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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

 

 

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a 

Nevada Limited Liability 

Company, d/b/a/ GRAND 

SIERRA RESORT, 

 

   Appellants, 

vs. 

 

PEPPERMILL CASINO, INC., 

a Nevada Corporation, d/b/a/ 

PEPPERMILL CASINO; 

RYAN TORS, an individual, 

 

Respondents. 

 

 

 

Supreme Court No.  70319 

 

District Court Case No.: CV13-01704 

 

 

 

 

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME  

TO FILE PETITION FOR REHEARING 

 

Appellant MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC requests 31 days, through 

June 21, 2018, to file its petition for rehearing. NRAP 31(b)(3). This is 

the first such request. Without an extension, the petition would be due 

May 21, 2018. 

Additional time is necessary for several reasons. First, counsel 

needed time to discuss the court’s decision with their client and decide 

whether to move for rehearing. Second, counsel had to evaluate the 

transcript from the oral argument which would form part of the 

Electronically Filed
May 21 2018 04:00 p.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 70319   Document 2018-19356
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argument for rehearing. Although counsel have completed a draft of 

the argument for rehearing, the requested extension will allow 

appellant to finalize this argument for rehearing and succinctly 

present the issues for rehearing. Third, the attorney primarily 

responsible for drafting the brief on appeal is no longer employed by 

counsel’s firm. Fourth, while counsel’s normal caseload would not 

justify an extension without other reasons, over the last few weeks, 

appellant’s counsel has been involved in preparing for several trials. 

Dated this 21st day of May, 2018. 

 

COHEN|JOHNSON|PARKER|EDWARDS 

 

 

By: /s/ H. Stan Johnson___________ 

H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 00265  

sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com 

375 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 104 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 

Telephone: (702) 823-3500 

Facsimile: (702) 823-3400 

 

Attorneys for Appellant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I certify that on 21st of May, 2018, pursuant to N.E.F.R. 7, I 

caused the APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

TO FILE PETITION FOR REHEARING to be filed electronically 

with the Clerk of the Nevada Supreme Court.  Pursuant to N.E.F.R. 9, 

notice of an electronically filed document by the Court “shall be 

considered as valid and effective service of the document” on the below 

listed persons who are registered users. 

ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW 

c/o Kent R. Robison, Esq. 

71 Washington Street 

Reno, Nevada 89503 

krobison@rbsllaw.com 

Attorney for the Defendants Peppermill 

 

 

 

  DATED the 21st day of May, 2018. 

 

       /s/ Sarah Gondek                                  _ 

    An employee of      

    COHEN|JOHNSON|PARKER|EDWARDS 


