM to you?
10 Q. 5o let me just clerify, becanse maybe I didn't 10 A, Yes ;
11 understand what you said, and that's very likely. s 11 Q. Again, that was the first time you lind ever 5
12 your understanding that CAM was vefeired tn Mofave for § 12 worked with CAM or Angelo Carvalhoj corrent? ]
13 useon this project? 13 A. Cormrect. {
14 MS, ROBINSON: I think thal misstates. 14 Q. You didn’t play any part in the selection of
15 Objection. 15 CAM av the disadvaniaged business owner?
16  BY MR.BOSCHEE: 18 A. Idid not. 7
17 Q. That's why Tsaid - T didn't understand what 17 Q. With respect to the requirement for the 3
18 yousald, Could you -~ 18 disndvantaged bushiess owner, did you guys have any i
19 A, Letme --let me - let me clarily, 19 rolein that process af all, other than Mojave i
20 Q. Sure. 20 infroduces CAM i you and ihen you guys use them? Did 2
21 A, Mojave requested that we use a third-pacty 21 you interview CAM? §
22 dlsadvaniaged business owner, They suggested CAM 22 A. Kelth Lozeau is more kuowledgenble abont that,  §
23 Cousulting, ns they had been nsing them themselves as 23 Q. Okay. ]
well as a couple other vendors had been using them to 24 A. Bui, yes, Keith Lozenu did meet with Angelo |
deal with Molnve L pro ject direcﬂy 25 Cm'vnlho at one pomt in time. i
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Page 22 Page 24

1 Q. Well, given that - and maybe this would be 1 A, No. i
2 something more directed to you as kind of ¢he finance 2 ). Is the reason that that unwritien eriteria 1
3 Dusiuess guy ~ 3 became a wrilten criteria? Is it af least in part due %
4 A. Sure, 4 fo this situation? !
5 Q. -- given that you have n fong-standing 5 A, No. i
6  velationship with Mejave. 6 Q. Ttwas just something that you guys felt that i
7 A, Oh-hul, 7 it would probably be good o put on pen to paper? ;
8 Q. And s0 I'm gressing you gitys doing business 8 A, Yenh, i
9  and invelcing Mojave wasn't anytling to give you nny 9 Q. Given the paucity we will say of information,

10 Learthurn; correet? 10  of evedit information of CAM, did this causc you any

il A. No. 11 gencern about cntering into this arrangement where you

12 . But now you got this third party infermediary, 12 were havoicing them instead of Maojave? ;

13 this disadvantaged business owner kind of coming in the 313 A. Yes, i

14 middle of that relationship, and you ars going to be 14 Q. Did you discussion thoss coneerns with Mojave? }

18 invoiting them, Did you have any -- did you run any 15 A. No, Idiscussed them with Keith, our liaison 3

16 Lind of eredit clheck on CAM? 16 to Majave. :

17 A, Tdid. 17 Q. Whatwas the snbstance of thoze conversattons? :

18 Q. And what did that turn up? 18 A, T'm concorned.

19 A, Limited eredif inforntation. 14 Q. Y fooking more for - 1 kind of got {hat. ;

20 Q. DI'm not s credit guy. You ave golng to have 20 A, Veah, P'm concerned. Lmean, that was whatit

21 to tell me what that means, 21 boiled down o, I'm concerned. But hecnuse of our i

22 A. Well, Fm — I'm lilely not at liberty to 22 long-standing relationship with Mojave and beeause the

23 discuss his credif - 23 fact fhat we hadn'é, lilie we mentloned before, hadn't

24 Q. I uuderstend, 24 lmd any ollier Issues and the money was still coming ‘

25 A. -~ powers. 26 from Mojave and the wanits were being delivered 15 we

Page 23 Page 25 %

1 Q. Yunderstand. 1 spoke and it was required of us to involee them, we i
2 A. However, there was uof much credit information 2 wont aberd and did what we did. i
3 where with - to make a4 good ¢redif decision based on 3 Q. And maybe Ull end up having to tatk to Keith %
4 that, Twould liken it {o — his business eredif was 2 4 npbont this at seme point, but whon you expressed your .
5 feHow coming out of cuilcg,c. Youhave no renl 5 concern to Kelth, what did is eospond?. L imear, wiat i
& history. i &  did he say? Did hic just kind of hlow it off and cay, %
7 Q. You hope not auyway. 7 No. Mojave is a good customer. We ean do this. Did H
& A. Yeah 8  he echo your concerns?
g Q. Yéhinlc T did, unfortunately. 9 A. Yes, he echoed my concerns, However, agnin, ‘

10 A. How about high school? 1¢  itieally felf hack to the sirength of our relationship

11 Q. But did you guys have any -- were there auny 11  and the eredit promise of Mojave. §

12 eriteria that you had or that Cashiman had when looking 312 Q. Sure £

12 ai CAM as to, Okny. Yos, we're comforiable T3 Did you or Keith cver have this conversation

14 nsing — you know, nvoicing them and then getting paid 14 with Mojave that you know of where you disenssed in - K

15 uttimntely by Mojave? Did you have any critevia that 15 particwlre your concerns with CAM's lack of eredit to '

16 you were looking at ned sald, Yes, they are olay. Or 16  Mojave and a conversation along the lines of, I gaess

17 WMo, they are not okay? 17 what Yam looking for, Is there someons else we ¢ai use

18 A, Yes, 1de have criteria. 18 or some other disadvantaged business owaner that we can

12 Q. Whatare they? 19  pge beenuse we Just don't have a Jot of erudifon these Ii

20 A. Well, they've written now, but before, it was 20 guys and we are not really comfortabla yeidht it? Did :

21 just my experience. And again, it's -- the exjteria is 21 that conversation ever take place? N

22 thalyon liave s reasonable, aceeptable set of eredit 22 A, Notdireclly with Mojave that X had.

23 infermation on your business that -- that would merit 23 Q. Okay.

24 thattype of transaction. 24 . 1§ XKeith had it, that would he g

25 Q. Drd CAM” 25 dll"fei ent that wuu[d be aquestlm; fur hlm. Tdoen
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Page 26 Page 28 §i
1 hnow that ke had thatf. i Q. - dissdvantaged business owners for other
2 Q, Do you have an understanding as to whether a 2 reasons, but not necessarily -- they'ro direct
3 conversation along those lines faolk place? 3 castomers, You haven't used them in a situation like
4 A, Tdow't know. 4 this, where an existing customer kind of pulls somesne
3 Q. Keith would bo the person that would have had 5 -
6  that conversation? & A. Right.
7 A. Yes. 7 Q, - and slots them in? :
8 Q. Did you evar have any cenversations wilh 8 ¥Have you ever encountered this type of an ;
9 Mojave regarding -- I mean, ohviously before the 9  issue, and, agaln, this type of lssne what we are %
10  unfortunateness, we'll calt i, But did you ever have 10 talking about in this lnwsuif, with a disadvaniaged i
11 any conversations with Mojuve abont the use of CAMon § 11 business vwner's failure to pay. i
12 this project, you personaliy? 1z A. No, nof thatT can recall. And never of :
13 A, No. 13 this - definitely never s lovel of, 1 gress, high 3
14 Q. You have worked with disadvantaged businoess 14 volume. How is that? é
15 owners before, though; correct? 15 Q. Certainly nothing tiat resulted in Htigation? !
16 A. Yes, 16 A. I'wouldn't gay that, 3
17 Q. Ilow often? 17 Q. Hay, I
18 A, It's not a commen occnrrence, hut it is ofien i8 A. Ywouldn't go that far. Agnin, we have quite %
19 enough fo where it does happen on an oceasionnt basls. 19  afew customers; there are customers that don' pay us, i
20 How's that for a fack of hetter specificlty? Tt 20 for whatever reason, We do take them down flie legal |
21 happens. And —and - and it docs work, 21 path, :
22 Q. What types of prajects generally have you guys 22 Q. Chay. i
23 worked with this type of minority contractor or 23 A. And snme of those customers are designnied as %
24 gdisadvantaged business owner? 24  minorily owned, disadvaniaged in some way, shape, or :
25 A, Feqeral projects offen nssociated with the 25 form, ?
Page 27 Page 29
1 military or, you know, federally funded, you kraw, 1 0. But those would be, agah, lile we were just
2 municlpal prejects, that kind of tiing. 2 cassifying, those are more of 2 direct relationship,
3 Q. Sure. Which again would ke sense -- 3 not asiluation like this?
4 A, Yes, 4 A. DNot.~not~not one that was presented to us
B Q, --hecanse those are where the requiremestts 5 gt the time of -« you know, that was kiserted dnkind iy
& comefrom? 6  ofthe Inst minnte like 1his. i
7 A. Yenh. 7 ). So CAM entera the equation af the 11th hou %
8 Q. Xnve you ever worked with a disadvantaged 8 Obvioosly yon guys had some dealings with them becanse }
9  mwner, minority contractor an a private projeef, not a 9 yom are invoicing them directly? i
1¢  Pubiic Works or federal profect? 0 A, Ul-hub, i
11 A. Well, you should know that many of our 11 Q. Howwould you elassify your dealing? Deseribe 4
12 confractors that ave really good eustomers arve alveady 12 for me what your dealings were like with CAM. i
13 designated as minorify contractors. 13 A, Well, honesily, not thint Y haven't been honesi 4
14 Q. Ob, olay. 14  previcusly, I goess, but-- :
1s A. They are owned by & woman or they're owned by I 18 Q. Thankyou for clarifying that, i
16  nminority o they have been disadvantaged in some way, | 18 A. Cur - pur -- now, we're talking about the i
17  shape, or form. 17 teuth. Gur deallngs with CAM were Hmited, beeause we §
18 Q. Olay. 1B mainly denif with Mojave divectly, i
19 A. 5owe deal with them on a regular basis. i9 Q. Okay.
20 Q. Glay. 20 A. And Mojave, in iy estimatlon, in my scveral
21 A. And --but got speificaliy for in behalf of 21 phone calis and wmy contact witl thens, were 1
22 this purpose here. Does that make sense? - 22 basleally — her name was Froncls at Mojave, Francis i
23 Q. Ttdoes. You have customers that are 23 McCombs And she was gquite closg with Angele Carvilhe, %
24  deemed -- 24 andshe was fhe one (hat gonerally conversed with hine. \
A, That are desizunted, yes. 25 Q. Olkay. H
3 z Es = 5 LT 3 T et Frabed o Worar e b B
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Page 30 Page 32 3
1 A, And--yenh. So our dealings weren't 1 A, --check &
2 necessarily directly with CAM, They were still 2 Q. Well, I goess that's veally my question. é
3 primarify with Francfs -- 3 Carvalito gave you a postdated ehecls; vight?
4 Q. Olay. 4 A, Yes.
5 A, — though we hnd €he abillty to tail to him, 5 Q. Did ke tell you why he needed to do that? s
&  aithough he was difficelt to gef aheld of for some 6 A, Well, to elarify, T did not realize that he r‘
7 other reasons we can probably gef ieto Inter, 7 had given me a postdated checic, i
a Q. [will vepresent to you fhai fe's still 8 Q. Oh, olay, lg
9 difficult to got ahold of in eortaln instances, g A. Noi antif subsoquently. Howover, he dif state i
10 A. Well, 1 think whee exactly where g is now. 10 that be wanted me te hold on to the check for twe days k
11 €. Well, actually, yes and no. 11 togiveit time fo clear. Beesuse in the past, with §
1z So how many direct interactions wonld you say 12 such big balances, his bank has held on to the fonds |
15 you had with Angelo or anyhody af CAM? 13 and wouldu't release them to him. And frankly, that |
14 A, Tmet with him twice personally. 14  makes sense. i
15 Q. Okay, 15 - Q. Itdoes. T understand that. |
18 A. Most of the -- and -- and via phoiie was less 1s A. That's - thaf's a common occurcence. !
17 than five thmes. g7 Q. Right
18 Q). What were fhe aeeasions that you had te meet 18 15 it Eairly comman, I puess commnon is
12 with him personally? 19 probably the wrong word, but would you say it's fairly
20 A, Well, ihe first one was to exchange the check 20  common for you guys to get a check and then have ]
21 forrelease. Aud then the second one as at iis heme 21 someenc ask you to hold it for a day or dwo for that i
22 to have him write nie annther checl as the first one was § 22 reason?
23 stop paid. 23 A. Tt is some — somewhat contmern. :
24 . Let's tullk about that. I figured yon were 24 Q. 1t dide' alarm you that Angelo asked you fo
25  gaing to get into that. That's why I pulled that 25  hold on to this cheek for a conple days?
Page 31 Page 33
1 exhibit ont 1 A Ne, He told me thet there was nofiing in his
2 MR, BOSCHEE: I'l mark this as Exhibit 1, 2 hank account, other than the cheek that he
3 {Exhibit 1 marked.) 3 peceived -- was receiving from Mejave at the samo fime
4 BY MR.BOSCHEE; 4 frowm the same meeting that Imet him and thathe has
5 Q. Go ahead and tale a look at (haf, Tl 5+ yet to depesit it, and then the bank would hold on o
6  represetto you, thisis a check i the smount of ! 6 [t and then it wenld tuke n day or two for the bank o
7 $755803.89 dated Aptil 29, 2011, locks like from CAM 7 release the funds or make - vr - o -- T guess I
8. Consulting to Cashman Equipment. Do you recognize thisf 8 don't know if velense e funnds js Kight, but to make
"9 check? 9 them available. How's that?
10 A. Yes, 10 Q. Yes. That’s nnderstundnble,
1l Q. Let's talic abontit for a second, You sald 1L A, And that bs - and thatis 4 commun
12 just n fow miinutes age that this was {he check that you 12 oecurrence.
13 exchanged with Angelo for the unconditional lien 13 Q. Lunderstand what you're saying. A fot of
14 release; correct? 14 hunhs — X know Wells Fargo does the same thing. Ov if
15 A, Yes. 15  yon put keo mueh money in the bank, they’re only going £
16 Q. Wewill leokrithatin a fow ninntes, but my 16  torelensc a poriton ofit immedintely — :
17 question being the unconditional lien relense was 17 A, Exactly.
38 sigued and nodarized by you, I believe, on ApritZ6th, 18 (). - and make you sit for a couple of days,
19  Does thatring a beli? 19 Let me ash you this, though, Did it concorn
20 A, Yes, 20  youthat Angelo Carvalho fold you when ke got his check
21 (. And you provided thaito Carvalho on —was it 21 that this was the only meney in CAM Consulting's bank
22 on thatdate? 22 account?
23 A. Idon't know that it was the 26th exactly, but 23 A. No.
24 itis g couple of days before this - Q. rhat dide't concern you?

Q. Ohay.
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Page 34 Page 36
1 Nojave was paying Bio a larger portion thanwhat this | % on this check fo give payment to Keith theoretically or
2 clieclvwas and that ke was solely a pass-through source, | 2 to pay if some other way?
3 If didn't surprise me at all that he dide'f really have 3 A, TwT--1don't Imow about the Inst part,
4 any—enough -~ cnough moncy to -- you know, for this 4 DLat, yes, e way wnsure of where lifs first chok was is
5  cheek to clear, to ciarify. & s stery.
6 Q. Whaitmade you think Mo]ave was paylng more & Q. Interesting. Okay. Mr. Carvalho is an
7 than {he $7558937 T Intereséing guy.
8 A, Well, because there wero several ether vendors 8 De you have an understanding of when Mujave
8 finvolved. 9 puid CAM?
10 Q. Oflay. 10 A. Yes. That same day that CAM paid me.
11 A. T~ensi'e the only vendor that met with hin 1l Q. A few days earlier or a few days before the
12  that day, from what T understand. 12 20th -
13 Q. So you wnderstood that Mojave wrote CAM a 13 A, Yes,
14 larper cheek than this, and this was just him paying 14 Q. — ora couple of days?
15  youwr portion of that? i5 And you said it’s nol uncommon fux you guys to
le A, Yes, 16 kol on to s check for & couple uf days to lat i clear
17 Q. Did Carvatho tell you that? 17  a bank; coxrect?
18 A Yes. 38 A, For the bank to velease the fiends, yes.
19 Q. Oif the top of your head, I mean, do you 19 . Well, yes, vight. That's not ancommen?
20 remember what other vendors were there that day? 20 A, If's not uncomimoz.
21 A, Ido. Well, I don't - I can't vouch For them 21 Q. Aceepling a postdated check in a situation
22 actunlly being there. 22 fike this is not semething that would necessarily cause
23 @ Yunderstand. 23 you any angst?
24 A, But ] do kanow that he i write - ot — o 24 MS. ROBINSON: 1 think that misstates previous
25  receive payment for two other vendors, Onewas QED, 25  testimony. Oblection.
Page 35 Page 37 !
1 and the other one was - F would be giessing, I 1 THE WITNESS: Well--
2 reeollect correctly, it's Consolidated Efectvicnl 2 RY MR BOSCHEE:
3 Systems, but - 3 Q. That's fine,
4 Q. And ifit's not, don't worry. I'm nef going 4 A. Again, Idid not knew if was a postdated
5 o tmpeach you with that of all things. Thaf's fine, 5 gheck, se I 3idn’t knowingly accept n postdated check.
& A, That can be verified through Angelo Carvaliio's &  However, he did ask me {o liold on te the checkor a
7 benk statements. 7 couple of days. .
8 Q. Suve. 8 Q. You guys don't — I mean, I say you guys, but
9 So obviousiy this eheck has 2 slop payment on ¢ (Cashntan, s not o standard businoss practies @
10 it 10 accept posidated chechs, is IFY
11 A, Yes. 1L A. Notastandard, ¥ - Dweuldn't -1 wonldr't
12 Q. --correct? 12 say that, no.
13 Who requested that? Hew dld this become a 13 Q. Okay.
34 stop payment situption? Walk me through that process. g 14 A. 'Wehave lofs of checks. X mean, most
is A, Well, T know for a faet that Angele Carvalho 15  everybody pays us with checls, sending them divectly (o
16 did it, becnuse e told me hinself when Tmnet with him 16  our Jockbux. Thase are obviousky not postdated hecause
17  the second time atItis hone, 17 those are antomatically posted inte onr -- when we do
is Q. Why? 18 accept payments firon customsers and somelimes o
19 A. He sald that Koith Logenu had eafled him 18 pceasions, they ask us to hold on fo the check for #
20 asking him for payment, who also, again, works for 26 conple days. It's not uncommon. i
21 Cashman, and Keith did not vealize that I hnd picked up g 21 Q. Soon the 26th or27ih of April, you have an X
22 this check. 22 understanding that Mojave has vritten a cheel to CAM, |
23 (. So Carvallie's story was that someone else at 23 moneyis in the bank, Carvaliio asks you te held on fo i
Cashman had asked him for payment and @idn't realize §24  this particular clhock for a couple of days 50 the bank 5
i

wnl release the i’unda"
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Page 34 Page 40 3
1 A. Rigit. 1 sccountis not of super inge significanes that the bank
2 . And you say ofiay and only fiud out Inter flint 2 wonld put a hold on it
3 ¢here's an issue; is that fair? 3 ). Right. I'would inagine you hiave a yevolving .
4 A. Yes. 4 Dalaneein your aceount of more than $79 0,000, I hope,
5 Q. Wihen did you guys - whes did you o whendid || & A, Ii's significanily meore than that, yeah.
6  somcone else from Cashman actually {ake this checki to § 6 Q. So when were you untified thaf there was a
7 the bank? 7  problem? Ymean, did the dank notify you or did :
& A, We didn’t take il to the bank, Wo had a 8 - Carvalhe notify you? y
9 desktop deposif. 9 A, Mo, Carvalko did not nofify us. The bank Ii
10 Q. UOkay. 10 nofified us. And T don't lenow what -- this says 54 is i
11 A. 1 belleve it was either Friday - Friday — 1 11 the dafe.
12 ¢hink this April 29th, if I'm not misiakes, 2011, s a i2 Q. 1have a date of 5/4, yes. That's why I
13 YWriday. I¢hink that's the date that we deposited it 13 ashed. §
14 in our deshiop deposit, 14 A. Yeall Tdon't kuow that we were nofified that
15 Q. Ohay. 15 {ay, but that was the day that it was returped by our
16 A. Therewns no taking it to the banl. 16  hank. And not necessavily — when T say returned fo
17 Q. I'm oot readily familinr with that. L mean, 17  wus, that doesn't necessarlly mean they nofiffed us, hut
18 T'm not as Bamiliar as vou are with desltop deposit, 18 it was stamped vaturacd. I was shortly thereafter,
19 Dt typically my expericuce has been that when yondo {19  though.
20  something on Friday lilie thaf, i hits the hanl a lat 20 Q. Did the bank just tell you there was
21 of times on Monday. Is that yonr oxperience or does it £2 1 insufficlent funds to cover the cheek?
22 usualdly hit that same day? 22 A, Yeah.
23 A. Well, and I don't mean to be nifpicky, but 23 Q. Olay,
24 when you say it the hauk," you need o clarify that, §24 A, Nn. Ne. They just sald it was — vight hers,
25 Q. Sure, 25 yetmn reason, stop payment. Not insufficient fnnds.
Page 32 Page 41
1 A... When does that hit -- are -~ are you asking 1 Q. That's faiv-with this particular checle,
2 when does that hit Angelo's account? 2 So you get the stop payment back from your
3 Q. Yes. That's probably the better question. 3 bank. What do you do next? And Lassume this js you "
4 A, Tdon't know the answer to that, hut we 4 haundlngthis?
5 {generally receive funds and aceess to the fmuds {le B A, Yes. Well, T do have p staff and — and, you
6 1same day that we deposit it from our bank, Now, what § 6  Lnow, they help me out, However, the fivst ovder of
7 dayit's presenied to Angelo Caryallo's bank is - 1 7 Dusiness was to iry te contact Angelo fo have him, you
8  don't know. : 8  know, sort it out, and we were unable to,
9 Q. Evenin-— 9 Q. Olay. o
190 A. IheHeve it's the smne gay, actually, or # 10 A. T thie first meeting that I exchanged the
11 Saterday, but I don' think that it woukd he a Monday, §31  clieck, he mentioned that ke was Ienving the next day
12 Butit depends upon ihe hank and i depends upon e g12  for Afghanistan on auother military misston.
13 type of transaction - 13 Q. Did you have nn snderstanding of whether he
14 Q. Sure. 14 was orwas not actunlly in the military at that {ime?
15 A, - Ints of things out of both our hands, 15 A. Af that point in tine, I was under the
16 Q. Oune of those things being presumably the 16  impression that e was in the mililary becanse that's
17 awmount of he chieck, Would a checlt in this amount 17 what he fold me.
18  typicaliy bo available for yon the samie day? 18 Q. Okay.
19 A. Well, our bank refeases all of our - does ot 18 A. That e had -- and - and the renson for that
20 poé a hold ¢n any of our funds. 20 15 it fook A while for us to get this check after 2
21 Q. Okay. 21 involelng, which wasn'¢ the plan — r'.
22 A. And ¢his Is % Tnrge cheels for ns. Buf apain, 22 Q. Okay.
23 in the whole scheme of things — 23 A, — because lie wis away on an assigament in the ¥
24 Q. Yunderstand. Middle Tast somowhere. %
z5 A. - forus is not — going throngh our hank i
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1 A, And — and that was told to us by Francis 1 A. Uhb-huh,

2 MeCombs at Mojave. 2 . - did he de anything to try to male this

3 Q. Olay, 3 good? Y mean what - E

4 A. And s0 when he finally came back into towa is 4 A Well - i

5  when we had that flest meeting, ] (. Beeause [ have rend somewhere, either in a :

3 Q. Okay. & declaration of yours or in something that you went with

7 A. And then ke stnfed in that meeting that he was 7 him fo the bank. ‘Was that during this meeting ov a

8  going to be gone for anoflier 45 days starting tire day 8 different meefing?

9 affer. 5 A, Well, Y need ta clarify quite a bit of that. -
10 Q. Sothen at that polut he's back, but he's 10 Q. Olay, Ff
11 leaving again, You at this point Inow there's o 11 A, And-- and -- and if you den't mind,

12 problem? 12 Jennifer — she ¢an obviously object to me snying more

13 A, Yes. 23 or less than Y ought s, but we should probably backup

i4 Q. What did you dot Or what was the next thing 14 to howl got the second moeting to happe,

15 you did? 15 Q. Sure,

16 A. Well, we - we attcmpted to get ahold of him 16 A. So, again, not able to contact him, no this,

17  on his e-mail address, because he was fairly good about 17  no that, and that drags on for sevoral waeks, ¥ can't

18 returning emails, cven in spite of him being overseas, 18 tell you exnctly how many weeks it was afterwards. Bui

19 allegedly, is what he teld us. And we were unable 19 @ my research in frying to find him, T find bim, 1

20  ip-- we fried phone calls, we fried him direelly via 20 find kis mume isted with another company it way

21 c-mail, we fried Mojave, Eowasn't worlding. 21 recently formed In Callfornis with anollicr businessman

22 Q. Generally, when you have a ereditor or 22 whe deos glazing, which is glass buitdings,

23 situatfon like this that fails to find - 23 Q. Right.

24 A, Ul-hih, 24 A, And be has Iiis own company, and they formed

25 Q, - doe you guys have a procedure for deaiing 25 p-wq - ngain, o disndvantaged business iogather with
Page 43 Page 45 |

1 with that? 1 Angelo heing one of the owners, with fhe ideit that {hey :

2 A. Well, we contaci fhe customer divectly fo &y a2 centd run federally - you Xnow, for the same purposes :

3 and make geod on it 3 of this. X got ahold of several folles within that é

4 3, Sure. So that's fhe idenl sitmation, Then 4 company who then finally veferred me to the owner, of ;

5 when you have a situation like thatwhers the gy is 5 whom | spoke with who happened {o be lo Yegas, who i

6  off traversing whatever, do you have kind ofa backup? § 6  happened to have just met with Angelo Carvalho the duy ;

7 Dayou Yave anothor — ke a secondary, Okay. We 7 before, And thisis the same fime when Angele has gone

B can't get ahold of the customer, Mow what? 8 darland sapposedly overseas. 3

] A, As far as o written policy, ne. 9 8¢ X meet — T+~ L go to his honse the next
10 Q. Bat as the credit manager for Cashman, do you 10 mocning, and about 8:00 o*clocl or so I start knocking
11 Iave somefldng that you typleally do when a stituntion  F 11 fer about 20 minutes, nnd he finally answers the donr. ;
12 arises Hie this? 12 And he states thet he had juse got in at £:00 or so in §
13 A, Well, this is ot 5 typieal sliuatmn, fo be 13 themorning at Nellls from another assignment sverseas, ;
14 - honestwith yon, We don't have checks of this 14 He docs make out amother check at my behest, amd this b
15 pagiitude bemuce that I enn ever vecall. Orbhounce, 1 B15  is when he tells me that hie put the stop payment on it
16  guess (hat's not the right word, Or stop payment, 16 for whatever reason — r“
17  Become nonsulficient —- or non -- don't yleld funds, 17 Q. Olay. ;
18 How's that? ‘That's probably the hest word. That's 18 A. —forthe rensons T mentioned prior. And he 5
19  what we did is we wont after — divectly after Angelo 15 gives me another chech, after a half hour of hint ’
20 Carvallw and tried to pet Mojave t0 put a stop payment f 20 fowuming, I then go dowa to Nevads State Bank, of which |
21 on their eheek to him. 21 that's the banlk that it was wyitten an. 5
22 €3, But by the tine you did tlat, it was foo Jate, 22 Q. Yes. ’i
23 wasn'tit? 23 A, Yeu Asd ask thent to maloe it a banlc clieck so ;
24 A, Yeah. They said it wasn't possible. 24 that the funds wonhl be gnasanteed 16 us, and they ]

Q. NDW in ﬂus secmul m cmng w;th Carvallm - 25 could fakc the funds ont of his account humedintely 50 l
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we woukla't have (o deal with this again. They were
unabie fo becanse the check — and I dor't have a copy
of this cheel and Iwill {elf you why in s minute,
They wore unalle fo because the chesk — you see here
on this checl if says 7538, you know, 93897

Q. Right,

A. He wrole the next cheek ont thoe same yay, Tt
the bank said beeausa it didn't say 755,893, they said
that that cheel was o good, So Ifhen wention
different Nevadn Siate Bank, just fo sea how eonsistent
they wauld be, and the next Nevada State Bank woukd not
issiie me a cashier's check or a bunk check hecause thoy
said there weve nonsuffictent fimés in his acconnt.

Q. Okay.

A. 5ol tool the check back and met with him
again. So [ guess thore were thres mectings, but the
two and three ywere thesime, within an hour of ench
ofher.

(. Yes.

A. And asleed him to write nie a chieck for what was
Teft in the account, assunting that it might be off by
101 bucks or maybe a couple fhousaod or some odd thing.
And -~ and, you kaaw, so Thanded lim back the check 50
ke conld write one and write it out correcty this
time. And he called his banl. Again, It toolc Irim

[T T B« B B« B R A

Py

13

20

Page 48
i

A. PBuf (he gist of it was there was no money in
the account, which confirmed the 800 bueks, That the
money hiad beon switehed over fo a Wells Fargo actount :
electranfeatly, and he did not da jt. He didn’t know H
who did it Somehody else got access (o his banl
account. Aud so after that plione couversation, {ext
message, and veicemail tha duy, T have never hud
contact with him sinee -

Q. Okay.

A. --despife efforis. How's that?

Q. Tney CasTunan as A business, do you guys have
protections in place for situations lilke this?

A. We do as much as legally possible {6 profect
onrselved in various different forms.

Q. Like what?

A. Woll, mechmnic's, preliminary notices, GCCs,
eradit spreemerts that hold Tolks -- or their feet to
the fire.

Q. Okay.

A. Dutin the ense of obvious fraud, then
we're — that — that we have aHeged and thatis going
to be hopefully proven iu court on the Angels Carvalho
case directly, which is why he is on honse arrest,
if's, as you can fmagine, somewhat difficult to —

Q. No,Iunderstand that. I was losking more

B D0 B3 p A e Rl 3 R
[ R T T R T A TR S =
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Page 47

forever to do this, He called his bank and found aut
there was only 3800 feft in (he account, At thaf peint

in time, T said ¥ would walk — because he said he

didn't kaow what was going on, He calied his banker to
t2y to figure it out. Hesaid hewould go to the hanl
and go do this. So Yinsisted that I go with him te

the bank, He says, Well, it's more complicated than
that, biah, biah, blak; so why don't I just eafl you

back in a half kour er so after Thave met with him
inifiaily,

So Twaited there nearby, Twent to an THOP
and had a Inte breakfast, -- while Ivaited for his
eall. He catled and sald someone hiad - and I actuslly
have the fext. I'm more than happy fo show you guys
what he said. But te called {he fiest thne saying lie's
sifll (rying to figure It out. And Ishould back up.

I'm -- I'm having # hard time reealleeting oxaethy.

But I did reecive a phoune eall from him, ¥ have a
veieemail frem him, and I do have a toxf message from
hiw. And ¥ belfeve that shortly alter Tactually

talked to him via phone, but i havieg » hard time
separating what 1 gienned from: the text, the voice
message, and wien I actually talked fo him on the
phone.

LI‘I‘IGA‘I‘ION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES
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geaerally, kind of, youn Xrow.

A, One of the olher things that we do is joint
checks. And in this ease, we requested a joint checl
from Francis beenuse of the issues with getting alold
of CAM -- - .

Q. Bure. c

A. — and she refused te do that, wincll is not

sbnormal for her fo refuse to do a lot of things for

us, just the way that Francis treated ns at Mojave,

Q. Well, le€'s talkk about that a Jittle bit. You
asled Mojave for u joint cheek; vight?

A. Brancis McCombs.

(, And Fraucls woulin't give you one?

A. Correet,

Q. Did she tell you why?

A. No. I--Iwas ot in that conversation.
That wag one of my siaff, and it was a verbal
conversation, not -- not enail, So T «- unfortunately.

. Okay. ’

A. S0l do notlnow why she said that.

Q. You said 1t was not uncommon for Francis (o
not glve you a jolut check?

A. Mo, Mojave has never given us a joint cheels,
that X am aware of. I -- I guess Tshonldn't say
mwu', but uot in t!m reccnt p‘lsf tlmt 1.~ that I'm

b
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Page hD Page 52
1 awareof, i A. Yes,
2 Q. Doyeu abways request a joint check? 2 Q. And you did that even thongh you had linited
3 A. No. 3 credit information on CAM and they asked you t¢ hold
4 Q. Iwyas going to say, in situatlons wheve 4 theghecl for a couple ofdays?
% they're dealing with you as a eusfomer, L wouldu't 8 A, Yes.
& think it would be necessary. G Q. You siill did have any issue giving them the
7 A, No, we don't veally have to have fliat. 1 7 unconditiona] Hen release?
8 mean, theve's not a real goed reason for it. Bat in 8 A, Well, if — if -- you miay not be aware, and
9 this case, there was a very good reasoi. 9 ebvionsly you are faivly aware of what releases mean or
10 Q. Well, when did you request the joint cheek? 10 don'f mean, and --and then there is akways — it's
11 A, Before we were paid -- or before we wore 11 debatable and arguable, but frem my understanding and
12 attempted fo ba paid. How's that? 12 education, that if a cheek does not clear, then the
13 Q. Before that fivst meeting where he handed you  J 13 Men velease hecomes invalid,
14 ihe check? 14 €}, Dkay.
15 A. Yes, Wll, Francis hat asked us to sign an 15 A, 8o based en my ~- and, again, you know,
16  uncoenditional release prior to actually having the 16  obviously you gays can debate that until kingdem conte,
17 woney or the payment, which we objected to and said 517 But my education, that's what that tells me. So Lam
18 wa'd only do If as Jeng ps ve had the elicel. 18 not as concerned abont signing an unconditional release
19 Q. Titat's where J guess I'm having a Littlo bit 19 jn aceepting » check, becavse | believe, and that's
20 of disconnect. So Fraucis wants you guys to sign an 20 what my edicestion tells me, that i€ that check does not
2t anconditional final Hen; correct? 21 olear far whatever veason that my release I hiave given
22 A. Well, and - and the reason was becanse Mojave §22  ontis voided.
23 was under the gun to gef pald themselves, and Angelo  §23 . Do you guys use conditional relenses?
24 was nowlere fo be found, s e couldn't sign amy 24 A, We use conditionsls and nnconditinnals,
25  pelaases himself, So they were having problems getfing § 25 Q. Qkay,
Page 51 Page 53
1 paid - well, ] guess I shouldn’t state what T assume. h A, Conditionals are used prior to veceiving the
2 . Righd. 2 cheek -
3 A. Bui, generally, that's the veason for that, 3 Q. Right,
4 Dhod - 4 A. — so thoy knovw how nueh to write {he check
5 Q. DBut they asked you for an uncondbtional finpl 5 for, hasicaily.
&  fien release, wiich you ultimately sigued? ) Q. Well, that was my question, I guess. Given
7 A. 1--Tdon't keew if il was an unconditionsl 7 that you weren'{ going to be able to put this meney in
8  final but an unconditional progress at the — the 8  your account for a handful of days, why didn't you give |
2 feast. : 4 g conditionsl release pending the ntoney actunlly
10 . And your position is, Well, we ave not going 10 Litting your bank account and then give the
11 to do that until we have a check; corvect? 11 uncorditional?
12 A, Correet. 12 A. Beeause of ilie reason I proviously stated.
i3 €, BaiMojave vefused to glve you a joint cheek? 13 Generally, if's —1t's — {t's & swap check for
14 A, Yes. Francis MeCombs at Mojave. 14 a--anunconditional final
15 Q. Why did you issue the unconditional lien 15 Q. Tunderstand. But this was a little -- but
16 refease when you didn't hive a juint check that yon had §16 this situation was a Lillle it unique in that you hnve
17 asked for? 17  got this kind of infermediary between you and your
18 A. Well, beeause [ hiad this check. 18 chient that you hadn't reaily worled with before. Did
19 0, S0 you getitng the check fram CAM was enough 819  you guys consider using A conditional lten relense for
20 for you to haod over the lien release? 20 thatreason?
2% A, Y5, 21 A, No. We bascidl our «- Qur -- Iy ASSHIANCes on
22 Q. That gave you enouph comfort? 22 youy elient’s, you know, credit perils and the fact '
23 A, Yes, 23 that they have never hounced a checlt to anybody,
24 Q. Whyis that? Is if becanse you knew Mojave 24 Therefore, there was no reason that their funds would
]nd tendered the funds? 25 i
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Page 54 Page 56
1 ). Now, you may not know the answer {o the 1 A, Yos,
2 question, and EFyou don't that's fine. 1would think 2 MR. BOSCHER: Can we take a quick fhree-minute
3 you might, but do you guys have insurance forthistype § 3 bresk?
4 of thing? 4 MS., ROBINSON: Sure.
5 A, Loss andl fraud? 5 (A short break was faken)
é Q. Yes, 5 MR, BOSCHER: Back on the record,
7 A, 1helieve we do have insurance for ~- X don't 7 BY MR. BOSCHEE:
8  Imow about frand, but -- but loss, we ave fally 8 Q. You undersiand Hiat you are siill ander oath?
9 fuswred. 8 A, Ldo.
i0 Q. So did you at any peint alert your carviel 10 MR BOSCHEE: For the record, Mr. Coleman has
11 about these events? 11 decided to leava us, so he is no longer part of the
12 A, Idon't know that we have, 1z deposition. And, therefore, | am puessing he will not
13 Q. Olkay. 13 be asking any questions at the conglusion of my
14 A, Agnin, that's — fiat's our CFO's 14 questions,
15 responsibility. 15 BY MR. BOSCIIEE:
16 Q. Whe is your CFO? 16 €. Back {o Angelo, at this poirt, you know the
17 A, His name is Lee Vandevpool. At the tinte it 17  money isw't in the banl ncconnt, 1t has been
18 was Jim Moore, 18 tramsferred fo — apparently by somebody to n Wells
19 Q. But ns fhe finance gy, would they let you 19 Fargo sccount, Did hie fell you anything obout that
20 kiow if they - in a situation lile this where you've 20 Wells Farpo account? Did hg represent anything at that &
21 got aloss, and a good sized loss, you know, three 21 time rbout witaf that account was?
22 quarter of a millfon deliar loss, 22 A. I—1ean read you the text.
23 A. VYery significant, 23 Q. No. I'mean, if yout can reeall, you recall,
24 Q. Exactly, If they did contact your insurince 24 Tt'snot
25  earrfer and {here was some proeess going on theve to 25 A. Oh,no. Thave been saving this fext for a
Page 5& Page 57
1 iry to recoup some or all of it, that's somefhing they 1 really long time. ¥would veally like to got it off my
2 would let you know, wouldn'i they? 2  phone.
3 A. Yes. And, thorefore, again, I can't atate for 3 Q. Olkay.
4 surethat we - that e have filed a claim or not. 4 A. Allyight. Here, Hang on a second, It's
5§ -1~ to my kuowledge, I don't believe we have. 5 poing to take a minute for me to find it. Thereitis. R
6 Q. Okay, And -- ' o €  Okay. Aud 1 —nny news — okay, May 19th, Could you. |
7 A. And, agah, you ave saying 4 loss. X mean — 7 meel at the bank in the morning? Muy 194h, Mojave 1
a Q. “This is n little bl differcud {han a loss. 1 8 dido' de anything wrong, It's on my end. There wasa §
9 understand {hat, B 9 frangfor into another bask, and Xam waiting fo: an i
10 A, This is — yeal. 10 goswer. Ido know it is s Wells Fargo account, And
11 Q. Tiis is fairly faivly darn variety fraud, 311 then there's severn! texts from me frying to gel mare
12 Butt that said, the hest to your knowledge, 12 information after that aud nothing i
13 whether n claim kas heen filed or not, your insurance 13 Q. Nothing? a
14  eprrier hasn't dene anything with respect to this or 14 A, Sothat's the extent of what I know about the i
15 you would probably know about that; right? 15 Woells Fargo account.
16 ‘A, 1—Twould — again, X have— I don't know. is Q. Awd that was preéty much the last
27 Ldon'tknow that we have fited a claim. X den'tknow 17 communication you had with him, the voicewinil, the ]
18 ihat we have not Bled a claim. 1f you are asking nty 18 toxt, and then the brief conversation; correct? f
19  hest judgment, 1 doan't belicve we have filed one. 19 A. Yes, {
20 Q. Ipuess my lIast question, though, was more 20 Q. Prior to filing the complaint, what steps did
21 along the Mues of you don't kuow il a claim was filed. 21 Cashman fake {o try to get {his money back from
22 Butif a claim had been filcd and the insnrance carrier 22 Carvalho? %
23 Diad fone something, ficked some money in or samething, § 23 A. Ifited s -2 — a complaint. Tdon't know i
24 that vould be something, as a finanee gy, you would 24 fow Lweuld classify 5 as a-- n complnind or a4 nofice E
i
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Page 58 Page 60
L gourthouse over thers. 1 ofchargiop, T helieve, I'm not going to testify to
2 Q. Okay. 2 that. .
3 A. And then put in the notices snd whatuot and 3 BY MR, BOSCHEE:
4 filed that there with the DA s office. 4 Q. Wall, that's what I was going fo say. Ldon't
5 Q, We tatked about it brfefly in the Jast hour, 5 kasw. Where I'was going with that is do you kuow if ke
& bt what Las transpived with fliat effort from {he bad 6  was actually formally at this point been charged?
7  eheck division? 7 A, T-T don't know the answer to that.
8 A. Well, thhey went through the procedures and 8 Q. Allyou know s you testified before the grand
o fssted 8 — 2 warrand, and be didn'¢ show and one thing § & jury and that was that?
10 led to auother. We confivmed seyveral times that he was § 10 A. Yeah.
11 notis the military from & third-party souree, and then E12 Q, DLwantfo go back to the City Hall project,
12 Jemmifer bad somethiog going on to where she would 12 and I'm going to vecover some of the things we talked
13 check periodically and then the — the mostrecentone 13 ahont a liftte bit, T'm goiag to try not to repeat
14 popped up that he was and ~ vather lie re-ealisted or 14 myseH, but T want fo kind of establish a little hit of
15 however that worls, but he was in New Jersey, wasit? p15 o timellie
16 MS. ROBINSCON: ] think so, 18 A Yes
17 THE WITNESS: And she tracked down his 17 Q. So you talked a liftle hit enrlier about you
18 commanding officer, and he was exiradited - I don't 18 did a eredit check on CAM. Do you remember that?
19 Yknow if extradiled is the right word, but ho was gent 19 A, Ldid.
20  here. And--}don't know what all the prope legal 20 Q. Olay.
21 words are, but from what I understand, he is now on 21 A, Imean, 1do remember.
22 house arrsst. 22 Q. Well, I'm gaing to put a document in front of
23 BY MR. BOSCHEE: 23 yom and see if this refreshes your recolieetion.
24 Q. He came back ox a bus as Tunderstand it; 24 A. Tdon't remember what I found.
25  vyhich was probably a lof of fum. 25 - MR, BOSCHEE: 'This will be Exhibit 2. Il
Page 59 Page 61
1 So the bad check division has followed through L justthrow My, Coleman's copy in the plle,
2 te the point where new he s on house srrest, and 2 {Exhibit 2 marked.)
3 that's ps for as it Las gone with them, as far as you 3 BY MR BOSCHEE:
4 Thnow? 4 ), ‘Take a second andskin through thiy and the
5 A, Tdid testify in front-of a grand jury a 5 uext page, Do you recognize this documsnt?
6  eouple of weeks ngo. 6 A, Xdao,
7 €. Do you know what that proceeding was for? 7 (). s this the application that was suhmmed to
8 A. For - for - In sfforis to — for the case. 8  youbyCAM?
9 Q. Lot me clarify (hnt. Was that an indictment 9 A, Yes,
10 hepring ox was that a formal sentencing henrlng, do you g 10 Q. Wonld fhiy have been the decwment that you
13 reenll, do you know? 11 would kavereviewed? When Isay you, you persanndly or
12 A. Thers wasn't any sentoncing going ou. 12 someone on your staff with respect fo determining CAM's I
13 Q. Okay: 13 eredit worthiness?
14 A. Ttwas the grand jury doing - L 1 den't 14 A. Yes,
15 know. ¥ testified in front of them, ¥-- Ljust 15 ), Now, thirly standnrd practice to accept a
16  assumed that it was for (he fing! purposes. I'm sure 16 ereditapplication like this from a potential custonner; ‘
17  Jennifer can -- 17 eorree(? i
18 €}, Yos, it's fine. I'm not going to threw a 18 A, Yos, £
12 bunch ofjegal terms at you, I mean, Tmay not even 13 Q. And then fypically, depending on whal happens f
20 uudersitand. 20 with your eredit checl, then you follew it bp with l;
21 A, O, try me. 21 sending ontinvoites to the new client; correct? Orio
22 (., But &id it seem more of like a pretiminary 22 the, ) guess, prospective client? %
23 Iearing or was it more on the merits? 23 A. Ut -Xmean, I would follow up sending
24 MS. ROBINSON; T'm going fo object. Asked and 24 {nvoiees for or — or — or goods and serviees i 4
25 answercd s a grand Jury, 5o it's for the pmposcs 25  I-- I don'tknow You probably ongilt to restate that i
X 2 e S E= L AMOTIAN FETE {1 .!i
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1 question a little hit, 1 wmore other agreements, not that I'm awara ok

2 Q, Sure. An applicafion for credit is given (e P €. Se basically this and then the invoices was

3 y? 3 the agreement that you had with CAM; right?

4 A, Right. 4 A, Agaig, L Xmenn, this — this s the

5 Q. Yourun the credft check; right? 5 agreement I have witl CAM and tliey signed, and really

& A. Right, 6  thisis an application for credit and it tsts lerms

7 Q. Whether, you know, assarances o1 good credit 7 and conditions. But #s far as an agreement whether or

8 or atherwise, you delermine to proeced forwaxd wilh 8  notto bill ar mof to bifl him was -- was a different

9 this potential customer? Let's assume that; correct? 9 decision, Duoes fhat make sense?

10 A. Okay. ‘ 10 Q. Yt doos. ButT guess what I am: asking

il MS. ROBINSOM: Canl object? Are you asking 11 is s let's follow up on that, Tt wasa different

12 hypothetically or are yon asking specifically about 12 gdecision. When you say that, what do you mesn by that?

13 CAM? 13 A, Well, what T mean by that, that — that

14 MR, BOSCHEE: Hypothetically, 14 fransaction was, you kaow, kind of a Mojave

15 MS. ROBINSON; Okay. 15 jnsfigated — our - based on our relubivnship with

16 TY MR.BOSCHEE: 16 Mojave to procoed with the, you know, the invoicing of

17 Q. And affer that, you would hegin invoicing the 17  CAM.

18 ¢lient; correct? 18 (. Sure.

14 A, If—if - if I —yes, I niean, once -- once 19 A, This - this didn't reaily telf us thatif's

20  the nccount is established, then -- then providing - 20  okay to invoice CAM, not necessazily. Thisis

21 goods and sexvices followed up by joveices s generaily § 21 just —how do you say, a formality.

22  how that works. b (. That --

23 Q. Sure. Letue ask you this: Beiween the 23 A. Su we can sef the customer up in the system

24  application for eredif snd the Involcing for goods and  § 24 and bifl it to the right name,

25  services when you st up the aceount as you said, is 25 Q. Tthinlk we're talking around each other 4
Page 63 Page &5

1 thete any other decumenintion hetween you and the 1 beecause I thinkwe're basically sayiag the same thing, i

2 client, fypically? 2 You've got A good relatfonship with Mojave, you haven't i

3 A, Well, yes. And it really depends npon what 3 had any problems? i

4 typeof transactions we're doing, [ A, Well, I — i

5 Q. Sure, How aboutwith this transuction, was 5 Q. Well, you liaven't had problems like this? 3

6 fliere anytbing clse between the application for credit & A. Nozue of this-— none of this magnitude, i

7 and your invelcing CAM? 7 Q. Haven't had a hounced check, Y think was your

8 A. Well, there was quite a bit of documentation g2 festimeony carlier?

9 belween us and Mojave leading up to this beeanse those g A, Yes. i
10 were - that's - that's the reason for the 10 Q. CAM comes in, fills put the credit I
11 application. 11 application. Based upon your velationship with Mojave
12 Q. Sure. 12 andto some extentthis credit npplication, you set CAM
13 A. 8o fhere was qulte a bit of docunzentufion, of 23 up in the system for an account; corveet?

14 which I'm pretty sure you guys have, 14 A. Well, define account. B
i5 Q. Yes. And Tguess that's what I'm — and ]'m 15 Q. Well, you toll me what you did, You gotthe i
16  notreally ialking aboutthat. Ilmaw that there wasa 16 upplication for ceedit. How did you start inyoicing

17  lofof communication and decumeniation between yoursel(§ 17 thai?

18 and Mojave. I'm talking, Okay. Mojave-- you know, 1B A. Twould be bappy to.

19  catont of the bap, We necd to use this disadvantaped 19 Q. Sure.

20 owaer, Here's CAM Consulting. You have CAM submit § 20 A, Wesef them up with an account nunber. We did ¢
21 this credit appliention, they do, and then between this 21 ot give them & chiarge accouit, moaning we're oliay with §
22 ihme and e time you stavk actually inveicing CAM, was  §22  coltecting the money after the fact. We wanted our

23 {heve any other documendation that you recal] entering 23 gy as — as close to delivery as possible,

24 inio between Cashinan and CAM? 24 Q. nghi Okay,
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Page 66 Page 68 g
i Q. Wil get into that, too. Beeause in this 1 supply agreemient or anything? 3
2 case, the money didu't come ns close to delivery as I'm 2 A. No. There's no master agreement that Iam H
3 sure you guys would nermally like. Bt there was no 3 awareof, %
4 pticr papexwork filled ont by CAMY 4 Q. Let's talte a hrol at the first inveice, It
5 A, Nof that I'm aware of, 5 looks like it's dated Februavy 1, 2011, And fofal
6 Q. Belore you started uvolcing them? 6  nmount of squipment, this oxe Jools Hhke it's i
7 A, T— well, Y mean, if there were any otker 7 $598,3 -- I'mi sorry, $598,936.26; iy that right? H
8 purchase srders jsswed, I'm nof sware of it, 8 A, That's what I read a8 well,
9 Q. Tuuderstand that. But between you guys, they & Q, And then the next {avoice on CASHO0S, saime
10 fill dils out, you give them an account oumber, and you § 10 dateon the invoice, 2/1/11, and this is for
1L start imvoleng them? 11 $156,627.92. Ang then right after that, there's a, you
12 A, Right 12 know, smaller one it leoks [ike from March for $320.71;
13 Q. Done, Okay. 13 isthatright? i
14 Let's tallc about the invoices and some of (he 14 A. That's whatIread, H
15 Hming issues that have Aowsd from that., i5 Q. What was the scope of work that Cashiman agreed i
16 MR. BOSCHEE: We'll mark this as 16 {o with respect to this project?
17  Exhibit - callectively these documents as Exhibit 3. 17 A. How - what do you wean by fhaf?
18 (Bxhibit 3 marked.) 14 Q. Wall, what were you guys doing? Were you _
19 BY MR.BOSCHEE: 19 supplying materials? i
20 €. Take n second and skim through them if you 20 A. Wesnpplied theseitems here, They are for ]
21 wantfo. I{hinkjt's Cagh 003 thyough Cash 60 -- ¥ 21 bachup elcetrical power sources snd systems for ]
22 think we stopped at 8. It is some involees and fwant 22 obvleusty - for the project.
21 to say a couple of bills of Inding, X'H icll you most 23 . And Iknow there was some disagrecinent
24  of my questions will be about the invoices. 24 appavently last week and on Friday about this. Did the |i
258 A, Olmy. 25  scope of your work, to your understanding, include
Page 67 Page 692 1
1 Q. Do you recognize these documents? 1 instnlintion of suything? li
2 A. Ido. 2 A. Yes, Thatwas te be part of It, Installation E
3 Q. The first twe pages of this appear to 3 and stariup. !
~4 b -~ well, let me stop there, Let me ask you anotier 4 Q. And that was part of what veas billed for on
5  quesiion that just popped fifo my head. 5  these invoices,
3 Tor this project; did Cashwan ever enter into 6 A, Yes. Now -~ now, keep o nind, the
¥ a2 contract directly with Mojave? 7 installation is not something that you just do in ono
8 A. Wehad quoted then, and they had aceepted the B day.
9 guote. 4 Q. [understand.
10 Q. Right. 1a A. I menn, it happened from start to noi quite
11 A. 8oTgpuess you could call that a conteact of 11 finish,
12 sosns sort. 1z Q. If you know, wien did you start - well, T'll
13 Q. Written contract? 13 vepresent to you the three velces, the three sets of
14 A. Yeah. Tthink thera was weltten staffsigned 14 jnvelces that we just looled at, you know, we eant Break
15 by both partes. 15 ont the ealeulator IF yew want, but it fotaled
18 Q. Iguess whatTam saying is you didn'thave a 16 3755,593.89,
17  confractorfsubcontractor signed contract. You did this 17 A. Yeah, it should.
18  typiealqnote them, they necepi kind of your standavd 18 Q. ‘There aren't any other invalces for worl or
19 practlee with Mojave; correct? 19 materials that you are aware of that were provided, nee
20 A, Yes. 20 there?
21 Q. [ guess P'm wendecing, there's nof some 21 A. Nef that I'm aware of.
22 written document out there betveen you and Mojuve that § 22 Q, Yonly ask that because that was the saine
23 Thaven't seon In this litigation, is thora? 23 amount that yan were supposced fo be paid; vight?
24 A. Notthaf X nm awareof, 24 A, Yes,

Q When dld you guys stm tdelivermg and
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1 installing equipment to this project, do you recall? 1 small -~ smabler -- P guessing because it's only 329 t
2 M, ROBINSON: I'm goingio object to the form 2 bucks —- that was invoiced on March 25, 2011, De you ;
3 of the question. IF youcan define what you mean by 3 know what this i5? E
4 mingtall," Because I dow't know that it's completely 4 A, Well,T--Ican read what the invaice says.
&  clear that we're all talkiug about the same -~ 5 I snys Ings, which ave generally some iype of bolfs,
[ MR, BOSCHEE: Well, he said install. Thaf's [ Q. Right. Well, let me ask you this; Did
7 why I used that word. 7  Cashman do any work va this projeet after -- 1 mean,
g BY MR.BOSCHEE: &  work on the preject, you know, on site? Did you gnys
9 €, Tmenn, I'tt asle muliple guestions, and maybe 9 do any werk oo the project after Tebruary 1, 2011, that
10 we ean clear if up this way, When did you gnys start 10 you aro aware of?
11 supplying equipment for this praject? 11 A. Oh, X don’t -~ T don't know for » faet.
12 A. How aboutasking — how aboui, when did you 12 . Okay. 5
13 - deliver the equipment? 13 A. Tdon't know that .. I don't know the answer 3
14 Q. Fair encugh, That was going to be my hext 14 {y that, That would be a Keith question.
15  quoestion. 18 Q. Olny. Keith would be the guy to ask. H
16 A. The answer is multiple dates, becnuse there's 16 Other than these lug bolis, i doesn't appeny ;
17 mulktiple units kere. 17  any equipment was delivered fo the project after i
18 Q. Olay. 18  February kst of 20113 is that fair? |
19 A. And T don't know the dntes all specifically, 19 A. You kuow, I~ I—-1'm having a hard time ;.
20 thongh I think we probably have some documentation thatf 20 with all the delivery stuff because I don't have all ;
21 will support those dates, 21 thatstuffin front of me.
23 Q. Suve. 22 Q. Sure,
23 A. Ilinow there's pictires and whatnof out there, 23 A. And Idon't recolieet when all the exact dates !
24 butnot all the stuff was delivercd on the same date. 24 were. Bufsuffice it to say, the major picees were i
25 And itwas — and dolivery was — yos. It was kind of 28 delivered prior to the invoice, ;
Page 71 Page 73 l;
1 arange of dates, 1 ), Triox to the invoice? ;
2 Q. And then -- 2 A. Aud that's part of the involee praciiee for
3 A. These are — these are very large units, They 4 soes and all sovts of things, Things have to get
4 . iake cranes to, yeu know, droy them offand set themin | & delivered and accepied before you ¢an invoice,
5  the vight place. And - )wh Se this is kind of a 5 Q. Sure. ’ : i
&  big deal. [ .And things need fo be detivered and accepted E
7 (. 1 lhave been aver theve. 'Thisis a lof of big 7 Drefore you con inveice. And then you testified that
3 stuff. 8 Installation was slso part of the [ob. Was that done ;
9 And Lunderstand we're dealing witharangeof | ¢ in conjunction with the delivery?
10 dates, buffhe cquipment was detivered befare yor sent g 10 A. 'When you say "instatiation,” are you meaning
11 the invoice to CAM, wasn't it? 11 startep and making the whole system lunctionable and
12 A, | dont't know that that is entirely true, but T 12 workable ag per the spees?
13 believe the majox picces were, 13 Q. You tell me what your nnderstanding of
14 . Q. And the reason I asked that, lifke is, for 14  installation is.
15 expmple, I'm not Josling for # spocific, you know, this  j 15 A, Well, that . the maling of flic entire system
16 piece was delivered on Yanuary 201k and this piece was f 16 work smd - and fuuetionable as per the specs, that
17 delivered - truthfully den'i eare, but if you have 17 i — that dollar amennt is included in this,
18 got an invoice here that's sené out on /UL, fair {o 1B Q. What is the timing of that? Does it happen
19 say that most of the equipment, bo it in December, 19 right sronnd the same Hme (iat the equipnrent is
20 JFanuary, was delivered by the time this invoice went 20 delivered?
21 ouk; covrect? 21 A. No.
22 A, X-~yes. Ithiok thatis accorate, 22 Q. Orig there a fair gap?
23 (). And so thetwo sets of inveices o ouf vn 23 A. Thereis a significant gap, Again, questions
24 Webrnsry ist. Fair to assume that all that equipment  §24  more likely for Kefth -~
Wi delwered Am] then we hfwc got this one kind of 25 Q Sme.
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Page 74 Page 76
i A - DutI ihink I can answor a Jitdo bit, is L A. Yes. Significautly.
2 there are certaln polnts in that fimeframe 1hnt we will 2 Q. So CAM at this polnt had been billed for i,
3 po out there aud do whateyer for whafevor, You know, 3 it's heen part of their bill, but their service hasa’t
4 because everything is n proeess and everything goes in 4 Deen completed yei — ox the service hasn't been
5  stages. 5  compleled yet, is the bettor way to say it?
6 Q. Right. 6 A, True,
7 A. 8o, no, it's wot just a we drop cverything 7 Q. Do yon knowwhen —and maybe this Is a Keith
B off, leave for six months, and then ¢ome back on a day, 8  question — when's the last time that Cashman yvas on
9 andturn on the switch. 5 this project actially perlorming work?
10 . Oiny. 10 A, Don'tlmow.
11 A. 1 belieye ks -- you linow, it's an ongaing, 1L (). Doyou havea general idea of March, April,
12 put there's more that happens towards the end when 12 enrlier?
13 everything is getting rendy o startup. 13 A, I —Tcouldn'ttelf you, LreaBly don't
L4 Q. Ant, again, you way or nay not kuew the suswer § 14 linow,
15  tothis. This may be another Keith question, but the 15 Q. And the only reason they were out there untit
16  Insinllation is included in the invoicing, X think Is 16 Aprilis that's when things blew up?
17 what you said carHer; correct? 17 A. Right.
18 A, Well— 18 Q. You guys didn‘t do any work after that; did
19 MS. ROBINSON: I'm going fo object. Asked and 18 you?
20 answered, 20 A. Agnin, Leouldn't tell you, We didn't-- T
21 THE WITNESS: Yeah. 21 mean, again, we havea —well, had a betier, lot's
22  BY MR. BOSCHEE: 22 says relationship with Mojave. And so in spite of
23 Q. This is aetually not — I'm aot frying to 23 everything that happened, we weve still confracting i
24 trick yon. ¥ have s follow-up question, [ just want ' 24 with them an seme other jobs and some ether work, and lF
25 to.male sure fhat's what your understanding is? 2% don't know that o absolutely stopped everything at i
Page 75 Page 77
i A, Well, what I understand is -- is the startup 1 that peint untilat a later point in time. But, ngain,
2 lg - you know, the fiufshing eff the process. I menn, 2 Ydon’tkuew that we had people ont there at this site
3 whatever you want to call if, whether it's installation 3 sabsequent fo that either ;
4 or--the reason I hesitate nsing that word becanse 4 Q. Bo just so Lhave got my timeline corract, it
5 jf's — obviously we were trying -- we were trylag to 5 Iookslile the majority of equipment was delivered i
6 ' sortthat outlast weel, Bverybody -- we were kind of & prier fo Bebruary of 2011, but you are nof sure when i
7 trying to malke sure we knew what that meant, and 1 ‘4 the stavtup and alf the workug was done, was complefed !
8 don't know if it was clear. But, yos, The entire 8 and when You guys wore aciually offthe project? i
9 machinery that we have sold to thom, we did juclude in 3 A. Woll, that's — that's not veally a fair i
190 ¢his halance to be all funetionable and workahie 16 guestion, i
11 according to all the eodes and everyfling that needsto 3 11 . Okay. ;
12 be done. i2 A. Tmean, you were talking abouf delivery — |
13 Q, OLay. i3 Q. Sure. i
14 A. Codes of the city and state that requive for 14 A. ~— sb, yes. i
15  oceupancy. 18 Q. Delivery, we got that? i
18 Q. Andwe won'tuse the word "installation,!! bt 18 A, But as far as the startup and ail the rest of :
17 gettlag the equipment workable and eperational, al of § 17 that stuff, I -~ 1 don't know how much of that was done |
18 that wonld be deng before you would Invelce CAM, 18 prier tous exiting the premises or — or net coming I§
19 wouldn'd i? 19 bacic Idon'thnow.
20 A, No. 20 . Okay. That's fair.
21 Q. H wouldn't be? 21 A, Butf I de know that there f¢ some Jeft to do. ;
22 A. Ne. 22 Q. Right, Yes, Talked ahout thatiast weok, i
23 ), So the equipment is delivered, the fuvoice is 23 ButXeith would be somcone who would be a person with §
24 sent, but the starfup, getfing it functionnl that goes 24 knowledge on thatsubject; corvect?
28 on past February 1, 20117 25 A Yes.
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1 Q. Now, the iree invoices that we saw, we tallced 1 circumstances, do you vecall that?
2 abont (s earfier, Xe's your undersianding that 2 A Lde.
3 IMojave cut a check for at least the amount of these 3 . Have you guys changed the wny that you de
& {hreo invoices, and youwr understanding it was achunlly 4  things or your policy with respect to swapping
5 more than fiat to CAM; correct? 5 unconditional Hen releases for checls ag a yesulf of
8 A. Yes. 6  this incident or do you still do things the same way
7 €. And based upon fhat, you provided what we're 7 you have always done them?
B poing to look ai next, this waiver and refease upon g A, No,we have not changed. We do-- we still do
9 final payment? 9 tho things the samo way we have always done them,
10 A. Well, the reason I know that that cheeltwas 10 Q. Did you guys compiete the worlk en this
11 move is becanse I have seen his bank records, and we 11  preject?
12 kaoow for a faet that it was, 12 A. Tthought we jusf covered that.
33 . You know now that it was? 13 Q. The work thal you agreed to perform, The
14 A, Right, 14  deliver, nnd then the startup and installation?
15 Q. After the fact, you have seen - 15 A. Well, yeal, We - we just -~ we Just covered
16 A. Right. Buf -- but at the tivte 1 imew, foo, 16 ihat and ke fret ilat —
17  because fhere was ~ again, there was ansther couple of §17 ). Right,
18  vendors involved, 1 A. ~ yes, fhere's still something out there Jeft
19 Q. Sure. That makes sense. 192 . tebe done.
20 A. Not that that veaily malters. 20 Q. Could you - 1 asked the question and I just
21 €). Twant o talce a look af this and not spend 21 made a nete of it. Do yon laow what's left to be
22 too much time o this, 22 completed, other than obvisusly the insiallation nnd
23 MR, BOSCHEE: This will be the next exhibit, 23 {hesafety codes?
24 whatever number we're on. Ithink we're on 4, 24 MS. ROBINSON: P'm going io object. Asked and
25 (Exhibit 4 marked.) 25  answered. And I think he previously testified as to
Page 79 Page 81§
1 BY MR, BOBCBEE: 1 whaot yow're asking,
2 ), Tuke a quick leok at this. And I'm guessing 2 THE WITNESS: Yeah.
3 . youhave seen it befove? 3 BY MR. BOSCHEK:
4 A, Yhave. 4 Q. Ydon't think he did. Xden't think he
5 Q. Now, you testified em!xel‘ ifmy recollection %  clarifted. That's why I made a uote of it. Tdon't I
.6 Is correct, that you swappéd this docionent with 6  fhinl be cfarified what still needs to be done. Thntls
7 Carvalho for the cheel; corprect? 7 why I asked again. Again, 't not trying to trick yoo.
& ‘A, Yes, 8 A. Ycen answer that. I can simply state I€'s
9 €). And this was signed and notarized by g what we eali a stariup --
1¢  somecbody 19 Q. Qksy.
11 A, Debra Caldwell, 1 A, - which basically is the final phase
12 Q. - en April 26, 2010; eorrect? 12 of-- of, you know, the —- the sale, making everything
13 A. Yes. That's what if staes. 13 werkable and functionable.
14 (. Does that refreslt your recollecilon as to the 14 Q.. Something just oceurred to me that evesybody
15 date of the swap ot it eould have been thaf day or the 15  in this room koows what you mean by sfartup, but
16 day afior? 15 seomcone clsc reading fhis transerlpt, mayhbe a judge or
17 A. Yeah, It couldt have Doen that day or the day 17 somebody, might not. What do you meas ywhen you are
18  after, 18 talking nbont startup? Explain it very - like Lhave
19 Q. We talked sbout your understnnding of 19  nover heen in the construetion fickd or nevex been to 2
20  uncondifional waiver and releases and that (hey ean 20 joh site, What do you mean by {hat?
21 b - fhat if the chkeck bounces, you can termiuate them f 21 A. Well, P'm golng to let Keith answer that
22 orvoid them; corveet? 22z guestion
23 A, Correct. 23 Q. Okay.
Q. And we talhed about use potentially afa 24 A. Because, ngain, I'm — I'm e person most
25

knewledgenble about the deal in ifs cnlirﬂty, imt ahﬂut I
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1 the gpesifics and startup, I'vi not a power generation i A. Ydon't - Lden't recall those documents
2 person. Idon't know what that all exdafls. But 2 siating anything like that. Not that they dida't, T I;
3 suffice it to say, to -~ to make it workable and 3 just T just kaven't seen them or peviewed them in H
4 fanctionable according fo all the - the codes of the 4 the recent past,
5 building codes. 5 ), Do you ever recall, cither from eur office or
g Q. And 1 wasn'i loaking for tho technieal spees 6  direcily from Majave -- and this may come direetly from I§
7 - that Xeith inight be able to glve me. ¥ was locking 7  Mojave—vequesting n repatr of any of the materials,
8 for -~ you've used the word Vstariup® a handful of 8 any of the equipment that Cashman had previded?
9 {imes. I just wan to make sure the recond is clene for 9 A. Ldon't reenll
10 alayperson reading it, wiat you mean by startap when j§ 10 Q. Would that be something that Keilh might be
11 you are reforring to that, and L think you just 11 betier -- would he have handled that or would that be
12 amswered it 12 sometling thai you dealt with?
13 A. Yeah., And that process generslly happens 13 A. No. That probably wounld have been hin,
14  tuward the Tntter part of the project, 14 Dbut--primarily. However, all it would take is simply %
15 Q. And some of that stlll needs to be comyleted; 15  yeviewing the document, and I coufd answer the ¢
16 correct? 16 question. 3
17 A, Yes, 17 Q, Well, lel's falk about the -- at sume point 1
1a Q. Now, at seme point after all this 18  when the payment wasn'f mads, you guys decided that }
15  unfortnaateness happens, you guyd did leave the 19 going the nrechanic's lien route is what needed to i
20  project; correct, Cashman? VYoa stopped working? 20 happen; correct? £
21 A, Again, I don'f know - 1 menn, we did not 21 A. Yeah, absolutely. i
22 finish and complete, 22 €. Wewill mark the next one in line. And, %
23 Q. Right. 23 again, [suspect — T don'’t imow, Duf this may %
24 A, Everything that — the startup, if that males 24 o~ you may or niay not kave any recollection of any i
25 sense. I don't—1I don’t kmow what point — at what 25  of this. %
Page B3 Page 85 |§
1 poinf that was or what thai oven actually means, but, L MR. BOSCHES; This is Exhibit 5, T believe. J
2 yes, we did not erne back and finish everythlng, 2 (Bxhibit 5§ marked.)
3 Q. Ani thai may be = better guestion for Kcith, 3 BY MR BOSCHEE: I;
4 putl justwanted te kind of get to my next thing, 4 Q, Take alook at this desent, 1's entitled |
51 ¥ro.you recall veceiving a demand or any kind 5 notiee of tight to Hin, Te's typically referred toas
6 of communication From Mojave to come back and finishup § 6 prelien notice, Do you recoguize this docunent?
7 what was siill feft to be done? 7 A, Ide.
B A. Thalleve you guys sent soine Jegal 8 Q. ¥t says it was prepared by CMA Forms Filing
9 correspondence demanding flint we do that, 5 Service. Does that ving a bell? i
1o Q. Ohay. 10 A, Yes. ;
11 A, Do--is that the case? ih Q. Is that something fliat you guys use n lot? i
i2 Q. Well, Fll represent to you that 1 think you 12 A, Yes, :
13 gotif from hoth Mojave snd perhaps our office. 13 Q. This wasu't samething that was propared E
14 A, Ohay. 14 by - and I den't want to know any communications, per [:
15 Q. Butyou recall recelving a demanl request from 15 ge. This wasn't anything that was prepaved by counsel, §
16  Mojave to fnish wp; vight? 16 wasit? ) ;
17 A. Yes. 11 A. No. !
)] €. You didn't do thaty right? 18 Q. TPs not something that you would typtealty g
19 A, No, 19 hire your atforney to put together, s #? :
20 Q, You didn't go buek there affer reeciviug that 20 A. Aswuch as we love her, no. She's ioo i
21 demand, did you? 21 expensive, ;
22 A, WNot that T am aware of, no. 22 Q. Exnctly. Twas going to say that's ne just 2 1
23 Q. Do you reeall in the demands thai you reeeived 23 Jennifer issne. §
24 Mojave having fsaues with the quality or functioning of 24 To the best of your understanding and 1
25
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Page 86 Page 88 |
1 guys provided to this project? 1 of a mechanic's lien that yon guys recorded? %
2 A, Tomy kmewledge, yes. 2 A, Yeah, i
3 Q. This wag served, it looks Like on the 3 Q. And this one, this one you did have counsel g
2 parties - and if you look midway down fhe page, this g ¢ assist you with; is that eorrect? i
5  might refresh your vecollection — served on the 5 A. Yes H
6  parties by mail on about April 26, 20115 is that 1] Q. 1don'twani to got inte corantymications that %
7 correct? 7 you had with Jennifer at all. Ireally don't. Letme 8
8 A, ‘Thai's what it states, yes. & askyou this: Whe determined the amownt of the ;
9 Q. Why did yon guys decide to do a prefien notice 9 priginal contract in ling 17 Was thal you or your
10 at ihis time before you liad even gotien the cheek? 16 eounsel? |
11 What king of spurred this en in yeur dectsion-making 11 A. T sent her all the paperwork and -- and
12 process? 12 teld her how much i as,
13 A. The issues at iand. 13 Q. Soihe determination of the amount of the lien
14 Q. What issnes were at hand nt that point? 14 was something that you guys determined and then -
15 A, 'The nonpayment. 15 A, Y,
16 Q. The nonpayment -~ explain yourself, ' 16 Q. - forwarded on?
17  missing what you're — 17 And that yas basesd on the invoices we Inoled
is A. Wehad nof been paid yet. 18 afe-
1% ). 'The invoices were a little old? 19 A, Yes. Ji
20 A, Yes. And Angelo wag not present, 20 Q, -~ aboul an hour ago; vorrect?
2% Q. ‘When the vubber kit the road and Angelo 21 A, Yes
22 finally showed up on the 27ih-ish, give or take, 26th, {22 §. Materlals supplied, that Included the startup,
23 27th, and you swapped the check fox the release, you 1§23 whatever we want to eall ity installation, startup,
24  didn't release the prelien notice or anything, did you? 24 getting the stubf worldng; correct?
25  You kept it in place? 25 A, Yes.
Page 87 Page 89 §
1 A. Well, there's — there's ne - ingan, it's a 1 (. Did you at {hat thize have any reason fo
2 notice, 2 Dbelfeve$hat that number was not accurate?
3 Q. 1 understand. 3 A. Neo,
4 A. Thore's no release or anything I'quleﬁ fo 4 Q). Sitting hereTight novw, do you have any reason
5 these. If's just a notiec, ; 5 to believe that number might not be aceurate?
& Q. I guess what Lam getting at is -1~ & A. No, ¢
7 understand what you are saying. Vou didun't send 7 Q. Yon testified envlier that the startup,
8 anyihing to uny of the folks saying, Okay, We'repaid, § 8 getting everytiiing working, was part of what yon
8 . we're good, don't worry abont ii? 9 fnvoiced for, and jn particular, on February £, 2011
ig A. No. Imenn, not in regards to — 10 eorrect?
11 Q. Ft's not something that you would typically do 11 A, Yes,
12 anyway, is it? iz Q. That's part of what's in that invoicing? But
13 A. Ne, not likce that, 13 it wasa't done Yot beeause that happens as a process
14 Q. I'm going to shew yeu the next one, which is 14 over the course of the projeef; correct?
15 {he tien. 15 A, Yes,
16 (Exhibit 6 marked.) 16 Q. And then you told me that there's stifl some
17 PRY MR.BOSCHEE: 17  of that ihat needs o he dowe heeause, you know, you
la Q. T'm guessing you recognize this docu ment? 18 puys just diditt fingsh it; correct, primaxily becanse
19 A. Ido. 15 of what happened hore?
20 ), Tsthat your signature at the bottom of the 20 A. Yes, ;
21 page? 21 Q. Soyowwenld agree with me, wouldn't you, that i
22 A. Ves, 22 the $755,893.89 includes at least some services, some
23 Q, And on the next page? 23 startnp services you guys haven't actually performed
24 A, Yes, Indeed, 24 yet, wouldn't you?

25
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Page 90 Page 92
i Q. Bat you still included if in yowr nofice of 1 €, Date on the netiee June 24, 2011, is that
2 Hen? 2 pecurate, fo the best of your kivovledge?
3 A, Yes, 3 A, Yes.
4 (). Dayou have an intentfon to perforn those 4 Q. No other notices were served bofore this :Inte,
5 services at some point? 5  were they?
6 A. Yes. 6 A. L don't know thnat to be frue,
7 €. When? 7 Q. Haveyou seen any?
a A. When we're pald. a A. Notthat I am aware of,
92 Q. Okay. 9 Q. Infact, this is the only 90 day noilee to the
10 A, Did yon oxpeet fhat? 10 geneval that you have ever actually seen; is that
11 Q. Idid expect that, 11 correct?
12 And to the extent, if for whatever ressen you 12 A, Yes
13 guys don't get paid as a vesult of this lawsuit or i3 (), And -- disregard that. Iwas going fo ask a
14  hopefully for everybedy Mr. Carvalho winuiug the 14 had question and I'm ot golng to.
15 lollery, those services aren't poing fo he performed 15 A. Thank goodness.
16 until you actnally get the money; vighi? You ave not Le €). Exactly. Ihave asked plenty of bad enes
17 golng to go hack out there, other than what the court.  g17 aleendy.
18 apparently ovdered you to da on Friday, but you nren't §18 You have - and, again, I'n poing fo ixy (o
19 going to go out theve nnd perform sdditionsl services  §39  steer this away from legal conclusions as best I.ean,
20 on this project, are you, andil you pef thiz money? 20 but Cashman has brought a claint in this Jawsuit for
21 A. That is our plan, yes. 21 frawdulent teansfer against Mojave, Do you have an
22 Q. Okay. 22  understanding of that, that that claim has been
23 A, Unless other legal ramifications preseat 23 asserted?
24 themselves, 24 A, Yes,
25 €, [understand. 25 Q. Factually, what is the basis, Siiﬁj}g heve
Page 91 Page 53
1 Do you have anything else you want to tell me 1 vight now, your underginnding, what laetual basis do
2 abouf the amoennt of the Hen, the $755,893.89 that you 2 you have for asserling that claim? )
3 helieve, other than what ws fust {alked abont, you have j 3 A, Would you like me to auswer that?
4 no other issues with the amouaf, do you? 4 MS, ROBINSON: No, You can arswer i to the
5 A. No. H's ibe sum of invoices that we have 5 best of your knowledge. .
G - piven, 6 BY MR. BOSCHEE: |
7 €. Well, aronnd the sames time, I thinlo you guys 7 Q. Tothe best of your knowledge.
8 served, if I'm uot misiaken, 2 notice to the gencral a MS. ROBINSON: But if you don't have a clear
9 contractor; correet? 3'm polng to show it to you. I'm s  understanding --
10 justasking 10 BY MR. BOSCHEE:
i1 {Exhibit 7 marcked.) 11 Q. And then I'll follow-up with some olher
12 BY MR. BOSCHEE: 12 questions as to elements if you don't.
13 Q. 1 wilt represent fo you that I'm fairly 13 A. There were checls cuf back {6 Angelo Carvalho
14 certaln that that's Jennifer's signature on the botlom 14 in significant amoumnts that we belleve some of those
15  of the page, having seen it a conple of times, but bave 15 funds shendd have heen owrs, ifnof all of them.
16 youseen this document hefore? 16 €. Checks cut to Carvallio or checlts rom
17 A. Yeah 17 Cavvalho?
18 Q. Doyou recognize it? 18 A. Checks cut from Carvalhe back to Mojave.
19 A. Uhb-huh, 19 Q. Those were bwo cheeks, i memory serves;
20 Q. ‘This is a true and correct cupy of the 90-day 20 correct?
21 notice that was sent to Whiting Twner; is that right? {21 A, (Witness nods.)
22 A. 1helieve so, yes. 22 Q. Ripght avound the snme dafes we're talldug
23 Q. And was this notice sent in an effort to 23 about, end of Apxil?
24 preserve a claim againseé Whiting surety? 24 A, Yes, yos.
25 Q What uwcsngntmn bavc you done mth respeet
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Page 94 Page 96
1 tothose checls and {he [oh that ey came fiom, if 1 flaggoes up. Andso at some point, you or snmehody
2 any? 2 else contnets Wojave and says, Hey, what's up with B
3 A. I wewere limited to whai Mujave has 3 ihis? :
4 supplied vs, 4 A, Yeah, Andwe have net really gotten a elear
5 Q. Do yeu have i understanding as to what job 5  pesponseas fowhat it weally is,
&  they velnte to? & Q. When you say "we haven't got a clear detail," g
7 A, Again, our information direetly comes from 7 what response bave you gotten?
& Muojave, B A, Based on - again, i€ my recolicelion serves :5;
9 Q. 'What hias Mojave toId yon about those cheels? g mewell, and it's secondhand,
10 A. Thoy sald they were In relation to something 10 Q. 1understand. And Keith -- T maybe have to k
11 clse 11 ask him about that. ;
12 Q. Angther Job? 12 A. No. Its Keith and my president -- |j
13 A, VYes 13 Q. Sure, i
14 Q. Wha told you that, Franeis again? 14 A, - (it it was — was not velated to fhis job,
15 A. No, Thatcame from & — I don't recall when 15 which we don't entively feel is trae. !
16  we got that information. There was -- fhere was a i6 Q. Why not? Ji
17  meeting between our president and JKoith Lozeau and an #17 A Well - ) : i
18  owner of Mojave. T{orgetwhat his name is right off 18 Q. 1mean, what is fhe basis for your heliel?
19  thobatk 19 A. Agnin, the timing of the checks. Imean, that
20 Q. Troy Nelson? 20 He wrofe fliose ehecks upon receiving his check from
21 A. 1helieve it was with Troy and Brian Bugucy 21 Mojave,
22 (phonetic), There were several things that came out of 22 Q. Olay.
23 that mesting. Y4 couid have been -- resnlied from that 23 A. Al one check, from what Y understand, in ]
24 meeting. There was also — 24 that-- in that instance, and ke didn't have enough i
35 Q. While you have got that in your train of 25  mouey {6 pay him until h_t_aq%ut his checl from Mo)ave,
Page 85 Page 97 i
1 (hought, what else come out of that meeting, if you 1 which was — I mesn, there's — there’s o - there'sa
2 reenld? 2 kind of a series of check that conto into CAM prior to
‘3 A. 'Thatwe didn't receive payment, 3 that But this was the big one, and this is the time 1
& Q. Obviously, 4 fhathe pald it back, whicl we feel was — timing meant I}
B A Bo notmuch. & that that was reslly our money from Kojave. v
16 Q. I think wewill nll agree on that point, buf & Q. But you festified earlier that you have an
7 anything else? What else did you guys falk about 7 waderstanding that Mejave wrote a cheel in the smoeant
8  during{hat mesting? 8  greater tham the amouut that was owed ta Cashman to 3
9 A, Twasnot present. Lwwas out on vacation, 50 9 Carvalio at that point; right?
10  Twas notthore. 10 A, Yes.
1L €. Butyou are fairly cortain (hal these two 11 Q. Soatf least theoretically, he could liave hiad i
12 checks came ¢p in that meeting? 12 enoughmoney to pay it back it thers wis moncy owed to ;
13 A, Yes. 13 Mojuve. He could have paid both of you, theoretically;
14 Q. Iave you persenaily had any conversations with 1a  right?
15  aunybody at Mojove about these two checls? 15 A. Well, he should kave been abieto pny ail of
16 A. Nao,I have not. 16 us theorefically, yes,
17 Q, And the eatire source of your Information 17 Q. 'This ether job that Mojave artlculaied ox fold §
18  regarding these two cheeks and wihy they were paid comes 318 you or indicated that this money was for, have you guys I}
19  from what yon've gleancd from Mojave; correet? 19  ooked inte thatjob at ali? Have yon done any i
29 A. Well, the way when aboutthe checks is Angelo 2¢  ndependent investigation?
2% Carvalbo's bankrecords. 21 A, We--we don't know what job that is, We
22 Q. Right. 92 don't have auy details that I'm awnre of,
23 A. Sethat's.-that'swherethatis, 23 Q. WMojave never told you what job it was? ;
24 Q. Soyou get the bank records from Carvalho and 24 A, 1--1don't—¥ don't know, i
i
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Page 98 Page 100 ;
i A. Wiether or not fhey told somebody else, X am 1 decunients wetve seen of idnd of a conspiracy betveen ;
2 netaware of, bui U den'tknow. 2 Mojavennd Angelo Casvatho and CAM with vespect to this
3 Q. Iayour meetings with Carvalho,tet's siart 3 project; is that right? Is thatyour understanding?
4 {here, meetings and telephone conversations? 4 A, Yeah, We--we belicys — 2gain, to restale,
5 A, Uh-huh, 5 we helieve that those funds that CAM wr ofe a eheel back
6 Q. Did he ever explain what his relationship was 6  to Mojave should -- shauld be ours.
T withMojave? 7 Q. Dkay.
8 A, Other than he kad been -- Lmenpn, he actually 8 A. And that's where we think the misdeeds pre.
o  showed me fhe checks that he hadsigned and sentdo the g Q. But sitling here right new, yor dox't ave any
L0 two other venders in the second deal, wiich mennt that 1¢  hnowledge ar understanding of any kind of special
11 hovwas the disadvantaged busiiess owaer entity for 11 interpeisenal relationship bolween Mojave and CAM. ov
12 severnl other venders in relation te Mojave's deatiogs. 12 naybody at Mejave and Angelo Carvalho, do you?
13 Bui ofler than that, Ldon*t krow. 13 A. I ldoknow that - L forget. T don't kmow
14 €. 8o heshowed you chiecks wiere e itad icind of, 14 with which individual at Mojave it vwas, I wasn't
15  where Carvaliio and CAM — 15 Mrancis, Xt was -1 belicve ik was onc of the r
16 A, T'm sorry, to elarify, copies of eltechs. 16  owness~
17 (. Sure. Where he had been in this position 14 Q. Ofay.
18 pefore, where heliag been the disndvantaged busiuess 1B A, —had u relationship with him and he was the k
18 ovmer used by Mojave on other profects; correet? 19 one thaf referved Keith, our guy, to CARM. And,in
20 A. 1doa't know ihat they were ofher projecis. I 20 fact, when Keith did mectwith CAM, it was at Mojave's
21 think this one was — this project? 21 office,
22 Q. This project? 22 Q. You don't remembor who that was? |
23 A, Yes 23 A. 1«1 don'i vecail. Ifeith would laow, §
24 Q. Did you inlit to anybody ot Mojave ahoutwhat 24 Q. OGlay. I'll ask IKeith about that. H
25  iheir relationslip was with CAM or Carvallio o why they § 25 But, X mean, siiting heve right now, your g
Page 3% Page 101 E}
1 wanled to use this particulsr entity? 1 upderstanding -- pgain, for the lunited purpose of tho :
2 A. Ne. 2 person most kmowledgenble for the subjects listed - {
3 Q. Did Francis ever indicate anything other than k! A. Th-kub, i
4 she had a friendship with Caryalbo? 4 Q. -~ Imt sitting here vight now, your basis for E
5 A. She--shewas a point of contact and was ale 5 the conspiracy, fraudulent transfer fype accusatlons,
¢ to talk to Iim on a repulnr basis and o fountain of &  allogations theet have been made - {
7 infortaation when it enmeto tracking him duwn, 't A, Ul-huh, i
q Q. With respect to that, obviously you contucted B Q. - Is really ouly those fwo checlts being cut i
9 Majave when the funds didn't clear, and there was 3800 | 9 and the timing of them; jsn’( that right? i
10 leftin the hank account; correei? 10 A, Yes,
11 A. Yes. 11 Q. And you have donc no ofher investigation as fo E
12 . Did Francis or anyone else st Mojave offer suy 12 why those checks were ¢ut or the job that they were ent l;
13 snpgestions as to how to got fo thls guy or how te get 13 for?
14  funds out of this guy or what he had been doing? 14 A. No. Imean, ngain, we arc [imited (o what
15 A. Again, my perspective was, Hey, can: we put a 15 Mojave fs willing to provide, and we hitve not received
16  stop payment on the check? Let's see what we can doto 16 any additional evidense on that,
17 gel that done. Idon't know that they offered any 17 Q. Swure. é
16 supyuestions. 1don't recolleet them making any 18 MR. BOSCHRF: If¥ can take about two minutes, {
19  suggesiions. 19 [wantto go back over my notes. T think we're just :
20 . Olay. 20 about dozic.
21 A. I1would have-- anything. 21 M8, ROBINSOMN: Okay.
22 £), Help. Lunderstand. 22 (A short break was taken.) E
23 So you've also - I think there's ~ and I 23 ME. BOSCHEE: Back on the record. }
24 don'l want to get inte auy legal texms, bt there's 24  BY MR, BOSCHEE: i
2% this kind of idea iu the -\llagnttons alui some of the 25 Q. You underst'\nd you dre still undor oath? %
—— — . i = s v et
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Page 102 Page 104
1 A, Ido. 1 That's not the end of the werld eitho.
2 G, Conplo of just cleanup that I probably kiow 2 Otlier than that, the last qoestion £ always
3 the answers fo buf you iaiked about the fact thal you 3 ask, and yoeur counsel is almost certainly going to
4 did not set up a charge accomnt with CAM. Do you 4 object because Brian always olyjects, ave there any
5 remember falking about (hat? 5  pther fopies that you are plisning te testify ahont in
& A, Tdid, 6  this case that we hiave not discussed today at this
7 . Whatis a elarge account? .7 deposition?
B A. Something where you by now, pay Iater, 8 MS. ROBINSON: I'm going to object that {hat's
g Q. And you buy now, pay later, hoy exactly is 9  not really a question, but go ahead.
10 that different than ¢he arrangement you did set up with § 10 THE WITNESS: I - 1-- Fineas, [ don't khow,
11 CAM?T 11 Wojust take it day by day.
12 A, Well, we didn't never receive the money.: 12 BY MR BOSCHEE:
13 Q. Tunderstand. 13 Q. Iunderstand that, But I guess what I am
14 A. Seif ended up being that way, but that's net 14  saying is are there nny ofher arens of knewledge or
15 the way it was Intended. 15  informntion that you have thai yon are plaming to
is Q. Ytwasintended to be relatively immediate 16 relate to the Connt or testify about af trinl in this
i7  payment? 17  ease that we have nol disvussed at this deposition
1 A Yes, 18 today?
is Q, Why didr't you s5¢t up the charge account wiik 19 A. Ythink our {eposition hns been fairly full
20 CAMY 20  bodied, but I -~ T don’t kzow ~- Ldon't knovr what else
21 A. Tdidn't feel they had enongh credit to open 21 Lceould testify to. 1 menu, there’s probably some
22 up a $755,000 line of eredif for a hrand new costomer T §22  Titdle thiugs here and there, but Idon't -1
23 have never heard of before with limifed eredit 23 couln't--
24 information. 24 Q. Butno major topic areas, thongh?
25 Q. Sure. But sefting up a charge sccount 25 A. Well, we discussed the nenpayment and ltow that
Page 103 Page 105
3 wouldn't have reatly bonefited Cashman in this 1 came abont and that kind of staff. So,1 mean, there
2 situation? 2 are probally n lot of ather aspects to the case, but
3 A, It -- it wouldn'e have changed what the 3 none that'm -
4 putcome world have — well, would have, should have, 4 Q. 1justwanted to make sure —~
5  coudd have, but it wouldn't have had any bearing'on 5 A. 1nless you have anything specifically you
&  what happencd. 6  would like {0 add or whatever, but -
K Q. In an effort in frying to avold annthcr 7 Q. No. We have gotten -- I mean, thexe are a let
-8 depositivn and maybe get away with this with o 8 ol specifie things that I may need information from
% subpoena, do you know who your insurance carrier is? 9 olher foiks about, but 1 just wanfed to malke sure there
10 A, No, 10 wasno other broad tupics that you are like, Oh, well,
11 Q. Ohay. 11 ucfually, 1 know all this stuff about this other avea,
12 A. Woll, I moan T-- T know who our agent is, 12§ just want to maiee sayve we have covered everything.
13 s Jen kiris Athens, 13 A, Well, ike I snid, there's a lot of aspects to
14 Q, But you don't knaw who you arve insuved with? 14 the case.
15 Hecause we would send a subpoeria to them asking them § 15 . Sure.
16 for the claim informution, hut if you don't know, you 16 A, Builcan't-- I can'tsay whether we have
17 don'tknow. 37 vovered them all or not. L guess that's your opinion.
18 A. If you wonld fike a written statement from my 18 MR.BOSCHER: Okay. [ have no further
15 CIQ, we conld do thet., 19 questions, Your counsel nay ask you questions, but
20 €, Oy we could send something over. 20 doubt I,
21 MS. ROBINSON: Send a request over. 21 MS. ROBINSON: No questions.
22  BY MR. BOSCHEE: 2z MR.BOSCHEE: Okay,
23 Q. We'll send a request aver, Twas Just hoplng 23 {Thereupon, the deposition coucluded at
p you might luwow off the fop of yowr head, so e conld 24 11:52 2.}
25
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15 I, SHANE NORMAN, deponent hevein, do hereby certify and
16 declaro under the penaliy of perjury the within and

17  foregoing franseription (o bo my deposition in said

18  actfon; thai I have rend, correcled and do hereby aftix

19  nty signature to snid deposition.

]
ZL
22

SHANE NORMAN, Deponent
23
24
25

Page 107

CERTIFCATLE OF REPORTER
STATE OF NEVADA )
COUNTY OF CLARK )
3 ¥, Michelle R. Ferroyra-Marez, & Cerlificd Court
&  Reporter Feensed by the State of Nevada, do hereby
§  corify: That ¥ repurted the deposition of SHANE
§ NORMAN, commenchy on THURSDAY, AUGUST 16, 2012, 2y
7
8
g

PLays

Sdd aan,
That prior to being deposed, he witness was

duly sworn by me to testify to the trth, ThatE
16 therenfter transoribed my suid stenographle notes into
11 writien form, and fhat the typevritten transcript isa
12 complels, true and aoourae transcription of my said
13 stencgraphic noles, awd (hata request fas been made to
14 roview the transeript.
15 1 fusther certify that T am nat a refative,
16 employes or indepetdent contractar of coursel or of any
17  of the partics involved in the proceeding, nor a person
18 Hnancioily interested in the proceeding, nor do Thave
15 any other rolationship that way reusonqbly cause my
20 impadiality to be questioned,

ConeTTs

21 N WETHESS WHEREOF, T have set my band in my

22 office in the County of Clark, State of Novada, this

23 30th day of Augusk, 2012, ;
24 i i

28 MICHELLE R. FERREYRA-MAREZ, CCR No. 876
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BOND FOR RELEASE OF MECHANIC'S LIEN

BOND NUMBER:; 58655401
KMNOW ALL MEN BY TIHESE PRESENTS, that we, _Mojaye Bleefric, 3755 W. Haclends Avenve Las Vepgs
NV 89118, ns Princlpal, and Westermn Surety Compuny, 8 corporation created, organized, and existing under and
by viriue of the laws of the State of _South Dakotn , as Sursty, and ilcensed to do business in the State of
Nevads, are teld and firmly bound unto_Cashitan Equipment Company , as Obllgee.

WHEREAS, Mojave Tlectrie, as Principal, desires to give a bond tor releasing the following deseribed real
propesty owned by O Las Vegas, LL.C from that certain aotice of Hen in the sum of Seven Hundred Fifty Five
Thousand Bight Hundrer Ninety Three mnd 89/100 DOLLARS ($755.893.85%4) recorded, Yune 22, 7011, in the
office of the recorder in Clark County:

Seo Attached Exhibit “A”

NOW, THEREEORE, the undersigned principal and surely do hereby obligate ihemselves to the Fien cloimant
numed In B nofics of Lies, Cashizan Eguipment Company, under the cenditions preseribed by NRS 108.2413
to RS _108.2425, inclusive, in the sum of Oue Million One Hundred Tirirly Thres Thousand Bight Hundred
Forty and 84/00 DOLLARS ($1,133,840,84%%) from which sum they will pay the claimant sech amount a3 &
court of competent jurisdiction may sdjudge to lve been secured by this Yien, moluding the total amount
awarded pursaant to NRS 108,237, but the Rability of the surefy may not excesd the penal sum of this swrety
boud,

N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, tho Principat and Surely have exgouted this bond at_Las Vegas, Wevada, on the
$" day of the month of _Sgptember , 2011,

Muojave Eleetrie . —~——m o

Stao of Nevada  }
County of Clark  }

On_ . L2011, beforz ne, the ondersigned, o notery publie of this county and state, personaily
appeared fiLyy nﬁ Yo whlt)}u\know dezd that he/she axecuted the Foregoing

instrument as Principal (liir the purposes therein mention.
Motary Public

by Commission Explres:

el Novata ¥
mi:;aumy of Glark k
CHARLOTIE TILLERY
My Appolniem Exples b
Oclober 12,2043 ¥

State of Nevada  }

Py
County of Clark § LA L AR

On _Yoplerabor ¥, 2011, befors me, the undessigned, = notery pubtle of this county and stale, personally nppeared
Kelly M. Lamb _ Attorney-Ta-Fact, wha acknowledged that he/she executed the foregoing instrument and
acknowledped ro me et hefshe exeented the same for the purpases slated therein.

N Logtiddo

ma:‘{?r;wgunuc Motary Public
SYATE OF NEVADA vty Commsission Expircszli;_‘,{}{_uaj_udg_ ol
L¥ My Gomenalon Ev-ima Q2042012 { odo)

Setmiieion’- AEZEAY
N ks R R

MQJI00051

JA 00007558




‘ Western Surety Company

POWEH OF ATTORNEY APPOINTING INDIVIDUAL ATTORNEY-IN-FACT

[rnow A1l Men By These Vessents, That WESTERN SURETY COMPANY, a South Dakota carporaiion, 3% 1 duly arganiced wnd existing copoation
Taving its principu] office in (he City of Sioux Polls, and Srate of Sk Dakiola, and that B does by viine of the signatarg imd senl hercin aftined herchy

owuke, vonsile and appoind ’

Wendy B Crowell, James A Flarvis, Gregory J Harris, Kelly M Laml, Individually

af Las Yeges, NV, its true and lawfel Attamey(sl-ta-fact wih Tull poweer and authodty leichy coalerred 1w sign, seal and eseente For snd on s behalf

bonds, underishings and other abligstoy instrmients of similar paturs
- In Uplimited Amounts -
ond 1o hind it iherchy a3 folly sid 10 the saneestent A5 3 sueh Jslramens were signed by 2 duly avtboslzed officer of the corporation and o the sty ol s2id

ANGrLEY, pursing o (s wstharily henby phven, sie Rorehy ratified and coslimmed.

This Pawer of Aftamey is nde and excerzd parsnanr o wxi by auibedly of the Hy-Law prinled o1 The reverse hereof, duly adopied, as indivuied, by

the sbaeholdirs of she corporativi,

T Witnuss Whereof, WESTERN SURETY COMPANY hos canseil these prosenss b signed by 3ts Senior Vics Peesidzot ond its corpagateseal (o
Ts¢ hrencto utfiacd en this 28ik duy of anuary. T,

T WESTERN SURBTY COMPANY

Panl 20 Bruliae, Soenter Vice Prts'ul;;;.

Stane of Stuth Dakate } c
Cownry of Minnehaha

0n Iis 28th dhay of Funuaty, 201 1. befese me peesonally come Paui] T Braflar, to 2 kamign, whis, Being by ae duly swor, G depose and swys sho
he ey in e City of Stoux Falls, State of South Dakotn hat be I vhe Sonior Wice Presidens of WESTERN SURETY COMRPANY devsesshed in anit
witiuh axceuted the abuve instnoent: thin e knows the seal ol said corporuting: that the sel nffiaed for b subs insioument |5 soel cucpoate seal th & wis
0 alfiaed pumunt @ mihority pivens hy the Brard of Diectoes of sid coperttion el that he slgned his same thereto pussuast fo ke anhoriy, and

weknowdedaes same o be ke sct and deed of koid Lurpomlien.

L L L et

My connissinn expies 0. KRELL

i +
g f
November 30,3012 T ROTARY PUBLIC 255
e PR RS _:-: BaUTH pAKTA BEAD) H -
Frghutithanhi s anbutiahlinng ot _ﬂ__li

70, Keell, No¥ary pubiie

CERTIFICATE
I. 1. Malean, Ausistial Seerctary of WESYERN SURETY COMPANY do hercby carlify thut the Power of Attomey hereinahove sot fuith s mill in
Joree, sand [upther coccity thas dhe Ty Lav oF tho vurporatlon frated unh tha reverse hreol jpstill 3n fosen, ta tesfieniny whezeal 1 buy hesvania subctibad
sy e ond aifixd the sed of the sail cosporatinn this dayof 2_‘;*1?,,-,4 bo~ . _Pod

e

F8%»  WESTHRN SURETY COMPANY
43

{%:‘E .A‘-}v" -?',;r

PR

L. Nulsur, Assistant Scorqstry

MOJo0052

Farom FAZRIHG
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INDEMNIFICATION AND DEFENSE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Mojave Electric ("Majave™) entered inlo a Subcontract Agreement
("Agreement") with The Whiting-Tumer Contizeting Company (" Whiting-Turner") on
February. i1, 2010,

WHEREAS, Asticle 8 of that Agreement required Mojave (o bond any licns
p!acc;d give the City of Las Vegas New City Hall project by Mojave's subcontraclors oF
vendors in citcumstances where Mojave was paid for the work or eguipment, wihich was
subject of the lien;

WIHEREAS, Cashman Equipment Company ("Cashman®) recorded a lien on June
22,2011, in Book/Mst, 201106220002156, records of Clark County. Nevada Clerk and
Recarder in the amount of $755,893.89 for provision of generators for which Mojave has
been fully paid by Whiting-Turner; A

WIEREAS, pursuant to Arficle 8 of the Apreement, Mojave has posted Western
Surety Compﬂny; Payment Bond No, 929490974 dated March 2, 2010 {"Western's
Payment Bond™), which requires the bonding company to indemnily and defend Whiting-
Turner from any [ailure (o pay an obligation on the City df Las Vegas New City Hall
project by Mojave in circumstances wheve Whiting-Turner has paid Mojave lor the work
or equipment in question;

WHEREAS, Whiting-Turner placed the Western's Payment Bond on notice of
Cashuman's claim in Case No, A642583, entitled Cashman Eguipment Compeny,
plaintlff, vs. CAM Consulting Inc., ef al,, defendants. District Court, Clark County,

Nevada and lien foreclosure action;

Page L of 5
MOJO0053
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Lo Vegas, Nevoda 58179

PEZZILLO LLOYD
5725 Via Ausi Parkway, Sulfe 230

Tel. 702 233-4225

el - T

MO O N RN NN N —_ —_
R EEREBEBREREEZ IR0 =SS

DEC

Jennifer R. Lloyd, Esq.

Nevada State Bar No. 9617
PEZZILLO LLOYD

6725 Via Austi Parkway, Suite 290
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

Tel: 702 233-4225

Fax: 702 233-4252
illoyd@pezzillolloyd.com

Atiorneys for Plaintiff;
Cashman Equipment Company

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY,a | Case No.: A642583

Nevada corporation, Dept. No,: 32

Plaintiff,
V8. Consolidated with Case No.: A653029
CAM CONSULTING INC., a Nevada DECLARATION OF JENNIFER R.

corporation; ANGELO CARVALHO, an LLOYD, ESQ. IN SUPPORT OF
individual; JANEL RENNIE aka JANEL CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY’S
CARVALHO, an individual; WEST EDNA | COUNTERMOTION FOR .
ASSOCIATES, LTD., dba MOJAVE ATTORNEYS’ FEES

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; QH
LAS VEGAS LLC, a foreign limited
liability company; PQ LAS VEGAS, LLC, a
foreign limited liability company; LW T1C
SUCCESSOR 1.LC, an unknown limited
Hability company; FC/LW VEGAS, a
foreign limited liability company; DOES 1 -
10, inclusive; and ROE CORPORATIONS 1
- 10, inclusive;

JA 00007
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

PEZZILLO LLOYD
&725 Vic Austi Parkway, Sulte 290

Tel. 702 233-4225

,_..
I

R e T~ 7. T - VR %

e S ey
Wk = o

[ SR S
SR RBRBRRRE RS GG

Defendants,

AND ALL RELATED MATTERS.

1, Jennifer R. Lloyd, Fsq., hereby declare under penalty of perjury:

1. Tam an attorney for Cashman Equipment Company (“Cashman”) in this matter. Tam
over the age of eighteen years and am competent to testify as to the matters set forth in
this Declaration. This Declatation is based upon my personal knowledge of the facts
contained herein. I offer this Declaration in support of Cashman’s Countermotion for
Attorneys’ Fees.

2. Attached to my Declaration as Exhibit 6-A are true und correct copies of invoices
issued to Cashman for work performed on its behalf in this matter,

3. Ihave reviewed the invoices attached as Exhibit 6-A and verified the amount of
attorneys® fees billed to Cashman in this matter. Pezzillo Lloyd has billed Cashman
$229,733 in atiorneys’ fees through February 15, 2014 all of which were incurred in
the prosecution and defense of this matter, The fees incurred were necessary and
reasonable and resulted in Cashman prevailing at trial in this matter.

4, The work perfmméﬂ on behalf of Cashman includes, but is not limited toi

a. substantial communication with Cashman concerning the defenses being
alteged and the possible claims to be putsued,;

b. preparation of the complaint, and answering the counterclaims asserted by
Defendants;

c. invesligating and researching the claims and defenses available to Cashman;

d. responding to Mojave’s claims and defenses which resulted in Mojave
abandoning two claims that it had asserted against Cashman for breach of

contract prior to frial;

JA 00001
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PEZZILLO LLOYD
4723 Yia Austi Paroway, Suite 290
Las Vegas, Nevoda 85112
Tel, 702 2334225

== Y - P

SR S I O SR C R ™
ERENEREBREERERIIIEGLEDRE D =

I,

m.

1

5. Pursuant to the factors set forth in Brunzell v. Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev.
345, 349 (1969), the fees requested in the accomjaanying Comtermotion are
reasonable and were incurred in the prosecution and defense of this matter on behalf
of Cashinan.

6. Cashman therefore respectfully request an award of atfomeys’ fees in the amount of

$229,733.00.

taking action as new claims wete discovered duing discovery and as a result
of Defendants disclosutes and depositions of Defendants’ representatives, and
file motions to amend Cashman’s complaint and prepare amended complaints;
preparing motions for summary judgment;

responding to the numerous motions filed by Defendants, including several
motions for summaty judgment, a motion concerning the codes, and the
motion o expunge the lien;

reviewing and anatyzing the extensive documents disclosed by Defendants,
which resulted in the discovery of the Mojave payment bond;

noticing and conducting seven depositions;

preparing for and attending additional depositions;

preparing and responding to discovery requests;

analyzing and developing possible avenues to obtain additional information
relevant to the claims and potential recovery; _

issuing numerous subpoenas on third parties to obtain additiopal information;
and,

preparing for and atfending trial in this matter.

k]

g
Jenmifer R. W, qu

JA 0000
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Pezzillo Robinson
6750 Via Austl Parkway, Suite 170
Las Vegas, NV 80119
(702) 233-4226

Statement ag of June 15, 2011
Statement No, 18228
Cashman Equipment
Bhane Noman
3300 St Rose Parlovay
Henderson, NV 89062

342.21: Gashman Equipment Cotmpany v. CAM Consulting/Canalho

Professional Feas Hours

6182011 JRR  Talephene call with Shane re; iumwese

GMMf2011  JRR  “Telophone calls with Shane ro:

B ot ool

@2011  JRR  Perfoim P‘ )
tasearch company and indvidual;
revieiv doouments forwarded by Shene; order
WMilitary Aflidavit to determine whether Garvalho

s active duty; review propeity ownership and
project Information

i

6/2/2011  JRR  Drafting complaint against Gam Consulfing
and Canvalhg; revlew emall Shane sent to
Mojava re; respossessing units.

6812011 JRR  Review comespondence fiom counsel for
Mojawe to Shane's emall concorning
repogsessing the aquipment; wiakmme
G nish drafting complaint against
Cam ConsLiting and Carvalhe; review
Information from Kelth ro: S

6812011 JRR  Telephone call with Shane re: A

vew emall fiom

Shane re; JE

6/6/2011  JRR  Revew Uniformt Cominercial Code
requlrements in light of elreumstances
surounding sale of generator asnd fallure of
paytaent; drafting Metion for Leave to lssue

0.00

0.00

1.70

1.20

1.50

0.00

1.80

Rate
245,00

245.00

24500

245.00

245,00

245.00

245,00

Arhount
0.00 No Charge

(.00 No Chatge

416.50

284,00

367.50

0.00  No Charge

465,80

JA 000075
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- Pozzlllo Robinson

Matter ID 342,24

8612011 JRR
8/7/2011  JRR
8182011 JRR
6972011  LDB

/02011 , JRR

» JRR
5

6/8/2011

6/10/2011  LbB

618/2011  LDB

6132011 IRR

6/16f2011  JRR

Expensos

632041
81312011

Subpaania prior to Discovary; revew Jofter re;
DBE status,

Telephone calis with Shane re: -5
AR iciicw emall from Shane re;

AR,

Drafting Motion to Issuie Subpoenas prior to
Discovery.

Draft response fotter to Mojavs; finish diafting
discovary motion; prepare afidait for Shans in
support of iotlon and forwerd same;
additional research as to UCC remedies under
these slrcumstances,

Telephone call with Mike Vizovich Project
Manager with the Clly of Las Vegas ro: hond
information request.

Frepare MRS 338 retuest Tor hand
« Information; prepare exhibits for discowy
motion.

¥
Draft ermall to Shane
_ review emall
SR,

0.00

1.20

220

0.20
0.80

0.00

fron Jim re; S

‘Draft carrospondence to City of Las Vagas
Putchasling Depertivient and also
correspondence o Project Manager for
Purchaslng Department.

Recelva coirespondgnea ra: hond information
from Clfy of Lag Vegas, .

Forward documeits to he served on Cam
Cansulting lo Shane; review email fom Shane

to Kefih re; iy

Review and respond 1o emall fiom Shane re:

0.40

0.20

0.00

245.00

245 00

195.00

245.00

245,00

195.00

195.00

0.00 24500

245,00

Page: 2
Sttt Mo 18229
July 1, 2041

0.00 No Charge

204.00

539.00

39.00
195,00

0.00 NoCharge

7800

38.00

0,0C; No Charge_

g

800  No Charge

Sub-total Faes: 72,728.50
Discount: Bil Reduced as Courtesy

Rate Summary
Lance D, Banks 0.00howrs at § 195.00/h
Jennlfar R, 10.60hours at $ 245.00¢hr
Totad howrs; ™ 19.30
Photocoples
Postage
Filing fees,

Couri Mandatad E-filing Fae,

166.00
257250

185,71

21.00
16.02
27810
40

JA 000074
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Pezzillo Robinson
Matter I 342.21

611012011
8/15/2011

Cout Mandated E-filing Fes.
Court Mandated Eflling Fee.

Page: 3

Stmt No: 18228

July 1, 2011

350

3.680

Subrfotal Expenses: 320,12

Tote! Cusrent Billing: ™ 3,877.67

Prevous Balange Due 0.00
Tolel Paymants: 0.00
Total Now Dua: 2.871.91

JA 000074
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Cashian Equipment
Shane Noiman

3300 8t Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 89062

REMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Amount Drig: 2,871.91

PLEASE REMIT TC:

Pezzlllo Roblheon

6750 Via Austi Parloway, Suits 170
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 238-4226

Statement Number:
Statement Date:
Mattar ID:

18229
2011
342,21

JA 0000775
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Pezzlllo Robinson

6750 Via Ausli Pariway, Suita 176
Las Vegas, NV 80118
{702) 2334225

Statement as of July 15, 2071
Statemesnt No. 18603

Cashman Equipment
Shanha Norman

3300 St, Rose Parlway
Henderson, NV 88052

342.21: Gashman Equipment Company v, CAM Consuliing/Carvaltho

Professional Fegs Hours

6/16/2011 JRR  Reniow hilitary affidavitfor Carvalho.

61712011 JRR  Review omall from Shano mesasmin

GIT72011  MEM  Review Motion for Leavs fo Cotiduct Early
Discovery I preparalion for hearing.

8R02011 JRR  Draftemall o Shane
I iolephone call with

Shane ro; W

6202M1  JRR - Drafling cotrespondoence fo Mojava’s colnasl
{1 responas to previous communication,

8202011  MLWM  Aftend hearing on Motion fo Conduct Linted
Discovery; tiraft Order Granting Motion lo
Conduct Lirsitad Diseovary,

6202011 MLM  Draft (3) Subpoenas lo Banks.

6/21/2011 JRR  Prepare
; ressarch Informaffon provide

by Las Vegas re: publlciprivate perinarshipfih

ownership Informafion.
6212011 JRR - Telephone call with Shane re: SIS

62212011 JRR  Review emall from Shane aRaENEN,

8242011 JRR  Draft Nofice of Bond Clalm for senvics on
Whifing Turner,

82772011 1DB  Draft correspondence to Gity Atiomey's office
el payment bond information.

627/2011  LDB  Speak fo City Aftorney's office re: requasl for
payiment bond information,

62712011 IRR  Review correspondence from Wells Fargo
concerning subpoana,

62712011 JRR  Draft Uﬁdate to Shane re; YN
62812011 JRR  Review etnall from Jiim ro: NN

Q.20
0.00
6,50

0,00

0.50

2.00

1.650
140

0.00
0,00
0,50
0.20
020
0.20
0.00

0.00

Rafe

245,00
245,00
195,00

245.00

245,00

195.06

185,00
245.00

245.00
245.00
245,00
185.00
195.00

245.00

Amount

49,00
0.00 No Charge

97.50

0.00 No Charge

142.60
390.00

242,50
343.00

0.04 No Gharge
(L00 No Charge
122.60
30.00
39.00
48.00
0.00 Mo Charge

.00 No Charge

JA 000077
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Pezzillo Rolilnson

Matter ID 342,24

6/26/2011
7152011

7/6/201

752011

776{2011
7820t

TN
1172011

7H22011

TH2(2011

732011

71412011

TMB2011

Expanses

BHf207
Bf17/2011

JRR
JRR

JHR

JERR

JRR
JRR

. JRR

ML

JRR

JRR

JRR

JRR

JRR

Research Forast Gily Dovelopment,
Telephote call with Shane, Jim and Mike re:

Review response from Molsve's counsal to
letter re; LIGG and Mojave's obligation to pay
amounts owad,

Praft ematl to Shane re; {NNN_——

Revise sibposhas for sarvice on banks.
Research property ovnership records for last
two rasidenoss of Carvalho for senvice and
givert that mall was reltirnad fraim residant
agent address;réview carrespondence from
Nevada Stale Bank rer subposna; find new
resldence purchased in Garvalho's wife's
malden namme and laok up transfer records,
Draft response Iatfer fo counsel for Mojave,
Draft Notice of Entry of Order re; Motion o
Conduet Discovery.

Reuvtew decuimsnts recelved from Nevada
State Bank; review updated asset search: run
augef search on Carvalho's wife for
infermallon concerning additional assets,

Draft emall to Shanem
.,

Reapand {o request from Bank of America fe;
slibpoana; respond fo reguest from Wells
arge re: subpoena,

Telephane call with Shane re; m
SR

Review email from Shane re: m

D.30
0.60

0.20

0.30

0.60
0.70

0.50
0,30

1.60

0.00

(.40

0.00

0.00

245.00
248.00

246.00

245,00

245.00
245.00

245.00
185.00

245.00

245,00

245,00

248,00

245.00

Sth-{otal Feas:

Rete Summary
Lance D. Banks 0.40hwours at $105.00/hr
Jennifer R 8.00 hours at $245,00/hr
iiatiea Maskas 4.50 hours at $195.00/hr

Total howt's; 12,70

Postage

Photocopies

Military Affidavil.

Court Mandaled E-filing Fee,

78.00
1,960.00
838.60

Pags: 2

St No; 18603
August 1, 2011

73.60
147.00

48.00

73.60

147.00
171.50

122.50
58,60

392,00

0.00

08.00

0.4a
0.00

2,879,50

No Charge

No Charge

No Charge

12.84
7.560
25.00
3.50

JA 0000735
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Pezzillo Robinson
Mafler 1D 342.21

8/22{2011
8/22£2011
6/2312011
G/2512011
6/28/2011
612412011
7iel201

782011

78201

7i1/2011

Gheele lsstiod 1o Sirpliffle LS.
Simpifile Fas, )

Cheok issued fo Lagal Wings, Ine.
{heclc iasued to Legal Wings, Inc.
Ghecl isstred to Legal Wings, Inc..
Court Mandated E-fiing Fes.

Checl issued to Nevauds State Bank,
Check issyed to Legal Wings, Inc.
Chagk issuad to Legat Wings, Ine,
Court Mandated E-filing Fes.

Page. 3

Simt No: 18603
August 1, 2071
20.00

5.00

49.50

44,50

49.50

3.50

35.00

. 49,80

40,60

460

Sub-total Expanses; 35844

Total Current Blling: ™~ 3,254.94
Previous Balanoe Due: 2.871.91
Total Payments: 0.00

Total Now Due: ~ 6,106.85

JA 000075




Cashinan Eduipment
Shane Norman

3300 8t Rose Parlavay
Fandearson, NV 89052

REWMTTANGE COPY
Return with Payment

Amount Dus; 6,108.86

PLEASE RENIT TO:

Pezzilio Robinsen

6750 \ia Austl Parkway, Suite 170
{88 Vegas, NV 88119

(702) 238-4225

Statement Number;
Statement Dafe:
Mattar 1D;

18603
8172011
342.21

JA 0000757
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Pezzillo Robinson

8750 Via Austl Parkway, Suite 170
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 283-4225

Slafement as of August 15, 2011
Staterment No. 18970

Cashman Equipment
Shane Norman

3300 8t Rose Parlway
Henderson, Nv 80062

342.21: Cashiman Equipmeant Company v. CAM Censtlling/Carvalho

Profassaional Fees Hours

711922011 1DB  Draft correspondence fo Glly Aftorney re!
follow up on wrilter: posifion of the cliy,

71192011 JRR  Review small from Cily Attorney confirming
thai project Is not public works and that ity
did not kacuire a payment hond,

Review emall from Shane ro; Sk

drafting Amendad Complaint =

72212011 JRR  Draft emall to Shane with update.

71252011 JRR  Dratling Amended Compleint: research
raguirements for clalm fo quist §tle given that
stoleir money was used lo purchase
residence and defermine best way fo plead-
claliy research whelher cialm for constructive
trust can be included; onalyze posslble claims

et ]

7202011 JRR

712202011 JRR

e ;
TR6I2011 MM Dyaft (2) Lis Pendens.
7272011 JRR  Review emall from Shane re: ey

w6201t MM Dyaft Summons on Amended Gonplalit,
72012011 JRR  Revew documsnls recleved under Subposna
from BOFA,; determine addifional Information
heeded and ofhar accounts to ook for
formation frony

71202011 JRR  Draft eimall to Shane with update,

72912011 MM . Prepare CA license bond praof of claim.

8201 MEM  Conlact Bank of Americs re: informafion on
docurnents forwarded per subpusna; contant
Bank of Nevada re; information on documenis
forwardsd per subpoena; contact Wells Fargo
re; dovtiments requested per subpoena.

812011 MLM  Creato and organlze subposna folders for

0.30

0.20

0.00
4.60

0.60

0.00

0.50
1.40

0.60
1.00
0.70

C.00

Rale
195,00

246.00

248.00

245.00

245.00
245.00

180.06
245.00

180.04
245,00

245,00
180.00
160.00

180.00

Amount
58.50

40,00

0.00

268,50

0.00
1,102.50

108.00
.00

20.00
343,00

4.00
180.00
126.00

0.00

No Charge

No Gharge

No Charge

No Charge

o Charge

JA 000077
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Pezzillo Robinson

Wafter ID 342.21

Bl

81512011

8/8/2011

B/9/2011

8112{2011

Expenees

6/3072011
7i2512011
712612011
7126/2011
T129/2011
72912014
71282011
713412011
8H/201

8/4£2011

8/8/2041

8812011

Sr12020M
81152011

JRR

JRR

JRR

JRR

JRR

dosuments preduced by each bark,

Telsphone call with Shane ro: M 0.00 245,00
Review doctiments recelved inder subpoenia 120 245,00
from Wells Fargo; determine additional
contiments needed; WRERERINRRIG
e
Review cafrespondance from Whiling Turner 0.60 248,00
demanding release of llen dus to
Uncondllonal Waiver; review stalufe re:
SR
A
Draft omail to Shane SRERMGTGIENSEN 0.006 245.00
Draft correspondence fo Whiling Turner In 0.70 245.00
response ta ils demand fhat Cashman release
the len; review status of sepvice of Carvalhio
and his attempls to avold sehvice, defermine
shalegy for service.
Sub-fotal Fees:
Disguunt: Bill Reduced as Courlesy
Rate Summary .
Lance D. Bahks 0.30howr's at § 195.00/hr 58,50
Jonnifer R, 9.70hours at $245.00/r  2,376.80
WMarisa Magkas 2.80 hatrs at $ 180.00/hr 504,00

‘fotal howrs: 12,80

Postage

Legal Ressarch,

Court Mandated E-filing Fee.
Check lzsued fo Legal Wings, lne.
Check issued fo Legal Wings, [ne.
Checls [ssuad fo Stmplifile LC.
Simplifile Fes.

Gheclt 1sstied to Shmplfile LC.
Legal Research,

Check Issued to Legal Wings, Inc.
Check tsaued to Legal Wings, Ine.
Chiack lestied fo Legal Wings, Inc.
Checlc isstted fo Lagal Wings, Ine.
Check issued to Legal Wings, Inc.
Check iesued to Division of Insurence,

Page: 2
SimtNo: 18970
September 1, 2011

0.00 No Charge

204,00

147.00

000 NoCharge

171,50

2,938.00
~188.60

3.40
53.86
10.50

143.50
.75
21.00
10,00
21.00
78.00
57.00
49.60
80.60
45,00
80.00
30.00

JA 00007575




Pagel 3

Pezzillo Robinson
Matter 1D 342.21 st No: 18970
September 1, 2011

81612011 Checle lssuad fo Bank of America, 73.52

Bi15/2011 Chesok Tsaued fo Legal Wings, Ine. 24,758

8/45/2011 Check issued fo Logal Wings, Inc. 224,50

8H52011 Check Issued fo Wells [Fargo. 86,60
Sub-otat Expenses. 1,163.78

Payments

8/8/2014 Payrment ok 472008 2,871,971

i
Stib-fotal Payments: 2,871,941

Total Current Bifing: —_ 5,028.18
Previous Balance Dues: 6,106.85
“Tofal Payments: 2,.871.91

Total Now Due: — 1,188.12

JA 00007576




Cashman Equipment
Shane Norman

3300 8, Rose Parlway
Handarson, NV B8052

RENITTANCE COPY
Raturn with Payment

Amoueit Dus: 718812

PLEASE REWMIT TO:

Pezzillo Roblnson
5750 Via Ausll Parloaray, Sulte 170
Las Vegas, Nv 89119

(702} 233-4226

Statement Number;
Siatement Date!
Mafter ID;

18970
arif2011
4221

JA 0000757

7




Pezzillo Robinson

6750 Via Austi Parlway, Sulte 170

Las Vegas, NV 88119
(702) 233-4225

Stafement as of September 15, 2011

Slaternent No. 10370

Cashman Equipment
Shane Norman

3300 St Rose Parlavay
Henderson, NV 80052

342.21: Cashman Equipment Company v, CAM Consliing/Carvalha

Professional Foos

872011 JRR  Revew correspondence from Galifornla
license hond denying clalm; telephone call
with claints representative ve: same,

8/18/2011 JRR  Telephone calf with counsel for Molave re:
respoiiding fo complaint and undeslying faots
of case; review correspondence from counsel
for Mojave re: extensian of i to respond
ahd concerning Mojsve's lilely representation
of Whiling Turner and fhe owners,

grio201  JRR  Draftemall to Shane

8232011 MLM  Draft Stipulation and Order fo Amend
Complaint; draft Second Amended Complaint.

81252011 SRR  Review correspondence from counsel for
Wihiting Turner re: stafue of amended
cornplatint and fmeline to answer,

8/31/2011 JRR  Fevew emall from counsel for Mojave re:
amended complaint.

8/312011 ML Gralls fo/from opposing counsel re;
Sfipulation: and Order to Amend Complaint fo
corracty name Mojave.

ol8/o0i1  JRR  Tolephone call with counsel for Rennle re
gllegations in complalnt and divorce.

9/9/2011 JRR  Review correspondsnce from opposing
counse] re; lien release hond; review lien
raleass bond.

o/o011  JRR Draftemall io Shane re: N,

9/12/2011 JRR  Revise proposed Amendsd Complaint fo
include vew claim against Mechanie Hen
Release Bond,

912/2011 JRR  Traft email to counssl for Mojave re: amended
complaint and lieh release bond; review
coespondence from counsel for Whiting
Turnier re: fien refease bond; telephone call
with Shane re: Y telephone call with
counse! for Renhia re: contlrming
reprasentafton.

9/12/2011 JRR  Rewview correspondence from counset far

Hours
.40

0A4G

0.00
0.70

0.20

Q.20

0.20

0.30

0.40

0.00
0.60

0,60

0.30

Rata
246.00

2456.00

245,00
180.00

246.00

248,00

180,00

245.00

245,00

245,00
245,00

245.00

245.00

Amount
98.06

88.00

0.90
126.00

49.00

49.00

36.00

78.50

96,00

8.00
147.00

147.00

73.50

No Charge

No Charge

JA 00007578




Pozzillo Roblnson Page: 2
Simt No: 19370

Matter ID 242,21
October 6, 2011

Rennie re: divoroe and Carvatho's military
stalus; propare request for divores decres.

of42041  MIM  Telephone call with Wells Fargo re; stalus of 0,20 180.00 36.00
additionat documents raquested par :
subpoene.

oM4i2011 MM Draft leffer to Coleman 1Law requesting clean ga0  180.00 54,00
copy of miltary (1 for Garvaho. -

0412011 WM Letter fo Arny yaguesting milkary search oh 0,30 180,00 54,00
Catvahe.

oi4f011 MLV Balls toffrom mililary affidenit company rel 0.20 18000 54,40
) previous search and new informafiorn. .
Sub-total Fees:  1,193.00

Discount Bill Reducad as Courtesy -98,70
Rate Sunintary
Jannifet B, 4 40 hours at $ 245,00/ £33.00
Wariea Maskas 2,00 howrs &t § 180,00/t 360.00
TFotal howrs: 540

Expensos

8/20/2011 Paridng Fees, 5,00

83012011 Legal Research. 21H

gr1of2011 Telephotie call with counsel for Whiting Turner ra: 1.00

answerlng complaint and need {0 amend.

9112011 Court Mandated E-filing Fee. Do 3.50
Sub-tofal Expenses: 3001

Eayments : T

o920 Payment ck 479513 | 3,234.94

o/19/2014 Payment ck 473518 . ' 3,023.18

.
Sub-fotel Payments! 7,198.12

Total Current Biling: 1,736.21

Prevous Balanoe Dues 7,158,142
Total Paymenls! 7.188.12

— s

Total Now Due: 4,1258,24

JA 00007579




CGashman Edulbment
Shane Noriman

3300 St. Ross Patknay
Henderson, NV 88052

REMITTANGE GOPY
Return with Payment

Statement Number, 19370
Staternant Dale: 10/812011
Mafter (D , 342,21

Amount Duo: 1,125.21

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Perzillo Robinsoh

8750 Via Austl Parkway, Sulte 170
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4225

JA 0000758(




Pozzillo Robinson
6760 Via Austi Parlavay, Suite 170
Las Vegas, Nv 89119
{702) 233-4226

Slatement as of October 16, 2011
Staterment No. 19702

Cashiman Faulpment
Shane Nosman

3300 8t Rose Parkway
Hendarson, NV 88052

342,21 Cashman Equipment Company v. GAM Consulling/Carvatho

Professional Feas Houwrs

of15/2011  JRR  Redew nofice of criminal complaint filed by 0.20
distrlet attornay.
992011 JRR  Revise Amended Complaint; review 1.80
cotrespondence from Mojave's affoiney re:
starilng up sauiprent and Hen releass bond;
cralt correspondoenace {n responss to Mojave
rafusing fo startup squipment until payment Is
racelved; telephone call fo Mojave's counsel
re: same; review response from counse! for
Whifing Turner re: amendad complaint ahd
titeline fo answer,

9192011 JRR  Telephone call with Shane re: ¢ i 0.00

"

draft email fo Shane with

ot e O T PRI erors ..o o
2

felter,

011012011 MLM  Letior to opposing counsel re; Second 0.30
Amengled Complaint's claim on llen relaase
bond.

oroi2olt JRR Review emall from ielth re: PGS - 0,00
L
9282011 JRR  Reviow and respord fo email from Shane re: 0.00

of29i2011 MEM  Draft(2) Acceplances of Sarvice documents; 1.50
draft Notice of Entry of Siipulaion and Order
for Dismissal, prepare Affidenit of Aterpled
Service an CAM and file; dreft latter to
Colamean Law Offlce re: representalion of
Jansl Carvatho.

oottt JRR Review correspondence from cotnsel for 0.20
Janel Carvatho re; stalus of response o
oompling

9/30/2011  MLM  Emalle to/from counsel for Janel Canvatho; 1,10
draft Acceptance of Servoe for Janel
Carvalho's attornays; draft Summobs on
Ssoond Amencled Complalnt,

103001 ML Contact Walls Fargo rot request for coples of 0.20
checks per subpoena.

Rate
245.00

245.00

245.00

180,00

245.00
2456.00

480.00

24500

180.00

180.00

Amount
49,00

441.00

0.00

§4.00

¢.00
0.00

270.00

49,00

198.00

36,00

No Charge

No Charde

No Charge

JA 0000758

1




Pezzllo Robinson

Matter i 342,24

J0r412011
10/6/2011

10/6/2011
10/6f2011

1077120

1010/2091
10/10/2011

10M462011

10M4/2011

Expenses

BR2120H
972812011
8/28/2011
92912014
9i20/2011
10/6/2011

JRR
JRR

MLM
JRR

JRR

JRR
MLM

JRR

ML

Review amail from Shane re: WslEsRR
Draft correspondence fo Mojave rel
medlation.

Draft Motion to Deam CANM Served or In the
Alternalive fo Extend Senvioe Time.

Revise and prepare Mofion fo Deem Cam
Consuling Servad.

Review response from counset for Whiling
Turner re; Mojave deferding on thelr kehalf,
tssuas with bonding company.

Review correspondence from Cashman fo
ojave re: selflament.

Braft Notice of Brrata fo Second Amended
Cormplaint,

Review correspondence from coumse! for
Whiting Turner re; setvice of amendead
complaint,

Braft {2) 3 Day Nolices fo Plead on Angelo
gid Janel Carvatho,

Page: 2

Sfmt Mp: 18702
Novamber 3, 2011

000 245,00 Q.00 NoChargo

040 24540 £8.00
1.80 180.00  824.00

150 24500  367.50

020 24500  49.00

.20 246,00 49.00
(.20 180.00 36.00

0.20 248.00 49.00

0./0 180.00 126,00

Sub-otal Fees: "2,196.50

Discount: Bill Reduced &g Courtosy  -200.00

Rate Sumtary
Jemnifer R, A4.70howrs af $245.00r  4,151.50
Marisa Maskes 5.80hours at $180.00Mr  1,044.00

Total hours; 10,60

Poslage
Photocopias

Check fssued fo Treasurer of the Unitad Stales,

Ghack kssuad fo Legal Wings, Ina.
Court Mandated Ediling Fee.
Check [esued to Legal Wings, Inc.
Caiyrt Mandated E-flling Fee,
Check jssued fo Secretary of State.

Sulb-total Expenses!

Total Current Billing:
Previous Balence Dus:
Total Payments:

Total Now Due:

4.24
48.25
£.20
25.00
3,50
33.00
17.50
10.00

146.69

2,142,119

1,125.21
0.00

T 3,267.40

JA 0000758




REMITTANCE GOPY
Return with Payment

Cashman Eguiphient Staternant Number: 19702
Shane Norman Statervent Date: 147302041

3300 8t Rosa Parlway .
Henderson, NV BS0E2 Wiatter [D: 3221

Amount Due: $,267.40

PLEASE RENIT TO:

Pezzillo Rabinson

6750 Via Austl Parlway, Sulte 170
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 238.4225

JA 00007583




Pezzillo Robinson
$750 Via Austl Parloway, Suile 170
Las Vegas, NV 89118
{702) 233-4225

Siatement as of Novamber 16, 20711
Statemant No. 20177

Cashrman Equipment

Shane Norman

3300 St. Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 88062

342.24: Cashman Equipment Company v. CAM Consulting/Carvalho

Profeaslonal Fees -

10MA72041 MM Draft (2) Proposed Orders tpon teguest from
Coust re Mollon to Deem CGAM Served or in
the Allernative fo Extend Service Time.

10/21/2011 JRR  Reviow checks from Angelo Garvalho's
aceount; research Elamant Iron ; falephohe
oall with counsel for Mojave re; mediation.

10/24/2014 JRR  Telephone oal with Shane re; produciion
recieved from Walls Fargo.

10/26/2011 MLM  Draft Subpoena fo Edward Jones.

107262011 MEM  Review all banking docuiments fo defermine
transfers/debils/deposits during firefraime of

Casﬁrmm’s payimani; create 70
107011 JRR  Review statufory basis for fratdulent fransfer
clalms,
1072772011 MLM  Research potehtial dsfendanis fo determina
tocation A TR TR s

116272011 MLWM  Emells toffrom counsel for J. Carvaho's
aftorney's office re) ssrvice of Secornd

Amended Complaint.

11750011 JRR  Review Answer, Counterclaim and Crossclaim
fited by Majave Electric, Whiting Turner
Consiruciion Company, YWeslern Surely,

111372011 JRR  Draft emall fo Shanhe reo: JENER.

132041 MLM  Draft Answor fo Mojave's Coutiterclabm
Agalnst Cashman,

197412019 JRR  Review infromation forwarded by Sheti: RS
-

14172014 MLM  Begin drafling Complaint against parties who
racelved stolen funds,

14782011 MLM  Emalis toffrom Brian Boschae re: ahawering
cormplalnt on behatf of Fidslity & Deposit Co.
of MDD,

1141012011 MLM  Draft Opposition to Jane! Carvalho's Mofion fo
Dismiiss,

Hours

0.8

0,80

G.00

.80
1.50

0.60

41,00

Rate

180.00

245,00

245,00

180.00
180,00

246.00

180.00

180.00

245.00

246.00
180.00
245.00
180.00

180.00

180.060

Amount
144,00

196,00

0.00

144,00
270.00

147.00

480.00
54.00
23.00

0.00
270.00
122,50
188.00

36.00

270.00

Mo Charge

No Charge

JA 00007584




Pozzllio Rohinson

Matter 1D 342,21

400

1411472011

11A142011

1414720M

14162014
11152011

Fxpahsos

101182011
102012011
10/26/2011
1003172011
11/3£2011

117972011

1162011

JRR
LM

MLM

LM

JRR
JRR

Begin drafiing Applicalion for it of
Prejudgment Atfachment.

Confinus drafling Opposltion to Janel
Carvalio's Molion to Dismiss; prepare Notice
of Entry of Order re; servica on Cam
Gopsuliing,

Reviaw catresporidence from Edward Jones
re; Subpoena.

Review correspordence from the Dept. of tho
Artmy te: request for Aclive Duty stalus for
Carvalho; perform search using web address
provided by the Dept, of the Army.

Revse Opposlition fo Motion o Disiss,
Telephona call with Shane

Prage: 2
Simt No: 20177
December 5, 201

170 24500 4650

200 480,00  360.00

0.20 180.00 $6.00

0.30- 180.00 54.00

050 24500 12280
100 24500 24500

Sib-fotal Feas 3,363.5?5

Rate Summary
Jennifer R. 5.50hours at $245.004r  1,347.50
Marlsa Maskas 44.20hours at $180.00Mr  2,018.00 '

Total hours;  16.70

Pastage

Court Mandated E-filing Fee.
Court Mandated E-flling Fea,
Court Mandated E-fling Fee.
Legal Research.

Check issued fo Legal Wings, Ine,
Court Mandated Ediling Fee.
Court Mandated E-filing Fee,

4,40

3.50

3.50

7.00

A0.79

44,850

3.50

3.50

Subotal Bxpenses: 110,69

“Fotal Current Biling: 347418

Pravicus Balance Duet - 3,267.40
‘Fotal Payments: 0.00
Tofal Now Due: 6,741,569

JA 00007585




Cashmen Equipment
Shane Nortrat

3800 Sl Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 88062

REMITTANCE CORY
Retun with Payment

Slaterment Number: 20177
Sfatement Dale: 12160201
Matter I 42,24

Amount Due: 8,7/41.5¢

PLEASE RENIT TO:

Peyvilo Robinson

6750 Via Ausll Patkway, Stite 170
Las Vegas, NV 88119

(702) 233-4995

JA 0000758

6




Pezzillo Robinson
6750 Via Austi Parkway, Site 170
Las Vagas, NV 89118
(702) 233-4225

Staternant as of Decamber 15, 2041
Statement No. 20840

Cashman Equipmant
Shane Norman

3300 Bt Rose Parlavay
Henderaon, NV 89082

342.21: Cashman Eduipmatit Gompany v, CAM Consulting/Carvatho

Professional Fooes Haurs
11/46/2011 JRR  Meeling wiih Shane re: QEEIRRERNE, 0,00
11f16/2011 JRR  Begin review of Hi 1.00
114712011 JRR  Draft porlions of Opposition to Motion to 1.00
Dismiss filed by Rennle; revise Cpposifiot.
1472011 MM Finalize Opposifion to Molion to Dismiiss Janel 0.00
Rennle; prepare exhibits,
1171872011 JRR  Revise Cashrnan's Answer to Majave's 0.20
Gounterclalms. _
1142412011 JRR  Research valug of itema sought fo be attached 2,80
with prejudgment will of afiachment; finish
drafiing affidavit In support; drafting
applicatlan for prejudgment wrlt of attachment.
112472099 JRR  Review Answer filed by Travelars in Clark 0,30
Caunly case.
112272011 WLM  Draft Dafault of Angelo Carvatho; prepare 1.00
axhibits fo Affidavit of Shahs Norman tn
. support of Applioalion for Wit of Attachment,
12202017 MM Prepare 16.1 Inlflal Dlsclosures of Witnesses 200
and Documents,
1112602011 JRR  Review of NN 0.80
1172812011 JRR  Drafting Motien for Prejudgment Writ, 1.20
1172872011 MLM  Draft Subposna for Nevada Title Company. 0.70
112002011 MM Draft Nofice of Early Case Conference; begin 1.80
drafling Joint Case Conference Report,
143072011 MLM  Legal Research re; Fraudulent Transfer, 1.20
12/22011  JRR  Draft small to Shane with (SRR 0.00
PR,
120202011 JRR  Drafting Wolion for Prejudgment Writ; revise 1.50
Shane's affidavil.
120202011 MLM  Finallze Affidavit of Shane Norman and 0.0
prepare Bxiibits fo Application for Pre
Judgment Wit of Attachment.
12/2/2011 MLM  Finslize Complaint for Fraudulent Transfer. 1.20
121572071 MLM  Affend hearing an Jane! Rennle's Mofion {o 1.80

Diarmiss,

Ratle

245,00
245,00

246,00
180.00
248,00

246,00

245.00

180,00

180.00

245.00
245,00
180.00
180.00

180.00
245.00

246,00

180,00

180,00
180.00

Avount

0.00
245,00

49,00

637.00

73.60

180,60

360.00

186.00
284.00
126.00
324.00

216.00
0,00

367.60

0.00

216.00
270,00

Mo Charge

Na Chigrges

Mo Charge

No Cherge

JA 000075




‘Pezziilo Rabinson

Multer 1D 342.21

12/5/2011

127672011
121672011

12162011
12/6/2014

12/8/2011
121872011

T2H202011
121202011
12412011
121142011

121612014

12/15/2011

Expenses

T 72011
1172172011
/282011
11291201
12212071
f2/8/2011
12/8/2011
12f16{2041

ML

ML
JRR

W0
ML

JRR
ML

MEM
MLM
JRR
MM

L

LM

Tofal hours:  27.20

Phofosoples

Poslage

Court Mandated B-fifing Fes.

Court Mandated E-fillng Fee,

Chack Issuad to Legal WWings, 1hc.
Courl Mandated Efiling Fee.

Copy Cherge - Wells Fargo Subpoena,
Court Mandaled E-flling Fee.

Fiting fecs,

Cotrt Mandated E-filing Fee.

Bub-tolal Expenses:

Diraft Qrder Denying Rennie's Motlor to 0.30 180,00
Dismigs,
Draft Request for Bramplion fiom Arbiftration, 0.50  180.00
Revise Fraudulant Transfer Complaini; 243 245.00
Lirafting Moflon for Prejudgment WL
Attend Early Gase Conference, 1.20 180.00
Finalize Joint Cage Gonfarence Report; emall 0.50 180,00
fo opposing counsel for review,
Drafting Motion for Prejudgrent VWrit. 1.80 245.00
Draft Ordar Granting Motton for Wit of 0.30 180.00
Affechiient
Draft Subposna Duces Tecum for Findiay 0.80 180.00
Herida., :
Emaill Joint Case Conference Report for 020 180.00
oppasing cotinsel’s review.
Review Janei Rehnie's Answer fo Complaint; 0.60 245.00
review
Emalt from Mojave afforney rel whareabouls 0.10  180.00
of Angelo Carvalho.
Revisa proposed Joint Case Conference ' 0.50 180.00
Reportto include Jans! Rennle's Answer and
Aftirmative Defenses.
Revise Jolnt Case Gonfarence Report with 0.50 180,00
Mojave’s requested changes; finalize and
ciroulale for signalure.
Sub-folal Feas:
Discount; Bl Reduced as Courlesy
Rate Summary
Jeanifer R, 18,70hours at $ 245,00/ 3,234.00
Marisa Maskas 14.00 how's 8k §480.00/r  2,5206.00

Pége: 2

Sttt Now 20640
January 4, 2012

£4.00

90,00
G450

216.00
80.00

465,60
54.00

96,00
36.00
147.00
78,00

80.00
"80.00

5,754.00
-500.00

108.25
7.80
3.50
3.50

288,00
3.50

12:1.40
3.60

278.10
3.50

821.8b

JA 00007588




Pozziile Robinson
Malter ID 342.21

Payments

121012011
120072011
152012

Paymant

Payment
Payment

ok 476420
ol 476490
ol 477612

Page: 3
ShrtNe: 20640
January 4, 2012

1,128.21

2,142,109

3ATAIG -
Sub-fotal Payments: TR, 14159

[
Tota! Gurrett Blling: 6,075.85

Previous Balenoe Due! 6,741.59
Total Payments: 8,741.69
Total Now Due: $,076.8

JA 00007589




RENETTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Shtement Nunibey: 20640

Cashman Faulpment
Shane Norman Statement Date: 11412012
4300 St. Rose Pariway Matier iD: 342.24

Hendorson, Ny 890562

Sunount Due: B,078.65

PLEASE RENMIT TO:

Parzlic Robinson

8750 Via Austl Parkway, Sulte 170
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4225

JA 00007590




Pezzillo Robinson

8780 Via Austi Parkway, Sulte 170
L as Vagas, NV 89119

(702} 253-4225

Statement as of January 18, 2012
Statement No. 21084

Cashman Egulpment
Shane Norman

3300 i, Rose Parkway
Henclarson, NV 82062

342.91: Ceshman Equipment Company v, CAM Consulting/Carvalho

Professional Fess _ Hours
1211912011 JRR  Review and yespond to emall from Shane ye, 0.20
12/27/2011 JRR  Review Commissioner's Dacision on Request 0.20
- for Exampfion from Arbiiration.
12/30/2011 MLM  Draft Nolice of Enlry of Order Denying Mollon 0.20
: to Dismlss as fo Rennle.
1312012 JRR  Reviewof ¥ 1.20
{faleode MM Binalls toffrom counse! for Mojave re: 0,20
_ Carvalho's whereabouts.
52042 JRR  Review Order issued by Court granting 0.40
reguest for prejudgrment writ of attachment;
pyepare Notlce of Entry.
162012 JRR  Revew 0.30
1582042 © JRR  Analyze information neaded RONEETTRES 1.20
44102012 JRR  Review and respond to emall from Shane 1! 0.00
F ]
11142012 JRR  Detalled review of documeins disclosed by 2.50
. Molave; anaylyze additional information io
obtafn and discovery {o prepare In responss;
deterimine additional parfies to aubpoena for
infornation relatad fo disclosures,
11112012 JRR  Telophons call with Bill at surely ve: hond, 0.20
22012 JRR  ReviewMolian fo Consolidate filed by Nojave 1.60
Electric; telephone call with counsel for
Rennie re; sseking fo attach her car, basts for
clgim and contact with Angelo; research
Bernle Carvalho for serviee of Fraudulent
Transfer Complaiut given [sstes with locating
hiy, telephons call witl Biil WEEKRER re:
@om&w recquasted Information
1o Bil revow and respond to emall
from Bill ret
iM2/20f2  JRR Telephone call wilh Shane ve: SRR 0.00
11202012 MEM  Draft Acoeptance of Senice oh Janel Rannle; 0.30

email to counsel with copy of Complalnt.

Rats
245,00

245,00
'195.00'
246.00
185,00

245,00

245.00
245.00
245,00

245.00

245.00
245.00

245.00
1806.00

Armount
498.00

48,00
58.50
318,80
38.00

§8.00

73.60

204.00
0.00

G12.60

49.00
367.50

Q.00
54.00

No Ghaige

No Charga

JA 00007591




Pazzillo Robinsoh
Matter 1D 342.21

Page: 2
Simt No: 21064
February 1, 2012

44812012 JRR  Revew emall from Bil% 050 24600 122,50

Expenses

12/19/2011
12/20/2014
42012
1612012
11412012
11312012

Payments

2{312012

o———
Subdolal Fees:  2,185.00
Rate Summaty
Jannifer R, 8,30 houts at $245.00/r 2,033.50
Marisa Maskas 0.30 hours at  180.00/hr 54.00
Marisa Maskas 0.50hours at $ 186.00¢hr g7.50

Total hours: .10

Postage . 1.76
Photoconles 3100
Court Mandated EAling Fee. 7.00
Cheok lssued to Tressuret of the Unifed States. -5.20
Court Mandatad E-fling Fee. ' ) 3.50
Court Mandated E-filing Fee, 3.50
Court Mandated E-iling Fee. 3.50
Check iseued fo Lagal YWings, Inc. 49,50

Sub-fotel Expensos: 04.56

Payment clc 478614 )  B,075.86
T ——
Sub-otat Paymenls 6,075.85

Tota} Current Billig: 2,2?9.3'8

Previous Balance Duel 6,075.85
Total Payments: 8,075.85
et

Total Now Due: 2,279.56

JA 00007592




Cashiman Equipment
Shane Norrnan

3300 8t Rose Parkway
Hendarson, NV 89052

REMTTANCE GOPY
Refuriy with Payment:

Aniornt Pue: 2,279.66

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzliio Robitieon

6750 Via Ausll Parkway, Suife 170
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4225

Statemsnt Nurrbel;
Statement Date!
Malter ID;

21064
21i2012
342.21

JA 0000759

3




Pezzillo Robinson
6725 Via Auatl Parkway, Sulte 290
Las Vagas, NV 82119
{702) 233-4225

Statement as of Behiuary 15, 2012
Statement No. 21414

Cashimar Bquipment
Shane Noyman

3200 St. Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 89062

342.21: Cashman Equipment Gompany v CAM Consulting/Garvalho

Professional Fees Hours

172012 JRR  Revow of documents disclosed by Mojewe 1.70
Electrio; revew ]

14482642 MIM  Draft Subposha to owner, FCILW VEGAS, 0.50
e,

1812012 MLM  Draft Nolice of Posting Bond; emalls toffrom 0.50
counsel for Mojave re; Motion {o Consolldefe.

1/24/2012  JRR  Revew status of fssuance of writ of 0.26
attachment,

242012 ML Fnallze Supplemental 16.1 list of docuimenta 0.90
with bank docutients,

112472042 MLV Revew client documents to prepare for 2,80
disclosure and §ilNG—_—

- Jraft Second

Supplemental 16.1 list of documents,

1026/2012 WM Spoke with Nevads Title Co. re: subpoena 0.10
request. .

20012 MLM Adtend hearing on Motlen for Consalidation. 1.20

430/2012  JRR  Review comespondanee from Deparlment of 0.40
the Amy re: Carvatho's military status;
perform search on Dapartiment of Defense
wehsite,

17302012 JRR  Telephone call with Shane re: (GRS 0.00

473072012 MM Diaft Wilt of Aftachment and Notloe of 1.00
Exeocution, .

H302012 MM Revew Wit of Attachment and Exeocution {100
proceduts.

2072012 JRR Draft comespondense to counsel for Element 0.30

fron red answerng complaint and valfdity of
claims.

Rate
245,00

180,00

180.00

245.00

180,00

180,00

180.00

180.00
246.00

248,00
180,00

180.00

248.00

Amount
418.50

90.60
80.00
40,00
162.00

§22.00

18.00

218,00
98.00

0,00
180.00

0.00

73.50

No Charge

No Gharge

JA 0000759




PexzAllo Robinson

Matter I 342,21

212012

2(a2012

2062012
72012
2{712012
2182052

21812012

/812012
21812012

200202

22012
2/2012

21012012
210/20n2

202612
ZH312012

MLM

JRR

MM

LM

LA

JRR

MEM

LM

MLM

JRR

AL

MLM

pALN

J4RR

ML
JRR

Drakt Notlee of Entry of Befault on Ceint
Consulting.

Revew Motion fo Dismiss filed by Cherchle;
review Element on's Answar to Complaing
review Mojave's Atswer to Fralidulent ‘transfer
Complaint; review Notlce of Entry of Order
granting Motlon to Consolidate.

Raoceipt of imnice for Nevada Title documetits

pursuant to subpoens; arrange for pick up of
documents,

Einall to Jang) Rennie's aftorney offios ke
anawar to new complaint.

Begln drafting discovery tecuests {Retusst for
Intemogatoiles, Reguast for Production of
Docurnents, Request for Admisslons) fo
fviojave Electdc,

Draft emell to Shene MSCTIRENED}

Prepare Discovary Reyuests (Request for
Intenogatorles, Request for Production of
Documents, Request for Admisstons) to Jane]
Rannle; sene.

Draft Motloe of Supplements! Early Case
Confarence,

Spoke with Janel Rebnle's attbrney re. Swang
Canalho sotifement offer.

Review doctmmonts recaivad from Nevada Tille
Comnpany; analyze elemnents of claltn

riotion for summery judgment; ASTTIEDIRY

Prepare 2nd Supplemental 16.1 List of
Dosuments (F004+documenta);

Emaits tofifom Jane) Remite’s atfomay’s office
re: restbiit

reﬁuest for ilitary affidedt,

Drakt renewed Subpoena Duces Tesurn t0
Wells Fargo (Angelo's hank account).

Draft omail o Shans re; RN
IR, oview fesponse.

Latter to Matthew Callister re: YRRy
Draf emall to Shane ro: " EITREIENYES

0.30

110

0.10

0.08

2,60

a.00

280

0.30

0.20

2.00

0.20

0,60

8.50

0.00

0,30
0.00

180.00

245.00

180,00

180.00

180,00

245.00

180,00

180.0D

180,00°

245.60

180.00

160.00

180.00

246.60

180.60
245.00

Page: 2
Stmt No: 21414
March B, 2012

§4.00

260,50

18.00

0.00 NoCharge
468.00

0.00 Mo Charge
450,00

B4.00

36.00

460.00

162.00
20.00

- 90.00

0.80 No Charge

64.00

0.00 No Chaige

JA 00007595




Pezziila Roblhaon
WMattar 1D 342.21

_aM42012 URR

21472012 VLW

2/452012  JRR

21572012 JRR

Expenses

1182012
111812012
1/18/2012
12412012
243[20r12

21612012

272012

211812012
2113212
211312042
211412012
211572012

Page: 8
" Simt No; 21414
March 8, 2012

Research Criminal Invastigations for Anmy; 070 245.00 #7160
falaphone call with with command centar re;

Angelo's wanent; request warrant and ariminsl

complaint in order to provide same to Afmy.

Diaft Motice of Dismiissal of Swang Carvalho in .40 180.00 72.00
Fraudulent Transfat case; emalt fo Colaman's
office e same.

“Telephone ¢all with Special Agent dack of CID 200 24500  490.00
re: Carvatho's wheresbouls and warrant; :

telephona call with Sgt Major John Zylowski

rer same; telephone call with Major Jennt re;

same and pending daployment to Afghanistan

and current location in New Jersey; review

emall from Jern! and Major Ingram re: same;

reew answer filed by Rennie fo Fraudident

Transfer clalms; yesesth manlage records for

Carvalho; perform asselfbackground sesarch s

Draft update to Shane ro: (RGNS 0.0 245,00 0.00 NoCharge

Subfotel Fees:  4,884.00
Discount: Bill Redused as Cowtesy 750,00

Rate Summary
Jenntfer R 8.40hours at $ 245.00/hr  2,068.00
Marisa Maskas 16. 70 hours &t $ 180.Q0thr 2.826.00

Total hours: 24,10

Phetocoples ' 168,00
Postags , 08,90
Court Mandated E-filing Fee. T340
Court Mandated E-ifing Fee. ' 3.50
Court Mandeted E-fillng Fee. 8.50
Court Mandated F-fillng Fee. 3,50
Gourt Mandated E-illng Fee. 3,50
Coutt Mandated E-fllng Fee. 3.50
Chack lssued to Nevada Title Company. 108,32
Ghock Issued fo Legal Wings, Ine. 105.00
Chack iasuad to Legal Wings, Ine. : 23,00
Check issued fo Legal Wings, Ihe. 40,00
Chesk Issued to Legal Wings, Inc. 44.50
Count Mandatac E-iling Fee. 3.60

Sub4otal Expenses; 560,22

JA 00007596




Page: 4

Pezziilo Robinson
Stimk No: 21414

Matter [D 342.21
: March 8, 2012
Paymenis
272012 Payment ol 478440 227966
Sub<4otal Payments: 2,570,606
‘Fotal Cuitrent Billing: 4794.27.
Preafous Balanoe De: 2,279,506
Totsl Paymahts: 2.270.56

Tofal Now Pue: 4,794,22

JA 00007597




REMITTANGE COPY
Refuyn with Payment

Cashinian Equipment _ Statement Number, 21414
Shane Noman Statement Date: 3f6f2012

3300 81, Rose Parliway Matter 1D 242,21
Hendearson, MY 88062

Awnount Dues  4,704.22

PLEASE RENIT TO:

Pazzillo Robinson
8725 Via Austt Paskway, Sulte 280
Las Vegas, NV 88118

{702} 2384226

JA 00007598




Pezzillo Robinson

5725 \ig Austl Parlavay, Sufte 280
Las Vegas, NV 89119
(702) 233-4226

Stalement as of March 15, 2012
Statemant Mo, 22098

Cashman Equipment
Shane Notmen

3300 6& Rose Parlwvay
Hendersan, NV 89062

349.21: Cashman Equipment Company v. CAM Constilting/Carvalho

Professional Feos Hotws

21162012 JRR  Reviewwarrant anc canplalnt; deaft emall to 0.80
Lt, Col Jones with requested information an
Carvalho.

201819042 - MM  Confinue drafting discovery requests fo 0.50
Molave. .

9/6/2012 MLM  Finelize 3rd Supplemental 16.1 List of 3,90
Witnesses and Dostmenle, include Findlay
iHonda documeants and Mifitary Afftdavit
docutrenis,

OMTRAMZ  MLM  Spoks with Wells Fargo re: second stipoena 9,20
ahd requested informalien.

2242012 JRR  Draft Opposition to Cherchlo's Mofion to 1.50
Distnias,

242312012 JRR  Review correspondanco from colngsl for 0.20
Commities 1o Elect Chercio ré: heating,

22812012 JRR  Telephons call with-Shane re: ElNR 0.00

21412 JRR  Review emall from Lt. Col Jones fe! 0.20
Carvafho's staits and ?

22412012 MM Emtaif to opposing counsel re; Carvalho 0.10
slatus, :

512012 MLM  Draft Application for Default Judgrment against 3,00
CAM and Carvalho, Default Judgroent,
Memorandum of Costs, Affidavit for Attorneys'
Fees and Afildavit of Cliank; propara Exhibils.

aofa7io0i2 WM Updale file; pleadings. 0.00

oo0012  JRR  Revise discovery fo be sont fo Mojave Electric 0.50
and Rennie,

2/20/2012 MIM  Finalize discovery requests to Mojave and 1.20
Janal Rennhle. : ]

312012  MLM  Review notes from constable re: packet; 1.0D
prapare requested forms re: vehicles,

322012 MM Draft instructions for Gonstable, 0.50

a/6/2012  JRR  Review payiment bond ] 0.80
Turnet; enelyze b s

362012 JRR  Revise Motlan to Amend Complaint and draft 0.80

cauge of aclion for payment bond,

Refe
245.00

180.00

180.00

180,00
246,00
245,00

245,00
245.00

180,00

180.00

180.00
245.00

180.00
180.00
480.00
24500

24500

Anount
122.50

an,00

162.00

36.00
357.50
49.00

0.00
40.60

18.00

£40.00

.00
122.50

218.00
180.00
90.00

186,00

196.00

No Charge

No Charge

JA 0000759¢




Pezzillo Robinson

Vlalter ID 342,24

362012
31112012

3N220M2

8/13/2012

31412012

31612012

3162012

Expenses

1143012011
12131/2011
72012
112912012
143172042
* 211612012
2{24/2042
242112012
22712042
202712012
3202
/22012
3152012

LM
MM

LM

JRR

JRR

MLM

MLM

Page: 2
Sit No: 22096
Aorll 2, 20142

Contact Neil Corsi wilh Forest Cly 0.10 18000 18.00

Enterprises re: subpoena documents.

Draft idofion o Amend Complaint fo iclude 2.00 18000  360.00

payment bond clalm.

Aftand hearing on Cherchic's Mofton fo 1,30 180,00  234.00

Disinies; review Order Granting Motlon to

Disrriss,

Revlew stalus; 1eview emall from Shane re: 100 24500 246,00
;s talophonio call

ith Sem re

progecuton,

Cotrpile documentation for R ;
raview colitt file for information on house

0.50 245600  122.50

arrest,

Revlew DMV reporfs on vehicles; drait 0.80 118000  144.00
instructions for constable rer each vehicle,

Draft Moton for Extended Time for Senice; 1,20 480,00 216.00

draft Crder Granting Extonsfon of Time,
Sub-tota) Fees:  3,774.00

Discount; Bilt Reduced as Gourfesy  -300.00

Rate Summary
Jennifer R. " 5.00howrs at$246.00/hr  1,470.00
Marlsa Maskas 1280 hotirs at $ 180.00/hr 2,304.00

Tofal hours:  18.80

Postage 27.85
Pholocoples 103,75
Legal Rosearch, 16.86
Legal Research, 34.12
Chocl jsauied to Legal Wings, 1nc. C 40480
Legal Ressarcht 63.32
Legal Ressarch. 236.68
Check isstiad 1o Legal Wings, Ing. 90.00
Gouwrt Mandated E-flling Fee. 350
Court Mandated E-iling Fee. 3.50
Filing feos. 2800
Court Mandaited Efiling Fee. 3.50
Gourt Mandsted E-filing Fee, 10,50
Filing feas. : 10.00
Check issuad to Legal Wings, nc. 189,00

Sub-total Expenises: £75.88

JA 0000760




Page: 3

Pezzitlo Robinson

Matter 1D 347221 ‘ Stmt No: 22080
April 2, 2012

Payments

3242012 Payment vk 480468 . 4,794.22

[ ——
Syb-fotal Payments: 4,794.22

T
Totat Current Billing: 4,349,98
Previcus Balance Dus! 4,794.22
Tolal Payments: AT94.22
A,

Total Now Due: 4,348.98

JA 00007601




REMITTANCE GOPY
Return with Payment

Siaternant Numbet: 22096

Cashman Equipmaent
Shanis Norman Stalament Date: HAH2012
3300 S Rose Parkway Matter 1D: 342.21

Henderson, NV 88052

Amount Bue: 4,349.98

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillc Robingot

8726 Via Aust Parkway, Sulte 200
Las Vegas, NV 69119

(702) 283-4295

JA 00007602




Pezzillo Robinson
#5725 ia Austi Parkway, Sulte 280
Las Vegas, NV 89119
{702) 733-4225

Statement as of April 18, 2012
Staternent Mo, 22908

Cashrman Eguipment
Shane Nofman

3300 St Rose Parkway
Henderson, Ny 89052

342,24 Caghman Equipmant Company V. CAM Consuliing/Garvalho

Professional Fees

ap40/2012 JRR  Review and respond o emall from Bhane te!
Y

371er20i2 JRR  Renise Mofion fo Arnend Complaint

3/49/2012 MM  Finslize Motion fo Amend Complaing; revew
payment bond terms/definitlons,

3j23/2012 JRR  Review Production frotn Wells Fargo for mere
rocant hanking records; prepare documents
fo forward o

4230012 MM Prepare update for clignt.

Myou2012 MM Dralt Default of CAIM; schedula Supplamental
Early Case Conference and finzlize notioe;
draft Stipulation and Order to Contintie Motion
for Summery Judgment; draft letter to
opposing counsel re: Whiting Turner's falfure
fo preduce 16.1 Documents] prepare
documents for Disirict Atlorney re. Carvaling's
criminal case.

2/26/2012 JRR  Research goncerning

382012 MM Revse Stipufaton and Qrder to Continue
Motian for Summary Judgnent to nciude
Mofion to Amend; emails toffrom opposing
counsal fo; same; spoke with Brlan Boschee
(Mojavee Goungel) re: Samme.

ao7/20i2  JRR  Reviewand respond fo il from District
Adlornay.

a28j2012 JRR  Telaphone oal wiih counsel for Garvalho's
wife, Tonla Tran re: answering he complaink;
review correapondence el SRS,

3/30/2012 JRR Review Rennle's Responses to Reguasts for
Admissions and Responsas to Interragatories,

4320tz JRR  Review emall from Dlstrict Atlorney, telephone
oall with Digtrict Atlorney re Angelo's case.

Agloriz JRR O Draft amalttoDieir!oiAttomey o
A

révlew emalt from District
Altorney. _ _
A6/2012 MM Create G of documents EREIRERNERE

Hours
0.00

0.50
0.40

0,80

0.00
1.50

1.00

0.60

0.24

0.30

0.50
0.20

1.00

0,50

Rate
2456.00

245.00 -

180.00

245.00

180.00
180,00

245.00

180.00

245.00

245.00

2456.00
248.00

246.00

180.00

Amount
0.00

122.60
72.00

220.50

0.00
270,00

245,00

108.00

48.00

7340

122.50
49.00

2456.00

90.00

No Charge

No Charge

JA 00007603




Perzilto Robinson

Matter 1D 342,21

Alor2o12

41002012

411072012

2042

Ao

414242012
M2z

4H212012

41432012

Exponses

21512012
311242012
8/16/2012
36012
a2
311972012
3222012
32312012
327/2012

MLM

JRR

L
ML

ML

LM

Review Rennle's Responses fo iho Retuests
for Producion.

Prepate for and allond supplemental Early
Caap Conferepce with counsel for Mojave,
\Whiling Turner, Slement lron and Reniie.

Research Nl

Begin drafling Opposilion {o Molion for
Summary Judginent. |

Review arguiments in Motion for Summary
Judgment refated o Fraudulent Transfer as
alleged In Complaint; Rasearching WL

Braft Supp[en!al Joint Case Corference
Report. '

Praft Notlco of Eniry of Default on Carvatho;
Draft Nofice of Enlry of Default on CANM,
Draft Nolico of Enfry of Order Granting Fx
Parte Moiion to Enlarge Senice Portod; drait
Nofice of Entry of Stiptlation and Order fo
Conlinue Heating on Notlon for Surmary
Jucgmant and Moflon to Arnend Gamplaint.
Confinue drafing Opposition fo Mojave's
Niotion for Summary Judgment; research

.50

1.60

240

41.50

2.00

1.30

0.50

3.00

245,00

245.00

245.00

180,00

245,00

186.00
180.00

180.00

180.00

Sub-otal Fees:
Discount; Bill Redused as Courtesy

Rate Summary
Jennifer R, ‘ 41, 40hotrs af §245.00/0r

Marfsa Maslas 0. 80 hours at § 180.00/hr

Tolal howrs:  20.80

Photocoples
Postage
Recording Fee.
Parking Fees.
Process Serve.
Prcmesé Serve,
Filing fees- EXMT.
Fling fees- MAMG.
Flling fess- CERT.
Fiilng feas- AFAS.
Fifing fees- ORDG,

2,719.50

1,784.00

Page: 2

St No: 22858

May 2, 2012
12280
392,00
£88.00
270,00
486,00
934.00
60,00
80,00
540,00
4,463,850
500,00

278,40

10,20

16,55

7.00

102.00

10.00

3.50

3.60

a.50

350

3.50

JA 00007604




Pezzillo Robinson
Maller 1D 342,21

A202012
Afef2012
AfBi2N2
AB/20%2
4102012
A4F0/2012
419112012
4142012 -
411812012
411312012
4132012
41812012
4132012
411312012
A182012

Payinents

4132012

Chacl issued to Legal Wings, Inc.
Chack lssued fo Legal Wings, Inc.,
Chack Issuad fo Lagal Wings, Inc.
Chack Issued fo Legal Wings, lnc.

Fillng fees- GFLT,
Filing fess- BAQ.
Fillng fees- AFDD.
Filing fees- AFDD.
Fillng fees- GERT.
Filing fees- NEOD,
Filing feas- DFLT.
Filing fess- NEOD.
Filing fees- NTSO,
Fliing faes,

Filing feas-NEQJ.

Paymenit ck 461548

Page: 3

Stmt No; 22068
May 2, 2092
100,00

40.50

75.00

492 50

a.50

3.50

3.580

8.50

3.80

3.50

3.50

3.80

3.60

3.50

3.50

Sub-lotal Bxpenses: — 1,197.19

4,349.98
Sub-otal Paymenfs: ™ 4,349,00
Total Current Bifing. — 5,180,865
Pravious Balance Due; 4,349.98
Total Payments: 4,349.98

Totat Now Due; 5,180.65

JA 00007605




CGashman Equiproant
Shane Norman

3300 8t. Rose Parlawvay
Hendsrson, NV 88062

REMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Amount Due: 5,180.65

PLEASE REWMIT TG:

Peszille Rohinson

6725 Via Austi Parlway, Sulte 280
128 Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 233-4228

Staterent Numbet:
Staterment Date:
Matter 1D:

22058
Bl22012
342.21

JA 00007606




Pezzillo Robinson

8725 Via Austi Patlavay, Sults 290
Las Vegas, NV 89118

(702) 233-4226

Staternent as of May 15, 2012
Statemant No. 23428

Cashiman Equipment
Shane Norman

3300 St Rose Parlway
Henderson, NV 86052

342.24: Cashmen Equipmant Cotipany v CAM Consulling/Carvalho

Profousional Faes Hours
4722 JRR Research 1.30
j . rovicw cases included by
WMolave drafiing Opposition to
Mojave's Motion for Summary Judgment
41872012 JRR  Reserach re: 1.60

to counter arguments fn
Mojave's Motlon for Stmmaty Judgment.
411912012 JRR  Research concerning AETMMSENERWN 1.90
arguments presented by Mojave in Motion for
Summary Judgnmet, drafting Opposition.
AM92012 LM Draft Affidavit of Shane Norman and 0.80
Daclaration of Jennifer Rabinson In suppaort
-of Qpposition {o Motion for Sumimary

Judgment.

4f20fan12  JRR  Draffing Opposilion to Molave's Motlen for 7.50
Summary Judgmont,

A20/2012  JRR  Telephone call with Asslstant Disirict Atiorney 0.40

re; charges to be brought against Carvaho,
facts of matier; discovery oblalned so far and
additional inforimation needed.,
420/2012 MWLM  Finalize Opposttion to Moflon for Summary 3.00
Judgment and all exhiblls, Affldavit of Shane
Norman and Delcarafion of Jannifer
Roblagan,
A20/2012. BJP  Dralf porlion of Opposltion to Molich for 4.20
Surmrary Judgment related o
L rasearch

42202 JRR - Draffing Opposition. 1.00

A23120412  JRR  Finish drating Cppostion to Motion for 2,50
Summary Judgmant,

4032012 JRR  ReviewAnswer flled by Linda Dugan. £.30

412317012 JRR  Review Rennie's respansss to Raduaats for 0.30
Admissions.

ARA2012  JRR  Review Mojave's Responses to Discovery 0.50
Reuests. .

Rate
245,00

245,00
246,00
180,00

24500

245,00
180.00

300.00

245.00
245.00

245,00
245.00

245.00

Amount

318,50

39200
465,50
144.00

1,837,650

88.00
£40.00

1,260.00

248,00
612,860

73.50
73.50

122.50

JA 00007607




Pezzilic Robinson

Mafter 1D 342,24

47282012 ML

Af23/2012

Al24f2012

4262012

42722

42772012

43072012

5H/2012
5142012

53/2012
672012
BI72012

Blef2012
BIe2012

5/6/2012

61072012
614012012

511/2012

BJF

AR

-MLM

LM

LR

LM

JRR
MLM
JRR

JRR
JER

JRR
ML
ML

JRR
VLM

MLM

Review Molave's Rasponses to Discovely
Requests smed Defendanis’ Supplaimental

document digclosure,

Revisw opposition to motion for summeary

judgment; review authorities regarding =

Prapare subpoena fo Nevada Stata Bank
concerning stop payment,

Draft Supplemental Subpoena to Nevada

State Bank re: Information on Stop Checlc
pracadure; draft Supplement te Opposftion fa
Motlon for Surmmary Judgment; dieft
Supplemental 16,1 List of Documents.

Flnallze Supplemental Joint Case Confarence
Report,

Draft Application for Defaull Judgrment against
CAM & Angelo Carvalhio; Default Judgraent;
Memarandum of Costs; Adfidavit of Altornays'
Faas and Afftdavitof Cllent,

Draft Ex Parle Molion to Serve Berie
Carvalho by Publicafion; draft Qrder granting
same.

Review of Mojave's second supplemenial
disclosures.

Spoke with Navada State Bank re!
supplamentat subposna on Slop Chack issue,
Preparing for hearing on Mojave's Molion for
Summary Judgment; review lojave'a Reply in
Bupport of its Motien; autline key arguments.
Confinted hearing preparation; akiend and
argue WMojave's Motlon for Summary
Judgment.

Review correspondence from cotnsel for
Tonia Tran re: answel; revise Shane's
effidevit for Default

Deaft ezl to Shane REEIERREES
_—

Draft Order Granting Mofion to Atend
Complalnt.

Draft Order Denying Defendants' Motlon for
Summary Judgment; emall fo opposing
counsel e review and approval of Order.
Continuad review of documents praduced by
Majave.

Revdse and finallze Grder Denying Mojave's
Molion for Suramary Judgment.

Draft Nolice of Enfiry of Order on Matlon fo
Serva Bernle Carvalho by Publication,

1.00
040

0.50

110

0,50

4.00

1.20

240
0.20

3.60
330
0,50

(.00
4,30

040

1.90
0.0

(.30

180.00

300.00

24500

180.C0

180.00

180.00

180.00

248,00
180,00

245.00

245,60

245.00

245.008
180.00

180.00

245.00
180.00

18G.00

Page; 2

Stnt No: 23428
June 1, 2012

180.00

120.00

122,850

1858.00

£0.00

720.00

216.00

586.00
36.00

857.50

8068.60

122,60

0.00
£4.00

72.00

465.50
18.00

54,00

Sub-icfal Fees:  10,805.00

No Charge

JA 00007608




Pezzillo Robinson
Matter 1D 342.21

Expenses

2212012

4242012
4512012
AIBI2012

4462012
41812012
4H9f2012
Af20I2012
232012
42412012
4124{2012
42612012
430f2012
APBO2012
AB012012
413012042
5122012
5{2/2012
5762012
5/9/2042
5152612

Payments

6/26f2012

Page: 3

380 -.

Stmt No: 23428
June 1, 2042
Rate Suramary
Jennifer R. 2B40hours at $ 24500/ 7,203.00
Marisa Maskas 12.80hours at $180.00/hr 2,322.00
Brian J. Pezzlif _il.ii_ghours at$200.00/r  1,380,00
Total howrs: 46,90
Poslage 15,558
Phatocoples 56.00
Ronner Fee- To Hendarson Gourt fo pick up Comp!aiﬂt 38,90
and Arrest Warrant, '
Process Balve- Linda Dugan. 100.00
Process Sorve- Bernle Carvello, 7680
Process Serve- CAM Consulling, Ing, {Several different _ 492,50
address, with rush chargas},
Procass Serve- Angelo Carvahe. 49,80
Process Satve- Spirit Undergrouid. 44,50
Chack isausd to Eegal Wings, Inc. 104.00
Pracess Serve- Michas! Carvalhe. 105.00
Flling foes. 3,50
Fliing feos. 3,60
Fling fees.
Runner Fee- Opposition to MSJ. 57.00
Legal Ressarch, 318.26
Filing f=es. 3.50
Lagal Research, 183.36
Fillng foes. 3.50
Process Setve- Nevada State Bank, 44.50
Filing faes, 8.60
Parking Fees. 11.00
Filing fees. 3.60
Fling fess. : 380
Sub-total Expenses; 1,674.07
Payment ck 483218 5,180.65
Sub-otal Payments: 5,180.85

JA 00007609




Pazzillo Robingon
Malter 1D 342,21

Page: 4
Shnt No: 23428
June 4, 2012

‘Tolal Current Billing: 12,679.07

Pravious Balance Die: 5,180.65 ~

Total Payments: 5,180.65
‘fotal Now Duer ~ 12,679.07

JA 00007610




- Gashmen Equipmsnt
Shans Normah

3300 St Rose Parkway
Handerson, NY 88052

REMITTANCE COPY
Return with Payment

Amount Due: 12,579.07

P EASE RENMIT TO:
Perzzillo Rebinson

6725 Via Ausli Parlway, Stiile 2080

Las Vegas, NV 89119

{702) 233-4225

Staterment Nuirbor: 23428
Stefament Date: G012
Matter 1D: 342,24

. JA 0000761

1




Pezzillo Robinson

BF25 Via Aust Parkway, Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 86118

(702) 233-4224

Statement as of June 16, 2012
Statement No, 23822

Cashmen Equlpment
Shane Norman

3300 8t Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 88052

342.21: Cashman Equipment Company v. GAM Consulting/Garvatho

Profassional Fees Hours  Rale
5212012 JRR Review doouments recloved from Nevada 040 245,00
State Bank 1e: stop payivent; draft emalll to
Sam af Disltict Allorney's offfce re
-P; review senice
ocuments for Tran inyEEEREEREEIE
)
512212012 JRR  Reviewemall from Shane re: RSN 0.40  245.00
revising Shane's Affidavit in support of Defauit
Judgment application.
52242012 MM Spoke with Barlk of Nevada re: documents .40 {80.00
 recelved per subpoena; review documents.
5232012 MM Dreit Notice of Enlvy of Order Granting 0.40 182,00
Moflon to Amend and Order Danying
Defendants Mofion for Summary Judgrment
5/30/2012 JRR  Reviewinforhiation forwarded b‘ Shane ve! 0,00 24500
612012~ JRR i d ~ 0.00 245.00
GA20M12  MLM  Drafi Stipulafion and Qrder fo Continue 1.20¢ 180.00
. Discovery Deadines; emsit fo opposing
counse! re; same.
B82012 MM Follow tp on Writs re: vehlalas at Janal 0.20 180,00
Qarvalho's office,
62042 MM Emall to Briah Bosches re! representation of .40 180.00
Travaler's Insurance Co.
8M23/2012 NMLW  Lefter o atforney for Tran re: 3 Day Natice fo 040 180.00
Plead & Diefault
GMAI2012 MM Draft Sth Supplemental Decument Disclosura 1.00 80.00
{MV Tille documents).
652042 JRR  Draft Mollon 1o Serve by Publication, 1.20 248.00
Sub-fotal Fees:
Rate Summary
Jdennifer R. 2.20 hours at $245.00/hr £30.00
Marisa Maskas 3.70howre at § 180.00/hr 865.00

Amount
147,00

95.00

T2.00

72.00

0.00

0.00
216.00

36.00
18.00
72,00
180.00

284.00
1,205.00

No CGharge

No Charge

JA 00007612




Pezzillo Robinson
Malter [D 342.21

Exponses

43012012
. 302012
B/21/2012
82812012
6/23/2012
612412012
81252042
2612012
82012

616/2012

81512012

8/5/2012

8F11/2012
aM&2012
8r16/2012

Payments

652012

Tolalhours: 5,80

Pholocopies

Postage

|agsl Research,

Legal Resaarch,

Court Mandated E-fillhg Fee,
Cout Mandated E-filing Fes.
Court Mandatad Eiling Fee,
Court Mandated E-filing Fee.
Court Mandaled E-filing Fee.
Court Mandated E-filng Fee,
Court Mandated E-fillng Fee.
Court Mandated E-filing Fee.

Pracess Serve - Angelo Carvalho,

Coust Mandated Efling Fes,
Cowrt Mandafed E-filing Fea.
Cout Mandated E-filing Fee.
Parking Fees,

Payisnt ck 483075

Page; 2
Simt No: 235822

July 3, 2012

44.50
7.34
19.26
20.28
3560
3.50
3,50
3.50
3560
350
3.50
4.00
49.50
3,80
3,60
10.50
11.00

Sub-total Expenses: ~ 197.8¢

12,579.07
Sub-iotal Payinents: 12,579.07

Total Current Biling: — 140287
12,670.07
12,579.07

T AAN28T

Previous Balance Due
Total Payments:
Total Now Dug:

JA 00007613




Gashman Eguipment
Shane Norman

3300 5t. Rose Parioway
Hendarson, NV 88052

REMITTANGE COPY
Refurn with Payment

Amoont Due: {,402.87

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillo Robinson

8725 Via Austl Parkway, Suite 290
Las Vegas, NV 82119

(702) 233-4225

Stadement Number: 23622
Statement Date: 71312012
Matter |D: 342,21

JA 00007614




Pezzillo Robinson
6725 Via Ausli Parkway, Sulle 280
las Vegas, NV 83119
{702) 2334225

Slaterant as of July 15, 2012
Staternent No. 24119

Gashiman Eguljsment

- Bhane Normait
3300 &1, Rose Parfway
Handerson, MV 89052

342,21; Cashman Equlpment Company v. CAM Consulting/Carvalho

Professional Fees

8/21/2012 MM Documsnt review e Mojave documents;
begin drafting Motion for Summary Judgment
, of Lisn Release Bond Clalm.

82212012 JRR  Review email from district atforney re:
addiflonal information needed for Carvaiho
prosecufion; review Nevada Tifle and kanlc
production for requestad evidence,

6222012 MLM  Confinug Drafling Motion for Summary
Judgment an Lien Release Bond; raview
stalute and case law,

612512012 JRR  Review emuil froin Shans te! E

62682042 JRR  Draft second setof Instructions {o Constable
Tor addifional aftempts on Carvalho propstiy.

B/27/2012 JRR  Reviewand respond lo emall from Disfrict
Atforney re: dosuments providad and provide
additional documents in Tesponse.

G202 MM Lefter to owner FOILW Vegas, 1.LC re; fallre
{o produce documents pursuant to subposna.

Bi27/2012 ML Lefler to Walls Fargo requesting deposit slip.

812772012 MM Reoview all dostiments relafing to payiments
belwaen Cam & Mojave, and refatlng fo the
Nevada Energy Project; draft Subpoena
Ducas Tecunsto NV Energy.

722012 MM Review Rennie's and Majave Defendants'
Anewers to 3rd Amended Gomplalnt.

722012 MLV Revlew documents re: confract balwash
Mojave and CAM on the Nevada Energy
Projact

Wa2012 MM Spoke with Wells Fargo re! requested
docurments (daposit slips); finallze Subpoena

. io NV Eneigy.

762012 JRR Revewing Mojave's and Whiting Turniat™s

document disclosure io

7/62012  JRR Draft emall o Distict Atlorney re: tequest for
cetiein additiona! information; respond to

Hours

210

0.60

2,00

.00
4.00

030

Q.30

.36
1.30

040

0.60

0.40

1.60

0.90

245.00

180.00

180,00
180.00

180,00

180.00

180.00

245,00

Armount
378.00

122.50

360.00

0.00
980.00

73.50

54.00

54,00
234.00

72,60
108,00

72,00

367.60

220,60

No Gharge

JA 0000761
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Pezzillo Robinson

Malter 1D 342,21

THR2012

719/2012
7902012

THORMZ

THOR012

TH02012
TH02M2

THtR2ME

TH2012

72012

Expenses

JRR

" LA

MLV

JRR

JRR

WL

MLVt

JRR

JRR

LM

emails from him coneerning addllional

evidenes and sxplaining what happened;

praparation for maeting on Menday.

Meeling with District Attorney, Keith, Kim and 3.60 24500
Shane te:

compile infortration tequested by District

Adtorney aind forward fo hir; review

dociiments

Prepare Ceslificate of Malling for Nolice of 020 180.00
Hearlng on Applications for Defaull Judgrent

as to Cam Consulling and Angelo Carvalho.

Diraft Notice of Enby of Order Granting Ex 0.20 180.00
Parte WMotion to Serve Angelo Carvalho by

Publication,

Review enall from counsel for Mojave re; 1.80 248,00

confidentiallly agreement concarning certaln
documents to be produced; review wlinesses
disctosed by Mojave and defermine

depositions fo bo sef; regearch requirements

0.00 248,00

Draft email fo Shane re:
Spoke with Donha Andersot 4t Forest Clly ve: Q.20 180,00
subpoena duces lecurm and requested
documents. S
Emaits foffrom Mojave attorney 1e: 080 160.00
depositions, stipufated proteciive order re: NV
Energy subposna. :
Compiting requeated dacuments for Distict . 220 24500
Aftorney for use in Grand Jury; research
coheatning m N _
dra!t ng portions of Motion for Surmary
Judgment; revjaw deposttion noticed by
Mojave for Person Most Knowledgeable of
Casghman.
Drafl-email o Shana- 0.00 24500
Draft Sapplemental 16,1 fo Include photos. 0,650 180.00
Sub-total Fees:
Discount: Bl Reducad as Coutfesy
Rate Sumimary
Jennifer R. 14.70hotirs at $245.00/  3,601.50
Marisa Masles 8.90howrs at $180.00/hr  1,602.00

Total hoursy  23.60

Photocopies

Page: 2
StimtNo: 24112
August 8, 2012

857,60

43.00
36.00

441,00

0.00 No Charge

36.00
54.00

539.00

0.60 No Chavge

108.00
5,203.50
-400.00

38.00

JA 00007616




Pezzillo Robinson Page: 3

Medtor 1D 342.21 StmtNo; 24118
August 8, 2012
Postage 26.80
9/28/2011 Cheok issued o Legal Wings, Inc. 33.00
1118/2012 Checl¢ ssuad to Legal Wings, tno, 44,60
114872012 Check ssted to Legal Wings, [fe. 49.50
1125/2012 Cheok Issusd to Legal Wings, tnc. 44,50
1730f2012 Chegk issued fo Legal Wings, ine. 4850
B2412012 Court Mandated E-fiing Fes, 3.60
53072042 Pubileation Fee. 100.60
BHa2012 Pracess Serve - Division of insumnace fes to Setve 30.00
Travelars wf 3rd Amendad Complalnt Gheok if 8091,
Bf24f2012 Runner Fae- Stipulation and Order fo 400D 8. 4th Sireef : 21.00
drd Floor,
61262012 Filing fees. 3.50
63072012 Fublication Fee. 100.00
11512042 Filing faes, 3.50
71612012 Filing fass, 3,50
72012 Fling foss. 3.60
THA2012 Filing fees. 3.80

Sub-iotal Bxpenses: §67.80

Total Current Biling: ™ 5,961.80

Praviota Balance Due! 1,402.87

Total Payments. 0,00

b {Total How Due: TR 7647

JA 00007617




REMITTANCE GOFY
Return with Payment

Cashman Equlpment Statement Numbar: 24119
Shane Norman Staterent Date; . 9/6/2012

3300 St. Rose Parkway Matter ID: 342.91
Handerson, NV 89052 :

Amount Dues 8,764.17

PLEASE REMIT TO:

Pezzillo Roblnaen

6726 Vi Austt Parkway, Sulte 290
L as Vegas, NV 89110

{702} 2334225

JA 00007618




Pezzillo Robinson

8725 Via Austl Parlway, Sulte 200
Las Vegas, NV 88118

(702) 283-4228

Statement as of August 18, 2012
Statement No, 24815

Cashman Equipment
Shane Norimen

3300 St Rose Parkovay
Hendarson, NV 89052

842.21: Cashiran Equipment Compaty v. CAM Conoulling/Carvaiho

Professlonal Fees Hours Fale  Amount

7HZI2012  JRR  Draft emall fo Shans re: m 0,60 245.00 0,00 NoCharge
K qeable; reviewresponse; review
resporise from Kefth ve:

71772012 JRR  Review ermall from counss! for Mojave 0.10 24508 24.50
coneerning deposttions.

7172012 MM Emalls toffrom Mojave's altorney re: 030 180.00 54.00

deposition daies and proposed Slipulaton for
Profaction re: NV Energy stibpoeha.

7M7i2012  MLM  Spokewith Sue et Nevada Energy re: 0.20 180.00 36.00
requested documents per subpoena.
7182012 JRR  Draft email to Shane and Kelth re; onENy 0.00 245.00 0.00 NoCharge
N
7182012 BJP  Review motlon for injunctive rellef; research 4,80 300.00 540,00
regarding isstes raieed,
7192012 - JRR  Review stipulation conceming protective order 0.80 245,00  147.00
and confidenfial documents; revise same. -
7/io012 MM Emallto opposing cotmsel re; Cashman 0.650 180,00  90.00

avallabliity re; deposition; draft deposition
notices for Mojave PMK and Janel Rennle.

THOP0t2 MM  Diaft Reply fo Mojave's Gounterclalm. 0,50 180.00 90,00
7HOE012 WM Organize all discovery doouments, 0,00 180,00 0.00 No Charge
7120/2012 JRR  Review Nofice vacaling Cayvalho's deposilion 0.20 245.00 7480
and Amended Notlica of Deposition of PMK
for Cashmnn.
7202012 MLM  Review documents from Whiting Tumer; draft 2,00 480,00  360.00
discovery requests to Whiking Turner.
732012 MM Review Gonstablo notes and documents re! 060 180.00 90,00

vehlcles; contact Constable office for
addilional informailon; ernalls fo/from Mojeve
attorhay re! tesponss fo counterclalm end
Stipulaion for Confld, & Protection.

7j3fo0t2 MM  Review letfer and documents from Forost Clly ° 0.20 180.00 36.00
Mgt In respongs fo Subposha Duces Tecunt.
71932012 RIP  Reviow authariiles rellect upon in Motion for 200 300,00 60000

Injuncilive velief; drafting opposttion fo Motion
for Injunclive Refief.

JA 00007619




Pezzillo Robinson
Matter ID 34221

Ti2AI2012  BIP

712812012 - BJP

7ieeo0iz  BJIP

a2z JRR

82012 MLM

sf2f2012  JRR

8f2i2012 JRR

gf2izm2 JRR
greleodz MM

8312012 JRR
gfapots  JRR

8312012 JRR
8312012 MLM
8/3/2012  BiP

afei2012 JRR

872012 JRR

a/ef2012 JRR

grgf2012 JRR

Research regarding

prepare apposition fo motlon for jnjlmetion.
Prepare opposliion fo motlon for injunctive
rallef; rosearch regarding il

W (ousarch

Revise and finalize oppoattion to motfon for
infunctive retisf; prepare exhibits.

Revisw Amendad Notice of Deposifion of
Patson Most Knowtedgeable of Cashtnan;
Draft emalf to Shene re

Conlinue drafting Mation for Summary
Judgment on Lien Relegse Bond; review alient
dooumshts re!

Revisw reply filed by Mojave In support of its
motion for a prelirminary injunction; prepare
argument for hearlng on mollan for
prefiminary injutciion.

Totophonie call with Shane re: (IR

Praft emall updates to Shane,

Spoke with Tonla Tran's afomey re: possthle
getllement,

Atfend and argus hearing on Mofion for
Injunction, ‘ :
Reviow Order prepared by Mojave granling
thelr Motlon for Injunclive Rellef; reviewand
analyze | revise
order. '

Telephone oall witﬁ Sﬁiﬁﬁii i(eith ral

Spoke with NV Energy re: subpooha
documents.

Revlew proposed order regarding injunction
otion.

Drait emall to counsel for Mofave with rediine
revislons fo Crder Granting [n party Motion fot
Preliminary Injunction,

Review smalls from counsel for Mojave re
ravisions to Order on Motion for Preliminary
Injunction/Codes.

Review review

Prepare Supplement fo Applications for
Default Judgment against Gam Consuling
and Cetvatho; review Applications in
preparation for hearing; prepare ouliine of
quesiions for hearlng; prepate
correspondence to Court wiih Cashman's

2.80

2.60

1.00

0.20

1.80

1.60

0.00

0.c0
0.20

920

0.80

0.co
0.20
0,00

0.20

0.20

0.40

2,80

300.00

300.00

300.00

245,00

180.00¢

2458.00

245.00

245,00 .

180.00
248.00

245,00

245.00
180.00
300,00

245.00

246,00

245,00

24600

Page 2

Stmt No: 24918
Seplember 7, 2012

870.00

780,00

300,00 -

7350

288.00

387.50

0,60

0.00
38.00

639.00

106,00

0.00
368.00
.00

49.00

49,00

98.00

812,50

No Charge

No Chaige

No Charge

No Charge

JA 00007620




Pezzilio Robinson

Malter 1D 342,24

aref2012

8102012
BHa202
811512012
811472012
Bi82012

81612012

8F1612012

8152012

JRR
4RR
JRR
JRR
JRR
JRR
JRR

MLM

LM

Praposed Qrder on the Moflon to Procurs
Cades; propare Proposed Order; review
cotreapondence from counssl for Mojave re:
cannct agree on certaln partions of Ordar.

Praft email o Shane re; \REEXNMMEEER, 0.00 245.00

Altend hearing for Default Judgiment 2,70 245,00
Application Prove-up for Gam Consufting and

Carvaho.

Reviewing documents In crder fo respond to DA0 24500
inquiry from Majave's counsel,

Reviow and respond fo emalls from Shane re: 0.60 246.00.

Drafting Motlon concerning Sufficiency of the 0.80 245.00
Bond; research regarding samie,

Telephone cell with Shane ro: \TINEIEG 0.00 24500
Drafling Moffon cancerning the sufflclency of 1.20 245.00

flw band posfed in support of the prelimnary
fnjunchion and revie

draff email o counsel for Majave
concerming certain involces that were
prodotied and providing person most
lmowledgeable information concerning

deposition tomorrow; review and respond to
emalis cincernfng *

Conlact Court re: informatlon requested by 2.00 180.00
Judgs; draft Supplemental Affidavit of Fees;

draft Supplenental Memorandum of Costs;

draft Second Supplements to Default

Judgment of Angelo Carvatho and Gam

Conaulting; draft aovar lelter fo Judgs to

include clean copy of Gashman's credi

application; submif desuments to Court for

Issutance of Default Judgment, :

Bagin drafling Motlon for Revonsldstation; 050 186.00
review case law,

Sub-total Feas:
Disgount; Bill Reducet! as Courlesy

Rate Summary .
Jermifer R, 14,20 holrs at $245,00/hr  3,479.00
Mariea Maskas 8. 70hours at $180.00/w  1,566.00
Brian J. Pezzillo 16,20 hours at $300.00/r  3,080.00

Totaf hours: 33,10

Page: 3
St Mo 24018
Beplember 7, 2012

0,00 No Charge
661.50

98.00

0.00  Ne Gharge
166.00

000 'No Charge

204.00

360.00

90.00

5, 106.00
+800.00

JA 00007621




Pozzillo Robinson
Matter [D 342.21

Page. 4
Stmt Mo 24815
Saplertosr 7, 2012

Tote! Current Biling: 7,306.00
Pravious Balance Duat 5,361.30

Total Payments: 0.00
Total Now Due: 12,665,30

JA 00007622




Cashman Equipment
Shane Nomman

3300 5t Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 880562

REMTTANCE COPY
Retuen with Payiment

Amount Dues 12,666.30

PLEASE REMT TO:

Pazzillo Robltison

5725 Via Ausfl Partaray, Sulte 2007
Las Vagas, NV 82119

(702) 233-4225

Statement Number; 24916
Statement Data:- 91712012
Malter 10 342.21

JA 00007623




Céshman Equipment

Shane Norman
3300 St Rose Parkway
Henderson, NV 88052

342.24: Cashman Equipment Company v, CAM Consulting/Catvaho

Profeustonal Fees

8/16/2012
B8MB2012
8ATI2D12

8M7201M2
8712012
8/20/2012
Bf20/2012
8/20/2012
8212012

siz112612

8222012
8/22/2012
BI2202012
8222012
82212012

81232012
gizgiama

8282012

JRLL
JRL
JRL

MLM
MLM
JRL

MILM

MLM

JRL

MLM

JRL
JRL
L
ML
Blp

JRL
MLM

JRL

Pezzillo Roblnson

8795 Via Austi Parkway, Sulte 280

_ Les Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 238-4275

Statement as of Septermber 15, 2012

Staternent No, 24977

Alfand and defend Shang's deposition.
Draft Three Day Notlce on Angelo Carvalho.

Review correspondence froth colnse) for
Wiojowve re: depositions; raview nofice of

daposiiion of person most Imowledgeable of -

Cashman Equipment Gompany; drafiing
partions of Motlon for Reconsideration,
Conlinue drafting Malloh for Surriary
Judgmant on Liah Release Bond,

Draft Supplemental 18.1 List of Brocurnents;
apply Bates Stamps.

Drafing Motion for Reconslderatton.

Epmails toffram Janel Rannie counael re:
deposition dale; draft Ameticed Notlce of
Deposition. .
Review Navada Energy documents produced
pursuant to subpoena.

Drafling Motion for Reconslderation of
lssuance of Prelimiary Injunction,

Receipt of Court Minutes for Angelo
Carvalho's orininal case; finalize Supploment
{o Default Judgrent Applicallons.
Researching {ssuss concerni

Draft email to Shane with update and

Continue drafting Moflon for Reconisideration;
final revisions to Motlon and Qrder
Shorfenting Time and Bxhibits.

Contact court re: etatus of ransarlpts.
Review and revise mofion for raconsideration.
Draffing Motion for Reconsicleration.

Ernalls toffrom Mojave counsel re; deposiion
of Mojave PMEK,

Draft emeall o Keith ve:
conlact opposing
counsel re: moving forward with deposition as

Hours

340
0.30
1.00

6.50
030
0.50
3.00

0.30

200
0.00
1.60
0.10
0.00

2.00
0.20

0.20

Rate

245.00
245.00
245.00

180.00
180.00
24500
180.00

180.00

245,00

186.00

245.00
2AB.00
180,00
180.00
300.00

245,00
180,00

245,00

Amount

833.00
73.50
245,00

270,00
180,00
122,50
54,00
80.00
735.00

54,00

480.00
0.00
288.00
18.00
0,60

480.00
36.00

49.00

Mo Cheige

No Charge
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MLM

ML

JRL
JRL
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JRL

JRL
JRL

JRL
LM

JRL

VLM

JRL
JRL

JRL

RALA
JRL

MM
ML

ML

MLM

soheduled,

Draft Cerlificate of Mailing for Motlen for
Reconsideration with Order Shottening Time
and Recelpt of Copy to oppasing counsel
Emails toffrom opposing counsel et
depositon dates for Mojave and Jenel C.

Draft emall {o Keith re: NN
Tolephone call with Keith ro:

[ alter to Shemilly Briscoa re: new Gashtmah
MK Notica of Deposition.

Attend and defend deposition of Keith
Lozaau.

Braft Default of Angelo Carvalho,

Review of hieating date Tor Motion for -

Reconsideration in fight of
- analyze opflons In

Tespohse.

Review Opposition to Motion for
Reconsideration fitad by Mojave.

Jetter fo Mojave counsel re! aonfinuing Wiojave
PMK daposiiion.

Draft email to Shane concerning MNENENS

Prepare Nofice of Entry of Default Judgments
against Angelo Carvalho and CAN.
Tolaphone call with Shane re; (IR
Resaarch

for City Hall Project; review records avallable
onling; telephone call with Clark Counly
Developraent Senvices re; same.

Diaft Notice of Appeal re: Qrder Granting
Defendants’ Motion for Prefiminery Injunciion.
Draft Case Appesat Statement,

Research lssus 1e;

renview atalus of discovery and seliing of
depositions fo determine remaining issues;
revise case appeal stateetit; begln drafting
Matlors to Stay Enfrocement.

Eimalls loffrorm counsel for Tonia Tran e
sefflernant.

Draft 7th Supplementa! Disclosure of
Whnesses ang Doouments; Bales Stamp.
Draft Deposition Notloes for Francls
MaCormb, Brian Bugnl and Pete Fergen, and
the PMIK of Whifing Tuner; draft Amended
Nofice of Deposition for Janel Carvatho.
Emails toffrom Moave counssl re: amending
Slipulation and Order re: Confidentiality &

0.40

0.36
0.00
0.40
0.80
2.60

0.30
0.40

a40
0.30

0.00

0.40

0,00

0.60

G.50

0.50
1.60

0,20
1.00

1.00

0.20

186,00

180.00

245,00
245,00
180.00
24500

245,00
245,00

246.00

-18(,00

245.00

180,00

245,00
245.00

248,00

180.00
248.00

180.00
180.00

180.00

180.00

Page: 2
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72,00

54.00

0.00
28.00
54.00

637.00

73.50
98.00

28,00
54,00

0.00

72.00

4.00
122,50

122,50

20.00
382.00

3800
180.00

180,00

38,00
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY,
a Nevada corporation,

Appellant,
VS.

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; QH LAS VEGAS LLC, a foreign
limited liability company; PQ LAS
VEGAS, LLC, a foreign limited liability
company; LW T 1 C SUCCESSOR LLC,
an unknown limited liability company;
FC/LW VEGAS, a foreign limited
liability company;

Respondents.

_ Electronically Filed
Case No: 664523, 17 2015 01:09 p.m.
Case No: 61715Tracie K. Lindeman
Case No: 65819Clerk of Supreme Court

A642583 &
A653029

District Court Case Nos.:
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Nevada Bar No. 9617
Marisa L. Maskas, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 10928
Pezzillo Lloyd
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in Motion for
Award of
Attorneys’ Fees
and Costs Pursuant
to NRS 108.2275

07/02/2013

10

JA0002475-87

84

Order Setting Civil
Non-Jury Trial,
Pre-Trial/Calendar
Call

09/06/2013

10

JA0002488-90

85

Cashman’s
Response to
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