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GENERAL INFORMATION

All appellants not in proper person must complete this docketing statement. NRAP 14(a). The
purpose of the docketing statement is to assist the Supreme Court in screening jurisdiction,
classifying cases for en banc, panel, or expedited treatment, compiling statistical information

and identifying parties and their counsel.

WARNING

This statement must be completed fully, accurately and on time. NRAP 14(c). The Supreme
Court may impose sanctions on counsel or appellant if it appears that the information provided
is incomplete or inaccurate. Id. Failure to fill out the statement completely or to file it in a
timely manner constitutes grounds for the imposition of sanctions, including a fine and/or

dismissal of the appeal.

A complete list of the documents that must be attached appears as Question 26 on this docketing
statement. Failure to attach all required documents will result in the delay of your appeal and

may result in the imposition of sanctions.

This court has noted that when attorneys do not take seriously their obligations under NRAP 14
to complete the docketing statement properly and conscientiously, they waste the valuable
judicial resources of this court, making the imposition of sanctions appropriate. See KDI Sylvan
Pools v. Workman, 107 Nev. 340, 344, 810 P.2d 1217, 1220 (1991). Please use tab dividers to

separate any attached documents.
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1. Judicial District Eighth Department 23

County Clark Judge Rob Bare

District Ct. Case No. A-14-708281-C

2. Attorney filing this docketing statement:

Attorney Gwen Rutar Mullins, Wade B. Gochnour Telephone 702-257-1483

Firm HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

Address 3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000
Las Vegas, NV 89169

Client(s) Robert L. Mendenhall, Sunridge Corporation

If this is a joint statement by multiple appellants, add the names and addresses of other counsel and

the names of their clients on an additional sheet accompanied by a certification that they concur in the
filing of this statement.

3. Attorney(s) representing respondents(s):

Attorney Harry Paul Marquis Telephone 702-382-6700

Firm HARRY PAUL MARQUIS CHARTERED

Address 400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Client(s) Ronald Tassinari, American Vantage Brownstone, LL.C

Attorney James J. Lee Telephone 702-664-6545

Firm LAW OFFICE OF JAMES J. LEE

Address 2620 Regatta Drive, Suite 102
Las Vegas, NV 89128

Client(s) Ronald Tassinari, American Vantage Brownstone, LLC

(List additional counsel on separate sheet if necessary)



4. Nature of disposition below (check all that apply):

[ Judgment after bench trial Dismissal:

] Judgment after jury verdict ] Lack of jurisdiction

] Summary judgment [] Failure to state a claim
[0 Default judgment [ Failure to prosecute

J Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief Other (specify): claim preclusion

[ Grant/Denial of injunction [] Divorce Decree:

] Grant/Denial of declaratory relief ] Original [] Modification

[ Review of agency determination [ Other disposition (specify):

5. Does this appeal raise issues concerning any of the following?

[J Child Custody
] Venue

[] Termination of parental rights

6. Pending and prior proceedings in this court. List the case name and docket number
of all appeals or original proceedings presently or previously pending before this court which
are related to this appeal:

None.

7. Pending and prior proceedings in other courts. List the case name, number and
court of all pending and prior proceedings in other courts which are related to this appeal
(e.g., bankruptcy, consolidated or bifurcated proceedings) and their dates of disposition:

None.



8. Nature of the action. Briefly describe the nature of the action and the result below:

Appellants’ Complaint sought recovery for fraudulent statements and omissions that lead
Appellants to enter into a Term Sheet relating to a potential investment of real property into
a proposed hotel and casino. As a result of executing the Term Sheet, an action was filed by
Brownstone Gold Town, LL.C and Brownstone Gold Town CV, LLC against Appellants for
over $1,000,000 (the “Prior Action”). Respondents were not parties to the Prior Action. As
discovery was close to concluding, Appellants served an Offer of Judgment on Brownstone
Gold Town, LLC and Brownstone Gold Town CV, LLC. The Offer of Judgment was made to
resolve the claims asserted by the parties in that action. While the Offer of Judgment was
pending, the fraudulent statements and actions committed by Respondents were discovered
during the deposition of Mr. Tassinari, just weeks before the scheduled trial.

#8 continued on separate page

9. Issues on appeal. State specifically all issues in this appeal (attach separate

sheets as necessary):

1. Whether the district court erred in granting the motion to dismiss based upon the doctrine
of claim preclusion.

2. Whether the district court erred in determining that the Respondents were privies with
the prior action Appellants, Brownstone Gold Town, LL.C and Brownstone Gold Town CV,
LLC.

3. Whether the district court erred in determining that the claims in the present action were
part of the dismissal of the prior action.

4. Whether the district court erred in determining as a matter of law that the claims in the
present action were or could have been brought in the prior action.

5. Whether the application of claim preclusion in this case violates the requirements of Nev.
R.Civ.P. 11, requiring certification that the claims are warranted and have evidentiary
support, and/or Nev.R.Civ.P. 13 regarding compulsory and permissive counterclaims.

10. Pending proceedings in this court raising the same or similar issues. If you are
aware of any proceedings presently pending before this court which raises the same or
similar issues raised in this appeal, list the case name and docket numbers and identify the
same or similar issue raised:

None.



#8 Continued.

After Appellants became aware of the fraudulent actions by Respondents, Appellants filed a
Motion to Amend and add Respondents to the Prior Action. Before the Motion to Amend was
opposed or heard, Brownstone Gold Town, LLC and Brownstone Gold Town CV, LLC accepted
Appellants’ Offer of Judgment. The prior case was, therefore, dismissed before consideration of
the Motion to Amend. The Respondents in this action where never parties to the prior action, and
no claims were ever made or brought against Respondents. Despite never being parties to the Prior
Action, and despite that fact that Appellants in this action where unable to assert any claims against
Respondents Tassinari and American Vantage, Respondents sought dismissal of this action on
claim preclusion grounds. On a Motion to Dismiss, the District Court found that claim preclusion
prevented the claims against Respondents in this action despite the fact the Respondents were
never parties to the prior action, and despite the fact that Mendenhall and Sunridge were prevented
from asserting claims in the prior action due to resolution of the prior case before any claim could
be asserted. This appeal seeks a ruling from the Court that the case should not have been dismissed
on a motion to dismiss, and should have been allowed to proceed.



11. Constitutional issues. If this appeal challenges the constitutionality of a statute, and
the state, any state agency, or any officer or employee thereof is not a party to this appeal,
have you notified the clerk of this court and the attorney general in accordance with NRAP 44
and NRS 30.130?

N/A
[1Yes
[C] No

If not, explain:

12. Other issues. Does this appeal involve any of the following issues?

[] Reversal of well-settled Nevada precedent (identify the case(s))

[J An issue arising under the United States and/or Nevada Constitutions
] A substantial issue of first impression

An issue of public policy

An issue where en banc consideration is necessary to maintain uniformity of this
court's decisions

(] A ballot question

If so, explain:

13. Trial. If this action proceeded to trial, how many days did the trial last?

Was it a bench or jury trial?

14. Judicial Disqualification. Do you intend to file a motion to disqualify or have a
justice recuse him/herself from participation in this appeal? If so, which Justice?
Not applicable.



TIMELINESS OF NOTICE OF APPEAL

15. Date of entry of written judgment or order appealed from May 7, 2015

If no written judgment or order was filed in the district court, explain the basis for
seeking appellate review:

16. Date written notice of entry of judgment or order was served May 8, 2015

Was service by:
[] Delivery

Mail/electronic/fax

17. If the time for filing the notice of appeal was tolled by a post-judgment motion
(NRCP 50(b), 52(b), or 59)

(a) Specify the type of motion, the date and method of service of the motion, and
the date of filing.

[J NRCP 50(b) Date of filing

0 NRCP 52(b) Date of filing

0 NRCP 59 Date of filing

NOTE: Motions made pursuant to NRCP 60 or motions for rehearing or reconsideration may toll the
time for filing a notice of appeal. See AA Primo Builders v. Washington, 126 Nev. , 245
P.3d 1190 (2010).

(b) Date of entry of written order resolving tolling motion

(c) Date written notice of entry of order resolving tolling motion was served

Was service by:
[] Delivery

] Mail



18. Date notice of appeal filed May 19, 2015 )

If more than one party has appealed from the judgment or order, list the date each
notice of appeal was filed and identify by name the party filing the notice of appeal:

19. Specify statute or rule governing the time limit for filing the notice of appeal,
e.g., NRAP 4(a) or other

NRAP 4(a)

SUBSTANTIVE APPEALABILITY

20. Specify the statute or other authority granting this court jurisdiction to review
the judgment or order appealed from:

(a)
NRAP 3A(b)(1) [] NRS 38.205
[ NRAP 3A(b)(2) [] NRS 233B.150
[0 NRAP 3A(Db)(3) [ NRS 703.376

1 Other (specify)

(b) Explain how each authority provides a basis for appeal from the judgment or order:
A final order dismissing all claims and parties to the underlying action has been issued by
the district court.



21. List all parties involved in the action or consolidated actions in the district court:
(a) Parties:
Plaintiffs Robert L. Mendenhall and Sunridge Corporation

Defendants Ronald Tassinari and American Vantage Brownstone, LLC

(b) If all parties in the district court are not parties to this appeal, explain in detail why
those parties are not involved in this appeal, e.g., formally dismissed, not served, or

other:
Not applicable.

22. Give a brief description (3 to 5 words) of each party's separate claims,
counterclaims, cross-claims, or third-party claims and the date of formal

disposition of each claim.

Appellants asserted the following causes of action against Respondents: fraud in the
inducement; fraud; negligent misrepresentation; and fraudulent omission. The district
court dismissed the Complaint on the basis of claim preclusion.

23. Did the judgment or order appealed from adjudicate ALL the claims alleged
below and the rights and liabilities of ALL the parties to the action or consolidated

actions below?
Yes

1 No

24, If you answered "No" to question 23, complete the following:

(a) Specify the claims remaining pending below:



(b) Specify the parties remaining below:

(c) Did the district court certify the judgment or order appealed from as a final judgment
pursuant to NRCP 54(b)?

] Yes
1 No

(d) Did the district court make an express determination, pursuant to NRCP 54(b), that
there is no just reason for delay and an express direction for the entry of judgment?

[] Yes
] No

25. If you answered "No" to any part of question 24, explain the basis for seeking
appellate review (e.g., order is independently appealable under NRAP 3A(b)):

Not applicable.

26. Attach file-stamped copies of the following documents:

e The latest-filed complaint, counterclaims, cross-claims, and third-party claims

e Any tolling motion(s) and order(s) resolving tolling motion(s)

e Orders of NRCP 41(a) dismissals formally resolving each claim, counterclaims, cross-
claims and/or third-party claims asserted in the action or consolidated action below,
even if not at issue on appeal
Any other order challenged on appeal
Notices of entry for each attached order



VERIFICATION

I declare under penalty of perjury that I have read this docketing statement, that
the information provided in this docketing statement is true and complete to the
best of my knowledge, information and belief, and that I have attached all required
documents to this docketing statement.

Robert L. Mendenhall, Sunridge Corp. Wade B. Gochnour

Name of appellant Name of counsel of record

June 5, 2015 B //;/// /’/\/
Date Signature of counsel of record

Clark County, Nevada
State and county where signed

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on the 5th day of June , 2015

, I served a copy of this
completed docketing statement upon all counsel of record:

[0 By personally serving it upon him/her; or

X By mailing it by first class mail with sufficient postage prepaid to the following
address(es): (NOTE: If all names and addresses cannot fit below, please list names
below and attach a separate sheet with the addresses.)

Harry Paul Marquis, Esq. Kathleen England
Harry Paul Marquis Chartered 630 South Third Street
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor Las Vegas, NV 89101

Las Vegas, NV 89101
James J. Lee
Law Office of James J. Lee

2620 Regatta Drive, Suite 102
Las Vegas, NV 89128

Dated this 5th day of June ,2015
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GWEN RUTAR MULLINS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 3146

' WADE B. GOCHNOUR, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 6314

Howard & Howard Attorneys PLLC

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000

Las Vegas, NV 89169

Telephone: (702) 257-1483

Facsimile: (702) 567-1568

E-mail: grm@h2law.com
wbg@hZ2law.com

CLERK OF THE COURT

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Robert L. Mendenhall
and Sunridge Corporation

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
ROBERT L. MENDENHALL, an individual, | Case No. A-14-708281-C
SUNRIDGE CORPORATION, a Nevada Dept. No. ¥XXXII
corporation,
Plaintiffs, COMPLAINT
V.

RONALD TASSINARI, an individual,
AMERICAN VANTAGE BROWNSTONE,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company,
DOES 1 through 5, inclusive and ROE
CORPORATIONS 1 through 5, inclusive,

Defendants.

Plaintiffs, ROBERT L. MENDENHALL (“Mendenhall’) and SUNRIDGE
CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation (“Sunridge”) (also jointly referred to as “Plaintiffs™),
by and through their attorneys of record, Gwen Rutar Mullins, Esq. and Wade B. Gochnour,
Esq., of the law firm of Howard & Howard Attorneys PLLC, hereby assert the following
Complaint against Defendants Ronald Tassinari (“Tassinari”’) and American Vantage
Brownstone, LLC (“AVB”) (also jointly referred to as “Defendants™), and allege as follows:

111
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000

I.as Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 257-1483
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11
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(Fraud in the Inducement)

1 Mendenhall is, and was at all times relevant hereto, a resident of Clark County
Nevada.

2 Sunridge Corporation (“Sunridge”) is, and was at all times relevant hereto, a
corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Nevada.

3. Upon information and belief, AVB is, and was at all times relevant hereto, a
corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Nevada doing business in Clark
County, Nevada.

4, Upon information and belief, Tassinari is, and at all times relevant hereto, was a
resident of Clark County, Nevada.

5. Plaintiffs are ignorant of the true names and capacities of the Defendants sued
herein as DOES 1 through 5, inclusive, and ROE CORPORATIONS 1 through 5, inclusive, and
therefore, sue these Defendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiffs will amend the Complaint to
allege the true names and capacities when the same have been ascertained. Plaintiffs are
informed and believe, and thereupon allege, that each of such fictitiously-named Defendants is
responsible, in some manner for the claims alleged herein, including, but not limited to, actions
within the purpose and scope of agency, authority and/or employment.

6. At all times relevant hereto, Sunridge has been the owner of approximately 46
acres of vacant land located at the southeast corner of U.S. Highway 395 and South Sunridge
Drive, in Douglas County, State of Nevada (the “Property”).

7. At all times relevant hereto, Mendenhall was the Chief Executive Officer of
Sunridge.

8. Beginning in late 2006, Tassinari approached Mendenhall about the possibility
of purchasing the Property for development into a hotel and casino project known as the “Gold
Town Casino Project.”

9. Ultimately, Sunridge provided AVB with an option to purchase the Property.

111
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy_, Suite 1000

l.as Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 257-1483
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10. In July 2007, Sunridge agreed to extend the Option to Purchase to AVB,
allowing AVB to purchase the Property within 180 days from the date of such extension.

Il In November 2007, Mendenhall and Tassinari began discussing a potential
investment by Plaintiffs in the proposed Gold Town Casino Project.

12, In November 2007, and up to December 4, 2007, Tassinari, on behalf of himselt
and AVB, represented to Plaintiffs that there was a third party investment group referred to as
the “Canadian Investor Group” who was committed to investing $7,000,000.00 toward the Gold
Town Casino Project.

13.  During this time, Tassinari sought to have Plaintiffs sign a Term Sheet relating to
the potential investment in the Gold Town Casino Project through a possible membership
interest in Brownstone Gold Town CV, LLC (“Gold Town CV”).

14, In order to induce Plaintiffs to sign the Term Sheet, on or about December 4,
2007, Tassinari specifically represented to Plaintiffs that the Canadian Investor Group was
committing to invest $7,000,000.00 in the Gold Town Casino Project.

15, On or about December 4, 2007, Tassinari further represented that the Canadian
Investor Group would execute the proposed Term Sheet as the “Other Investor.”

16. On or about December 4, 2007, Tassinari and AVB, either directly or through
their agents, provided Plaintiffs with the Carson Valley Casino Project Term Sheet (“Term
Sheet”).

17. Mirroring the representations of Tassinari and AVB, the Term Sheet included a
provision that “It is expected that the Other Investor(s) will contribute $7,000,000.00 U.S.
dollars for a 12.6% Membership Interest.”

18. The Term Sheet also included a separate signature line for “Other Investor(s).”

19. On December 4 and/or December 5, 2007, the Term Sheet was executed by
Mendenhall, AVB, Brownstone Gold Town, LLC (“Brownstone GT””) [Brownstone GT is not a
party to this action] and “Other Investor(s).”

20. A true, correct and authentic copy of the Term Sheet is attached hereto as

Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by this reference.

#2690476-vS
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000

l.as Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 257-1483
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215 On December 3, 2007, a fully executed Term Sheet was provided to Plaintiffs,
including a signature for the “Other Investor(s).”

22. Even after the executed Term Sheet was returned to the Plaintiffs, Tassinari and
AVB continued to represent to Plaintiffs that the Canadian Investor Group was the “Other
Investor(s),” and were committed to investing $7,000,000.00 to the Gold Town Casino Project.

23. The representations that a Canadian Investment Group would execute the Term
Sheet, and that the Canadian Investment Group had actually executed the Term Sheel, were
false.

24, Unbeknownst to Plaintiffs, Tassinari, a principal of AVB, signed the Term Sheet
on the “Other Investor(s)” signature block, as well as signing on behalf of AVB.

s N Plaintiffs were never informed that Tassinari had signed the Term Sheet as
“Other Investor(s),” and that there were no third party investors executing the Term Sheet.

26.  Plaintiffs were never informed that the Canadian Investor Group had not signed
the Term Sheet.

7. At the time Tassinari signed the Term Sheet, both Tassinari and AVB knew that
the Canadian Investor Group had not committed $7,000,000.00 to the Gold Town Casino
Project.

28. At the time Tassinari signed the Term Sheet, both Tassinari and AVB knew that
there were no “Other Investor(s)” that had committed to contribute $7,000,000.00 to the Gold
Town Casino Project. |

29, At the time Tassinari signed the Term Sheet as the “Other Investor(s),” both
Tassinari and AVB knew that Tassinari did not intend to commit $7,000,000.00 to the Gold
Town Casino Project.

30. Plaintiffs were never informed by Tassinari or AVB that Tassinari, individually,
and on behalf of AVB, did not have $7,000,000.00 to contribute to the Gold Town Casino
Project and, in fact, had no expectation of making the $7,000,000.00 contribution to the Gold
Town Casino Project in exchange for a 12.6% Membership Interest.

/17
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000

I.as Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 257-1483
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31, Tassinari, individually and on behalf of AVB, intended for Plaintiffs to rely upon
the misrepresentations and the omissions of material facts to induce Plaintiffs to execute the
Term Sheet.

32. At the time of the representations or omissions, Tassinari, individually and on
behalf of AVB, knew, or should have known, that those representations were false and that
“Other Investor(s)”, including, but not limited to, Tassinari who signed on behalf of “Other
Investor(s)”, or AVB, had no intention to invest $7,000,000.00 in the Gold Town Casino
Project, or otherwise perform any “obligations” under the Term Sheet.

33,  To induce Plaintiffs to sign the Term Sheet, Tassinari, individually and on behalf
of AVB, intentionally omitted disclosing these material facts to Plaintiffs.

34. Plaintiffs reasonably relied upon the representations made by Tassinari,
individually and on behalf of AVB, in agreeing to execute the Term Sheet.

35, As a result of the execution of the Term Sheet, Brownstone GT and Gold Town
CV brought a lawsuit asserting that the Term Sheet created a contract obligating Plaintiffs to
transfer the Property to Gold Town CV.

36. During discovery, and including up to the depositions of representatives of Gold
Town CV and Brownstone GT, Plaintiffs were still told that the “Other Investor(s)” signature
block had in fact been signed by someone, possibly an individual named “Bob Sim” or “Bob
Sims,” on behalf of the Canadian Investor Group.

37. On Monday, July 14, 2014, Tassinari was deposed, and for the first time,
admitted that he had signed the Term Sheet on behalf of both AVB and as the “Other
Investor(s).”

38. Tassinari also admitted that he “did not make a commitment to put $7 million
into this project on December 4, 2007 and that he did not have any intention to invest $7
million to the Gold Town Casino Project when he signed the Term Sheet as the “Other
Investor(s).”

39, As a direct and proximate result of the fraudulent inducement by Tassinari and

AVB, Plaintiffs have been damaged in excess of $10,000.00.
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLL.C

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000

|.as Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 257-1483
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40. Defendants’ actions were intentional and malicious and evidence a wanton and
reckless disregard of Plaintiffs’ rights, and Plaintiffs are therefore entitled to exemplary and/or
punitive damages in excess of $10,000.00.

41, It has been necessary for Plaintiffs to engage the services of an attorney and
Plaintiffs are entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs as damages.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Fraud)

42. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1
through 41 of the Complaint as though fully set forth herein.

43, Tassinari, individually and on behalf of AVB, made certain material
representations to Plaintiffs, including, but not limited to, that a Canadian Investment Group
would invest $7,000,000.00 in the Gold Town Casino Project and/or in Brownstone GT CV,
and by providing a Term Sheet purportedly executed by the Canadian Investment Group as
“Other Investor(s).”

44,  Tassinari, individually and on behalf of AVB, intentionally omitted disclosing to
Plaintiffs that the Canadian Investment Group had not signed the Term Sheet; that Tassinari
instead, individually or on behalf of AVB, executed the Term Sheet as the “Other Investor(s);”
and that neither Tassinari nor AVB had $7,000,000.00 to invest, and in fact had no intention of
investing $7,000,000.00 into the Gold Town Casino Project and/or Brownstone GT CV.

45.  In reliance of the representations of Tassinari and AVB, Plaintiffs signed the
Term Sheet which became the basis of the lawsuit by Brownstone GT and Gold Town CV, and
resulted in damages to Plaintiffs.

46. At the time the representations were made, Defendants knew, or should have
known, that those representations were false and that “Other Investor(s)”, including, but not
limited to, Tassinari, who signed on behalf of “Other Investor(s)” or AVB, had no intention to
invest $7,000,000.00 in the Gold Town Casino Project and/or Brownstone GT CV, or otherwise
perform any “obligations” under the Term Sheet.

/17
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy ., Suite 1000
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47. Had Plaintiffs known that the representations being made by Defendants were

false, Plaintiffs would not have signed the Term Sheet.

48. As a result of those false representations, Plaintiffs have been damaged in excess
of $10,000.00.
49, Defendants’ actions were intentional and malicious and evidence a wanton and

reckless disregard of Plaintiffs’ rights, and Plaintiffs are therefore entitled to exemplary and/or
punitive damages in excess of $10,000.00.
51 It has been necessary for Plaintiffs to engage the services of an attorney and

Plaintiffs are entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs as damages.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(Negligent Misrepresentation — In Alternative)

5l Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs |
through 50 of the Complaint as though fully set forth herein.

52, Defendants had a pecuniary interest in the proposed development of the Gold
Town Casino Project.

33, Defendants failed to exercise reasonable care in communicating that there were
“Other Investor(s)” who were committed to contributing $7,000,000.00 to the Gold Town
Casino Project, and that the Canadian Investor Group had executed the Term Sheet as the
“Other Investor(s),” with the expectation of contributing $7,000,000.00 for a 12.6%
Membership Interest.

54. Defendants also failed to exercise reasonable care when they failed to inform
Plaintiffs that the Canadian Investor Group had not executed the Term Sheet, and that Tassinari,
who had signed the Term Sheet as the “Other Investor(s),” had no intention of contributing
$7.,000,000.00 to the Gold Town Casino Project.

33, Plaintiffs justifiably relied upon the representations of Tassinari and AVB.

56. As a direct and proximate result of Plaintiffs’ reliance upon Defendants’
negligent misrepresentations, Plaintiffs have been damaged in the sum in excess of $10,000.00.

117
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000
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37 It has been necessary for Plaintiffs to engage the services of an attorney and
Plaintiffs are entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs as damages.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Fraudulent Omission)

58. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1
through 57 of the Complaint as though fully set forth herein.

59,  Defendants made representations that there was a Canadian Investment Group
committed to contributing $7,000,000.00 toward the Gold Town Casino Project.

60. After making such representations, Defendants provided Plaintiffs with a Term
Sheet purportedly signed by “Other Investor(s),” stating that the “Other Investor(s)” expected to
make the $7,000,000.00 in exchange for a 12.6% Membership Interest.

61. Defendants also represented that the “Other Investor(s)” was in fact the Canadian
Investor Group.

62. Defendants knew that the interest of other potential investors was important to
Plaintiffs> decision to continue looking at the Gold Town Casino Project.

63. Defendants knew, or should have known, that the interest of other potential
investors was important to Plaintiffs’ decision to sign the Term Sheet or otherwise committing
the Property for the Gold Town Casino Project.

64. Defendants failed to inform Plaintiffs of the material fact that the signature of the
“Other Investor(s)” was actually Tassinari, and that at the time he signed the Term Sheet,
Tassinari, individually and on behalf of AVB, did not expect or intend to contribute
$7,000,000.00 toward the Gold Town Casino Project.

65. Defendants also failed to inform Plaintiffs of the material fact that no other third
party investor had signed the Term Sheet.

66. Defendants knew, or should have known, that their omissions of material facts
would mislead Plaintiffs.

67, Plaintiffs reasonably relied on the false, untrue and/or misleading statements and

omissions made by Defendants in executing the Term Sheet.
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68. As a direct and proximate cause of the acts and omissions of Defendants,
Plaintiffs have been damaged in the sum in excess of $10,000.00.

69. Defendants’ actions were intentional and malicious and evidence a wanton and
reckless disregard of Plaintiffs’ rights, and Plaintiffs are therefore entitled to exemplary and/or
punitive damages in excess of $10,000.00.

70. It has been necessary for Plaintiffs to engage the services of an attorney and
Plaintiffs are entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs as damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, pray for judgment against Defendants,

and each of them, jointly and severally, as follows:

L. For Compensatory damages in a sum in excess of $10,000.00;

2 For Punitive damages in the sum in excess of $10,000.00;

3. For recovery of attorney’s fees and costs incurred in this action;

4. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper in the
premises.

DATED this 8" day of October 2014,

HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

/s/ _Gwen Rutar Mulling

GWEN RUTAR MULLINS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 003146

WADE B. GOCHNOUR, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 006314

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy, Ste. 1000

Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Robert L. Mendenhall
and Sunridge Corporation

#2690476-vS
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FRCH ¢ RFG GAMING & HOSPITALITY,LLC FHONE MO, : 7023466442 Dec, 95 2007 B03:4cAM P

AMERICAN VANTAGE BROWNSTONE, LLC 1+ SRSIDULT OF AMGRICAN VANTAGE COUPAVIES

Phae; (702) 227-9800 — Fex: (162) 227-8525 P
P.0. Box §190, Las Vegus, NV 83180

CARSON YALLEY CASINO PROJECT
TERM SHEET

Tresaction: This term shest ghali serve 85 2 sutline of e basic business torms and
eonditians upon which Brownstoae GoldTown, LLC (“Brownswte
GoldTown’), & subeldlesy of American Vantage Brownstome, LLC
(“AVE"Y), Robert L. Mendashall, PRI, or an entity wholly-ewmed by
Mr. Mendenhall (“Vanéenhnll"), and other potentis] equity investor(s)
(ke “Other Tnvestor(sy’), will aequire membership iniforssts i the
Mavade ltvited Nabllity compagy, Brovmetone GoldTewn CV, LLC (he
“Compsry'™) for the primay pumpose of constucilng, owning and
cperstng = hotel easino {0 be located In Caryon Valley, Dangiss County,

Nevart (the “Praject™.
Prajsct Desepimtion:  GoldTown Hotel and Casino Resor, to be ooustratted on 45 acraz, with

approxisately 300 hotel rocms and sultas, 92,000+ square feet of dasing
space, three full cervie testautants, 8,000 square fert of convestlon
epaca and mulsple retall owlets, The projest site Is located within a fr
wiiles of Curson City eod Lake Tahoe, Novade end Sory-five minutas
from Reno, Nwada,

The Project also includes the explusive option to purchase zn adjolzing
300-asre, 7,000 yard, par 72, shampionship golf caurae ("Sunrdge Golf
Ciub™ with o shop. The opion to purchsse Sunridge Geolf Club
exnires o January 11, 2008,

Copmy: Tae Project merubership interests (the “Membership [ntarsate™) will be
allocated besad oo the foliowing:

v For conmibuton of the 46-awe project eite, valued &
$13,000,000,00, Mondennall will receive s 27.0% Membarckip
Taterest. The acreage wifl be contefniled i full oa ot before the
opticn expiration date of Deccmber 27, 2087 or as mutvally agreed
between Brownstetie GoldTown and Mendantall,

e

CONFIDENTIAL TILENAME Gold Tone_tmrm thort aM yualed to A Mindeshad (20407606

o
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FROM ¢ RFG GRMING & HOSPiTALITY,LLC

PHOME NO. @ 7823466442 Cec. @S 28637 @9:4%AM P2

Brawnsane GoldTown, LLC
Carser. Valley Casleo Project

Tarm Sheet
Pege Two

Abeation of Casino

CONFIDENTIAL

U is expooted that the Other Investor(s) will ceatribute $7,000,000.60
U.S. dolats for & 12.6% Membvership Interest,

Browestone GoklTown will contribute $1,500,000.00 U.S. dolars
for 0 2.7% Membesiip Laterest

Tae opticn 1o purckmse Saridge Qolf Club provides mt, at the
diseretion of Brownstone GoldTown:

o The total Puschase Price of $2,504,000,00 U8, dolburs;
L8

o A Purchsse Price of $1,000,000.00 U.S, pins assumption
of the golf cert loan, in en smount not 1 exeeed
2159,000.00, aid o equity percentuge shave of the
Compary it the same mamsr sud terms ag the qther
oquity investors of the Company. The tquity pescentage
ghare Iy cutrently squal 103 2,7% Membarchip Itrerest,

7f Brownstene GoldTown elests w purchese te Sunrldge Golf
Caurse for tie total Purchase Prics of 32,500,000.00, the relmed
2.7% Mexbtorship Interest will Ye allocated oc a pro =ta basie 13
Mendenhall, the Other Invosior(s) and Brownstone GoldTown,

The above conmibutions are collectively defmed ar the “Project
Contribetions.”

Beownstoge GokiTown will wetain the remaiving Mewitership
Limterett as Jts foundar,

The total Mexbership Interests may be impacted if there is am incresse in
the sarrent mvestoent banking squity requirseaent of $25,0:00,000.00,

The Openating Agreament will provide for quarterly distributicn, if end
when avallable, of the Company's Casine sash flow, sfter payment of
gperating expenses (ntluding a development fee of 3,094 of the total
development costs and sn annunsl mansgemest fee of $1,800,000.06),
senfor debt covenans and apy requivad resarves, i the followiog
toannsm

Tifty-percent (50%6) to the pro mwa repayment of s Projec:
Contributions untl topether with the distributions from the Retai!
Busioess cagh flow (sec befow), e full value of the Project
Con{butions {3 zepald. Digtribiions from the Company?’s Cusino

FILENAVE: Cold Taan_teyn shees AN/ estied o R Meadentall 1204 07.doe

—

—i-

[

U
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Browastone GoldTown, LLC
Cirson Valley Casinoe Praject

Téerm Sheet
Page Thres

CONFIDENTIAL

cash Bow will frst setialy tha o Mt topayment of e Project
Contributions, with repaymest inlerest terms based on the higher of
90.Dry LIBCR (London Inerbank Offered Eaté) ur the dots of the
contribution or & annudl rate of 6%,

*  Reoxining 50% to be allosatsd based upon the percenmge of
Membership Interesis held by snch member in the Corppany,

The Operating Agreenent will also provile for manthly distributions of
the Campany’s Retall Business cash flow, if and when availeble, after
peyment of apereting expesses (including developmert and manageracnt
fees), ssnior debt covenants and atty rexuired roserves, in the follsudng
emner:

v Seventy-percsat (70%) 1o the po na wepaymens of the Project
Coomibutdons wntil, together with fhe diswribetichs fom the
Conpatrs”’s Casino oash flow (as disstssed above), the fiali value of
the Project Coutribuliems {5 repsld.  Distributlons frem the
Company's Resil Buginess cash flow will frst saizfy the pro rata
repsyoeet of the Project Cantributions, with repayment intarest
terms based oo ‘he Zigher of 90-Day LIBOR (London juwerbank
Offered Bate) at tse date of the contrivudon or &1 sunual rite of 624,

1 Repairisg 30% lo ba allocmied based upon the percerdage of
Wwembership [nterests held by each member in the Company,

The Opereting Agreement shall provids thes, upen the repayment of the
fu]° valu of the Ramaining Membership Interasts, the Cortpany’s
Castno and Reteil Buslness sash Fows will be distributed according ro
the percentaga of Mowmberhlp [npwests held by esch member i the
Company.

In the event a refiusocing of {he Project is approved by the Cotpany,
after paymant of the sevlor debs, any exsss3 capial realized from the
refitanolng ehall be epplled, collectively determined v 2 pro ram basis
from cepital comtributions, ln the following manner to: (i) the Other
lavesion(s), Meadenkall, Brownstone GoldTown, sed e spplicable, the
Sunridze Golf Club seller, to the extent diat the Project Contributons
have not bean rapaid from the dismibutions of Casino cash flow sud
Reral) Busimass cash dlow; end (L) distribued acearding to he
parentage of Membership Interosta held hy escn member in the

FLENAME: Gold Town_tro shieet, AMM ceoxtites m B Misorstal 13 04 07,602

'
E

\

)
1

¥

Y
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q
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RFG GRMIMG & HOSPITALITY,LLC PHOME MO. @ 7823465442

Browvastane GoldTown, LG
Carson Valle Casino Projecs
Term Shest

Page Fow

Liestising The Project ownors will ba required to satlafactorily obtain a Novuda
gaming licnse, Costs associnted with cbtainiag 3 Nevada garning
licenss for a director, emsployes or coasultant direstly associuted with the
development or reaaagontent of the Project are the oaly lieensing costs

that will bs boma by the Project.
Exalustvity: Nozemiclusive armangemens.
Agreemant: The Term Sheat may bo terminated if not executed by the parties an or
: before ;
a8 Ry
!
CONFIDENTIAL FILEHAYE: Co'¢ TanaA_m wpet ANM euled v R Mendeaball_I2 0407 &c

Dec. @5 2087 9S:315n P2
O TR e e 5
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Brownstone GoldTovm, LLC
Carson Valley Cesina Project
Term Sheet

Pege Five

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the partles huve agroed upon the abeve tsems md
conditions of this Term Sheer. This Term Shoet consent may be executsd by 6ne or Mare of the
sigaers hereto in any number of separate covmterpints, and &l such soutriespants taken wgether
dmil be deemed o constitute ane and the soom lostruwegt, Frscution of this Term Shest and
dulivery thereof by facsimile or ersail transmission shall be sufficient for all purposes and shall be

biading vpon sy party who so axieiutss,
7
Pased: LELL e "
/ \

dAmerkcan Vontage Brownstone, LLC -
By b g
Name: Roaald ), Tassinar ©
Title: Chairn

; Bnmm%j LLe /fj
: /

Name: Robert F, Grogy
Tltle: Chief Exscutive Offcer

Robert L, Mandanhall, PA.I. or Other:

A

ame!

™
Ceropray Name;
" Qover Ivestorty):

By A
Nagmee 7/ /
Titles

CONTFIDENTIAL FL3NAME: Gold Town_evm shess ANDY smsiind 1o R Mendball_(2 0867 dee /@

Ty
A
1
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Howard & Howard, Attorneys PLLC
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000

| .as Vegas. NV 89169

(702) 257-1483
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TIAFD
Gwen Rutar Mullins, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 3146
Wade B. Gochnour, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 6314
HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 1000
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169
Phone: 702.257.1483
Fax: 702.567.1568
E-Mail: grm@h2law.com
wbg@h2law.com
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Robert L. Mendenhall

and Sunridge Corporation

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

ROBERT L. MENDENHALL, an individual, Case No.:
SUNRIDGE CORPORATION, a Nevada Dept. No.:
corporation,

Plaintiffs,
V. INITIAL APPEARANCE FEE
DISCLOSURE (NRS) CHAPTER 19
RONALD TASSINARI, an individual,
AMERICAN VANTAGE BROWNSTONE,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company,
DOES 1 through 5, inclusive and ROE
CORPORATIONS | through 5, inclusive,

Defendants.

Pursuant to NRS Chapter 19, filing fees are submitted for parties appearing in the above

entitled action as indicated below:

Robert [.. Mendenhall $270.00
Sunridge Corporation $ 30.00
Iy
/11
/17
¥
Page 1 of 2

2704318.vl




Howard & Howard, Attorneys PLLC
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1000

| as Vegas, NV 89169

(702) 257-1483

15

16

17

Total Remitted: $300.00

DATED this 8® day of October 2014,
HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

/s Gwen Rutar Mullins

Gwen Rutar Mullins, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 3146

Wade B. Gochnour, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 6314

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Ste. 1000

Las Vegas, NV 89169

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Robert L. Mendenhall
and Sunridge Corporation

Page 2 of 2

2704318.v1
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JAMES J. LEE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 01909

Legal Offices of James I Lee
2620 Regatta Drive, Suite 102
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
Telephone (702) 664-6545
Email: james@]leelawonline.com

HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 001252

HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, CHTD.

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, Nevada, 89101

Telephone (702) 382-6700

Email: harry@marquislaw.net

Attorneys for Defendants Ronald Tassinari
And American Vantage Brownstone, LLC

Electronically Filed
05/08/2015 11:45:54 AM

Q%..i-kﬂw"w—

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

ROBERT L. MENDENHALL, an individual,
SUNRIDGE CORPORATION, a Nevada
Corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

RONALD TASSINARI, an individual,
AMERICAN VANTAGE BROWNSTONE,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company,
DOES 1 through 5, inclusive and ROE
CORPORATIONS 1 through §, inclusive,

Defendants.

Case no.: A-14-708281-C
Dept. no.: XXXII

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF
FINDINGS OF FACT,
CONCLUSIONS OF

LAW, AND ORDER GRANTING
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION

TO DISMISS

vavvvvvvvvvvvvv

TO: GWEN RUTAR MULLINS, ESQ., HOWARD & HOWARD, PLLC, attorney for

Plaintiffs.
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YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 7'" day of May, 2015, the above-entitled
Court entered a Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order Granting Defendants’ Motion to
Dismiss in the above-entitled action. A true copy of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and
Order Granting Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss is attached hereto as Exhibit “1” and incorporated

herein by this reference.

DATED this il day of /%r;y ,2015.

Respectfully submitted,

HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, CHTD.

HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 1252

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone (702) 382-6700

Attorneys for Defendants Ronald Tassinari
And American Vantage Brownstone, LLC

In Association with:

JAMES J. LEE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 01909

Legal Offices of James J Lee
2620 Regatta Drive, Suite 102
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
Telephone (702) 664-6545
Email: james@]leelawonline.com
Attorney for Defendants
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

y M-
I certify that on the é day of May, 2015, I served a true copy of the above and
foregoing Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order Granting
Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss herein electronically via the Court’s ECF system upon all parties

listed on the electronic service list, as follows:

Gwen Rutar Mullins, Esq.

Wade B. Gochnour, Esq.

HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 1000

Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

Telephone: (702) 257-1483

Facsimile: (702) 567-1568

Email: grm@h2law.com

Email: wbhg@h2law.com

|| Attorneys for Plaintiffs

An employee of
HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, CHTD.
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Electronically Filed
05/07/2015 04;23:36 PM

ORDR % #.‘%Mm—-
JAMES J. LEE, ESQ.

Nevads Bar No. ’019(% CLERK OF THE COURT
Legal Offices of James J Lee

2620 Regatta Drive, Suite 102

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

Telephone (702) 664-6545

Email: jnmesialeclawonline.com

HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 001252

HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, CHTD.

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, Nevada, §9101

Telephone (702) 382-6700

Email: harry@marquislaw.net

Attorneys for Defendants Ronald Tassinari
And American Vantage Brownstone, LLC

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

ROBERT L. MENDENHALL, an individual, Case no.: A-14-708281-C
SUNRIDGE CORPORATION, a Nevada Dept. no,: XXXII
Corporation,
FINDINGS OF FACT,
CONCLUSIONS OF
Plaintiffs, LAW, AND ORDER GRANTING
DEFENDANTS® MOTION
V. TO DISMISS

RONALD TASSINARI, an individual,
AMERICAN VANTAGE BROWNSTONE,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company,
DOES 1 through 5, inclusive and ROE
CORPORATIONS 1 through 5, inclusive,

b’ S/ N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Defendants.

The Motion to Dismiss filed on behalf of Defendants Ronald Tassinari and American
Vantage Brownstone, LLC, having come on for hearing on March 17, 2015; with Harry Paul

Marquis, Esq., of Harry Paul Marquis, Chartered, appearing on behalf of Defendants Ronald
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS - 1




and motivations of Defendant Ronald Tassinari and the Brownstone Plaintiffs have sufficien(

Tassinari and American Vantage Brownstone, LLC; with Gwen Rutar Mullins, Esq. and Jay
Young, Esq., of Howard & Howard Attorneys, PLLC, appearing on behalf of Plaintiffs, Robert
L. Mendenhall (“Mendenhall”) and Sunridge Corporation (“Sunridge”); the Court, having
considered the Motion, the Opposition and Reply thereto, and oral arguments by counsel, and
good cause appearing therefor, the Court rules as follows:

Ls THE COURT HEREBY FINDS AND CONCLUDES that Defendants have
satisfied the three-part test for determining whether claim preclusion applies which the Nevada
Supreme Court established in Five Star Capital Corp v Ruby, 124 Nev. 1048, 194 P3d 709, 713
(2008);

2. THE COURT HEREBY FINDS AND CONCLUDES that Defendant American
Vantage Brownstone LLC is the owner of both Brownstone Gold Town, LLC, and Brownstone
Gold Town CV, LLC, (collectively the “First Case Plaintiffs”) the Plaintiffs in Brownstone Gold
Town LLC v. Robert Mendenhall et al, A-11-653822-C (the “First Case™) and that Defendant
American Vantage Brownstone LLC signed the Term Sheet which was attached as Exhibit 1 to
the Complaint herein (the “Term Sheet”);

3. THE COURT HEREBY FINDS AND CONCLUDES that Defendant Ronald
Tassinari signed the Term Sheet in his capacity as chairman of Defendant American Vantage
Brownstone LLC;

4, THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that Defendan

Ronald Tassinari managed, led, and acted on behalf of the Brownstone Plaintiffs and the interests

commonality and alignment that privity exists;

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS - 2




5. THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that |
Defendant American Vantage Brownstone LLC managed, led, owned, and acted on behalf of the
Brownstone Plaintiffs and the interests and motivations of Defendant American Vantage
Brownstone LLC and the Brownstone Plaintiffs have sufficient commonality and alignment that
privity exists;

6. THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that
Defendants Ronald Tassinari and American Vantage Brownstone, LLC are both privies with
Brownstone Gold Town, LLC and Brownstone Gold Town CV, LLC, the Plaintiffs in the First
Caseg;

T THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that the first
part of the Five Star Capital Corp v Ruby, Supra, test that the parties or their privies are the

same has been satisfied,;

8. THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that the Order
of Dismissal of Action with Prejudice (the “Order of Dismissal”) filed in the First Case on
August 29, 2014 is a final valid judgment;

2, THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that the
second part of the Five Star Capital Corp v Ruby, Supra, test that the final judgment is valid has

been satisfied;

10. THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that on July
21, 2014, the Plaintiffs herein, Mendenhall and Sunridge, filed a Motion for Leave to Amend in
the First Case seeking to assert a counterclaim and a third-party complaint against Defendants
Ronald Tassinari and American Vantage Brownstone, LLC containing virtually the same

allegations as those set forth in the current Complaint filed herein on October 8, 2014;

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS - 3




11.  THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that claims
asserted in this action through the Complaint filed herein on October 8, 2014 are based on the
same claims or any part of them that were or could have been brought in the First Case;

12.  THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that the third
and final part of the Five Star Capiral Corp v Ruby, Supra, test that the subsequent action is
based on the same claims or any part of them that were or could have been brought in the first
case has been satisfied;

13. THE COURT HEREBY FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that Plaintiffs
claims herein are barred by the doctrine of claim preclusion;

14. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendant’s
Motion to Dismiss is hereby GRANTED in its entirety;

15.  IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this action i
hereby dismissed, with prejudice as to all parties and all claims.

DATED this 2§ day of April, 2015.

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT, DEPARTMENT 32
Respectfully Submitted By: Approved as to Form Only:

HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, CHARTERED HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS

//_D
D =
HARRY PAUL MARQUIS, ESQ. UTARMULLRS,ESQ.

ada Bar No. 003146

Nevada Bar No. 1252 |
ay A. Young, Esq.

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 Nevada Bar No. 005562

Tel. No.: (702) 382-6700 3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Suite 1400
Fax No.: (702) 384-0715 Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

Email: harryizimarquistaw.net Tel. No.:(702) 257-1483

Attorney for Defendants Attorney for Plaintiffs

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS - 4
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In Association with:

JAMES J. LEE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 01909

Legal Offices of James J Lee
2620 Regatta Drive, Suite 102
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
Telephone (702) 664-6545
Email: jamesigileclawvonline.com
Attorney for Defendants

4846-9299-G643, v, 4
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