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CHRISTIAN M. MORRIS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11218 CLERK OF THE COURT
NETTLES LAW FIRM

1389 Galleria Drive, Suite 200 ) .
Henderson, Nevada 89014 Electronically Filed

Jan 18 2017 10:18 a.m|
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Cour

Telephone: (702) 434-8282

Facsimile: (702) 434-1488

christian@pnettleslawfirm.com

Attorney for Defendants, Ingrid Patin and Patin Law Group, PLLC

Lo

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

TON VINH LEE, an individual,
CASE NO.: A-15-723134-C
Plaintift, DEPT NO.: IX

V.

INGRID PATIN, an individual, and PATIN AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL
LAW GROUP, PLLC, a Nevada
Professional LLC,

Defendants.

Defendants, Ingrid Patin, an individual, and Patin Law Group, PLLC, a Nevada
Professional LLC, by and through their counsel of record, Christian M. Morris, Esq. of the Nettles
Law Firm, hereby apbeal to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the Order [Denying Defendants’
Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRS 41.635-70], filed on February 4, 2016, and previously|

attached hereto as Exhibit A, and the Order [Denying Defendants’ Renewed Special Motion to

1 Docket 72144 Document 2017-01815
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dismiss Pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes 41.635-70], filed on September 29, 2016, and
attached hereto as Exhibit B.
Dated this g‘ i day of January, 2017.

NETTLES I:?V
7

Christian M. Morris, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 011218

1389 Galleria Drive, Suite 200

Henderson, NV 89014

Attorneys for Defendants, Ingrid Patin and Patin
Law Group, PLLC
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

pursuant to NEFCR 9, NRCP (b) and EDCR 7.26, T certify that on this 2 day of

January, 2017, I served the foregoing AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL on the following

parties by electronic transmission through the Wiznet system on.

An\ETfpﬁ)t?\% of Ngttles Law Firm
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Nevada Bar No. 11218 ' CLERK OF THE COURT
NETTLES LAW FIRM

1389 Galleria Drive, Suite 200

Henderson, Nevada 89014

Telephone: (702) 434-8282

Facsimile: (702) 434-1488

christian@nettleslawfirm.com

Attorney for Defendants, Ingrid Patin and Patin Law Group, PLLC

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

TON VINH LEE, an individual,
CASE NO. A-15-723134-C

Plaintiff, DEPARTMENT NO. IX
V.
INGRID PATIN, an individual, and AMENDED CASE APPEAL
PATIN LAW GROUP, PLLC, a Nevada STATEMENT

Professional LLC,

Defendants.

Defendants, Ingrid Patin, an individual, and Patin Law Group, PLLC, a Nevada
Professional LLC, by and through their counsel of record, Christian M. Morris, Esq. of the Nettles
Law Firm, hereby file this Amended Case Appeal Statement.

1. Name of appellant filing this Amended Case Appeal Statement: Defendants,
Ingrid Patin, an individual, and Patin Law Group, PLLC, a Nevada Professional LLC

2. Identify the Judge issuing the decision, judgment, or order appealed from:
Honorable Jennifer Togliatti

3. Identify each appellant and the name and address of counsel for each appellant:

Appellants:  Ingrid Patin, an individual
Patin Law Group, PLLC, a Nevada Professional LLC
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Attorneys: Christian M. Morris, Esq.
: Nettles Law Firm
1389 Galleria Drive, Suite 200
Henderson, NV 89014

4. Identify each respondent and the name and address of appellate counsel, if known,
for each respondent (if the name of a respondent’s appellate counsel is unknown, indicated as
much and provide the name and address of that respondent’s trial counsel):

Respondents: Ton Vinh Lee

Attorneys: Prescott T. Jones, Esq.

RESNICK & LOUIS, P.C.
5940 S. Rainbow Boulevard
Las Vegas, NV 89118

5. Indicate whether any attorney identified above in response to question 3 or 4 is not
licensed to practice law in Nevada and, if so, whether the district court granted that attorney
permission to appear under SCR 42 (attach a copy of any district court order granting such
permission): N/A. |

6. Indicated whether appellant was represented by appointed or retained counsel in
the district court: Retained.

7. Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or retained counsel on
appeal: Retained.

8. Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis, and
the date of entry of the district court order granting such leave: N/A.

9. Indicate the date the proceedings commenced in the district court (e.g., date
complaint indictment, information, or petition was filed): The complaint was filed on August 17,
2015.

10.  Provide a brief description of the nature of the action and result in the district court,
including the type of judgment or order being appealed and the relief granted by the district court:

This appeal is taken from a defamation per se action brought against Defendants by
Plaintiff. Plaintiff alleges that Defendant posted a false and defamatory statement on their

business website. The alleged false and defamatory statement relates to a jury verdict rendered
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in favor of Plaintiffs against Defendants Ton V. Lee, DDS, Prof. Corp. d/b/a Summerlin Smﬂes
and Florida Traivai, DMD in the amount of $3,470,000 in Case No. A-12-656091-C. The
Judgment on Jury Verdict awarded the total of $3,470,000, plus interest, and costs in the amount
of $38,042.64 to Plaintiffs. The alleged false and defamatory statement lists the case name,
Singletary v. Ton Vinh Lee, DDS, et al., as well as a detailed description of the case: “A dental
malpractice-based wrongful death action that arose out of the death of Decedent Reginald
Singletary following the extraction of the No. 32 wisdom tooth by Defendants on or about April
16, 2011. Plaintiff sued the dental office, Summerlin Smiles, the owner, Ton Vinh Lee, DDS,
and the treating dentists, Florida Traivai, DMD and Jai Park, DDS, on behalf of the Estate, herself
and minor son.”

Defendants appealed from the Order [Denying Defendants’ Special Motion to Dismiss
Pursuant to NRS 41.635-70], filed on February 4, 2016. Defendants now seek to appeal from the
Order [Denying Defendants’ Renewed Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Nevada Revised
Statues 41.635-70].

11.  Indicate whether the case has previously been the subject of an appeal to or original
writ proceeding in the Supreme Court and, if so, the caption and Supreme Court docket number
of the prior proceeding: Ingrid Patin, et al. vs. Ton Vinh Lee, Supreme Court No. 69928 is
currently pending in the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada. '

12.  Indicate whether this appeal involves child custody or visitation: N/A.

13.  If this is a civil case, indicate whether this appeal involves the possibility of
settlement: This case does involve the possibility of a settlement.

Dated this 28" day of October, 2016.

NETTLES LAW FIRM

/s8/ Christian Morris

Christian M. Morris, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 011218

1389 Galleria Drive, Suite 200

Henderson, NV 89014

Attorneys for Defendants, Ingrid Patin and Patin
Law Group, PLLC
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NEFCR 9, NRCP (b) and EDCR 7.26, I certify that on this 28" day of
October, 2016, I served the foregoing AMENDED CASE APPEAL STATEMENT on the

following parties by electronic transmission through the Wiznet system on.
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Contact Email
-Chrristian M. Morris, Esq. christianmorris@nettleslawfirm.com

Jenn Alexy jenn@nettleslawfirm.com

_
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Contact Email
Coreene Drose cdrose@rlattorneys.com
Lisa Bell Ibell@riattorneys.com
ReSHick 8 oS P C. 77 /
i .
Wl i

/s/ Katherine Gondra

An Employee of Nettles Law Firm




DEPARTMENT 9

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-15-723134-C

Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s) § Location: Department 9
VvS. § Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s) § Filed on: 08/17/2015
§ Cross-Reference Case A723134
§ Number:
§ Supreme Court No.: 69928
CASE INFORMATION
Case Type: Other Tort
Case Flags: Appealed to Supreme Court
DATE CASE ASSIGNMENT
Current Case Assignment
Case Number A-15-723134-C
Court Department 9
Date Assigned 08/17/2015
Judicial Officer Togliatti, Jennifer
PARTY INFORMATION
Lead Attorneys
Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh Jones, Prescott T.
Retained
702-258-6665(W)
Defendant Patin Law Group PLLC Morris, Christian

Patin, Ingrid
Cross Claimant

Patin, Ingrid

Cross Defendant Patin Law Group PLLC

Retained
702-360-4949(W)

Larsen, Paul Edward
Retained

7023838888(W)

Larsen, Paul Edward
Retained

7023838888(W)

Morris, Christian
Retained
702-360-4949(W)

DATE EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT INDEX
08/17/2015 %] Complaint
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Complaint
08/31/2015 @ Affidavit of Service
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Affidavit of Service
09/08/2015 @ Motion to Dismiss
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Defendants' Motion to Dismiss
09/23/2015 @ Affidavit of Service
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh

PAGE10OF7
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09/25/2015

10/06/2015

10/06/2015

10/14/2015

10/14/2015

10/16/2015

10/20/2015

10/22/2015

10/23/2015

11/02/2015

11/12/2015

11/16/2015

11/17/2015

DEPARTMENT 9

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-15-723134-C
Affidavit of Service

@ Opposition to Motion to Dismiss
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Opposition To Defendants’ Motion To Dismiss

Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Defendants' Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure

@ Reply to Opposition
Filed by: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Defendants' Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to Motion to Dismiss

Supplement to Opposition
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Supplement to Opposition to Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss

Motion to Dismiss (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
Defendants' Motion to Dismiss

@ Motion

Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Nevada Revised Statute 41.635-70 or in the Alternative
Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRS 12(b)(5)

Objection
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh

Plaintiff’s Objection To Defendant's Request For Expedited Hearing On Special Motion To
Dismiss

Order Denying Motion
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Order Denying Defendants' Motion to Dismiss

@ Notice of Entry of Order
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Notice Of Entry Of Order Denying Defendants’ Motion To Dismiss

im Opposition to Motion
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Opposition To Defendants’ Special Motion To Dismiss Pursuant To NRS 41.635-70,
Or In The Alternative Motion To Dismiss Pursuant To NRS 12(B)(5)

& Reply

Filed by: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid

Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendants’ Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Nevada
Revised Statute 41.635-70, Or In The Alternative Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRS 12(b)(5)

@ Motion to Strike
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Motion To Strike Defendants' Reply In Support Of Special Motion To Dismiss; Or In
The Alternative Plaintiff's Motion To Continue Hearing On Order Shortening Time

PAGE2OF7
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11/18/2015

11/18/2015

11/18/2015

11/25/2015

12/09/2015

01/13/2016

01/13/2016

01/27/2016

02/04/2016

02/04/2016

02/05/2016

02/09/2016

02/09/2016

DEPARTMENT 9

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-15-723134-C

Reply to Opposition
Filed by: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Sur-Reply in Opposition to Defendant’s Special Motion to Dismiss

Motion to Dismiss (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
11/18/2015, 12/02/2015
Defendants' Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Nevada Revised Statute 41.635-70 or in the
Alternative Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRS 12(b)(5)

Motion to Strike (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
Plaintiff’s Motion To Strike Defendants' Reply In Support Of Special Motion To Dismiss; Or In
The Alternative Plaintiff's Motion To Continue Hearing On Ovder Shortening Time

All Pending Motions (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)

@ Supplemental
Filed by: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Supplement To Plaintiff's Sur-Reply In Opposition To Defendants' Special Motion To Dismiss

@ Status Check (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
Decision

¢i] Status Check (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)

CANCELED Minute Order (1:00 PM) (Judicial Officer: Barker, David)
Vacated - On in Error

Motion to Dismiss
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Defendants' Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5)

Order Denying
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Order Denying Defendants' Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRS 41.635-70, or in the
Alternative, Motion to Dismuss Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5)

Notice of Entry of Order
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh

Notice Of Entry Of Order Denying Deféendants’ Special Motion To Dismiss Pursuant To NRS
41.635-70, Or In The Alternative, Motion To Dismiss Pursuant To NRCP 12(B)(5)

@ Motion to Strike
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh

Plaintiff’s Motion To Strike Defendants' Third-Filed Motion To Dismiss Pursuant To NRCP 12
(B)(5) On Order Shortening Time

@ Opposition to Motion
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Defendants’ Third-Filed Motion to
Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5) on Order Shortening Time

@ Reply in Support
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of Motion to Strike Defendants' Third-Filed Motion to Dismiss
Pursuant to NRCP, 12(B)(5) on Order Shortening Time

PAGE3OF7
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02/10/2016

02/22/2016

02/23/2016

02/23/2016

02/29/2016

03/01/2016

03/02/2016

03/04/2016

03/04/2016

03/09/2016

03/11/2016

03/23/2016

03/30/2016

DEPARTMENT 9

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-15-723134-C

@ Motion to Strike (9:30 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
02/10/2016, 02/16/2016
Plaintiff’s Motion To Strike Defendants' Third-Filed Motion To Dismiss Pursuant To NRCP 12
(B)(5) On Order Shortening Time

Motion to Reconsider
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration

Amended Complaint
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
First Amended Complaint

Opposition to Motion to Dismiss
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Opposition To Defendants’ Motion To Dismiss

Order

Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Order Denying Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Defendants’ Third-Filed Motion to Dismiss
Pursuant to NRCP 12(B)(5) on Order Shortening Time

@ Notice of Entry of Order
Filed By: Cross Defendant Patin Law Group PLLC
Notice of Entry of Order

i1 Reply to Opposition

Filed by: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's [sic | Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to
NRCP 12(b)(5)

@ Notice of Appeal
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Notice of Appeal

'53 Case Appeal Statement
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Case Appeal Statement

Motion to Dismiss (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
03/09/2016, 03/16/2016
Defendants' Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5)

Opposition
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration

@ Reply to Opposition
Filed by: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion for Reconsideration

@ Motion For Reconsideration (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration
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04/11/2016

04/11/2016

04/11/2016

04/11/2016

04/22/2016

05/02/2016

05/03/2016

05/04/2016

05/09/2016

05/112016

05/12/2016

05/16/2016

05/24/2016

DEPARTMENT 9

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-15-723134-C

Order

Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Order Denying Defendants' Motion To Dismiss Pursuant To NRCP 12(B)(5)

Second Amended Complaint
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Second Amended Complaint

@ Notice of Entry of Order
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 12 (B)(5)

Order of Dismissal (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)

Debtors: Ingrid Patin (Defendant), Patin Law Group PLLC (Defendant)
Creditors: Ton Vinh Lee (Plaintiff)

Judgment: 04/11/2016, Docketed: 04/18/2016

Comment: Certain Claims

Q Motion to Stay
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Motion for Stay Pending Appeal on Order Shortening Time

@ Motion

Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Defendants' Motion for Enlargement of Time to Respond to Plaintiff’s Second Amended
Complaint on an Order Shortening Time

Opposition
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Stay Pending Appeal on Order Shortening
Time

Motion For Stay (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
Defendants' Motion for Stay Pending Appeal on Order Shortening Time

Opposition to Motion
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh

Plaintiff’s Opposition To Defendants' Motion For Enlargement Of Time To Respond To
Plaintiff’s Second Amended Complaint On An Order Shortening Time

Motion (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)

Defendants' Motion for Enlargement of Time to Respond to Plaintiff’s Second Amended
Complaint on an Order Shortening Time

@ Order

Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Order Partially Granting and Partially Denying Defendant's Motion for Stay Pending Appeal

@ Notice of Entry of Order
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Notice of Entry of Order

@ Motion to Dismiss
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
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06/13/2016

06/22/2016

06/29/2016

09/07/2016

09/29/2016

09/29/2016

10/06/2016

10/07/2016

10/18/2016

10/28/2016

01/05/2017

DEPARTMENT 9

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-15-723134-C

Defendants’ Renewed Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes 41.635-
70

@ Opposition
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendants’ "Renewed"” Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant To NRS
41.635-70

@ Reply to Opposition
Filed by: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid

Defendants' Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to Renewed Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to
Nevada Revised Statutes 41.635-70

lﬁﬁ Motion to Dismiss (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Togliatti, Jennifer)
06/29/2016, 07/20/2016, 07/27/2016, 08/10/2016

Defendants’ Renewed Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes 41.635-
70

@ Substitution of Attorney
Filed by: Plaintift Lee, Ton Vinh
Substitution of Counsel

@ Notice of Entry
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Defendants’ Renewed Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to
Nevada Revised Statutes 41.635-70

Q Order Denying Motion
Filed By: Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh

Order Denying Defendants' Renewed Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Nevada Revised
Statute 41.635-70

Substitution of Attorney
Filed by: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Substitution of Counsel

Answer and Crossclaim
Filed By: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid

Defendant, Ingrid Patin's Answer to Plaintiff's Second Complaint and Counterclaim against
Patin Law Group, PLLC

@ Answer

Filed By: Cross Defendant Patin Law Group PLLC
Defendant Patin Law Group, PLLC's Answer to Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint And
Defendant Ingrid Patin's Crossclaim

@ Amended Case Appeal Statement
Party: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Amended Case Appeal Statement

& Amended Notice of Appeal
Party: Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Amended Notice of Appeal

DATE

FINANCIAL INFORMATION

| Cross Defendant Patin Law Group PLLC
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DEPARTMENT 9

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-15-723134-C

Total Charges
Total Payments and Credits
Balance Due as of 1/9/2017

Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Total Charges

Total Payments and Credits
Balance Due as of 1/9/2017

Plaintiff Lee, Ton Vinh
Total Charges

Total Payments and Credits
Balance Due as of 1/9/2017

Cross Claimant Patin, Ingrid
Appeal Bond Balance as of 1/9/2017

PAGE70F 7

30.00
30.00
0.00

247.00
247.00
0.00

270.00
270.00
0.00

500.00
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DISTRICT COURT CIVIL COVER SHEET
Clark
Case No.

A-15-723134-C
County, Nevada IX

(Assigned by Clerk's Office)
LP arty Information (provide both home and mailing addresses if different)
Plaintiff(s) (name/address/phone):
Ton V. Lee, DDS
9525 W. Russell Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89148
(702) 579-7645
Attorney (name/address/phone):
Prescott T. Jones, Esq.--Bremer Whyte Brown & O'Meara, LLP
1160 North Town Center Dr., Suite 250
Las Vegas, NV 89144
(702) 258-6665

II. Nature of COIltl’OVCl’SY (please select the one most applicable filing type below)

Defendant(s) (name/address/phone):
Ingrid Patin, individual; Patin Law Group, PLLC
6671 S. Las Vegas, Blvd., Suite 210

Las Vegas, NV 89119
(702) 461-5241

Attorney (name/address/phone):
Patin Law Group, PLLC

6671 S. Las Vegas Blvd., Suite 210
Las Vegas, NV 89119

(702) 461-5241

Civil Case Filing Types
Real Property Torts
Landlord/Tenant Negligence Other Torts
I:]Unlawful Detainer DAuto DProduct Liability
DOther Landlord/Tenant DPremises Liability Dlntenti onal Misconduct
Title to Property DOther Negligence DEmpl oyment Tort
D.Tudicial Foreclosure Malpractice Dlnsurance Tort
D Other Title to Property D Medical/Dental @Other Tort
QOther Real Property DLegaJ
D Condemnation/Eminent Domain DAccounﬁng
D Other Real Property D Other Malpractice
Probate Construction Defect & Contract Judicjal Review/Appeal
Probate (select case type and estate value) Construction Defect Judicial Review
DSummaIy Administration DChapter 40 DF oreclosure Mediation Case
DGeueraI Administration D()ther Construction Defect DPetitiom to Seal Records
DS pecial Administration Contract Case DMental Competency
DSet Aside DUnifonn Commercial Code Nevada State Agency Appeal
DTrust/ConserV atorship DBuﬂding and Construction DDepartment of Motor Vehicle
D Other Probate Dlnsmance Carrier DWorkefs Compensation
Estate Value DCommerciaJ Instrument DOther Nevada State Agency
[ Jover $200,000 [ [coliection of Accounts Appeal Other
DBetwcen $100,000 and $200,000 DEmployment Contract DAppeaI from Lower Court
[ Tunder $100,000 or Unknown [ ]Other Contract [ ]other Judicial Review/Appeal
[ Junder $2,500
Civil Writ Other Civil Filing

Civil Writ Other Civil Filing
DWn't of Habeas Corpus DWrit of Prohibition DCompromise of Minor's Claim
[ Jwrit of Mandamus [ Tother civil writ [ Troreign Judgment
[ Jwrit of Quo Warrant [ Jother Civit Matters

Business Court filings should be filed using the Business Court civil coversheet.

August 17, 2015 o v
Date [f”'S/igf;anne of initiating pa;{f or 1 réi)resemative

See other side for family-related case filings.

Nevada AOC - Research Statistics Unit Formi PA 201
Pursuant to NRS 3.275 Revil



NI

)

‘ INGRID PATIN, an Wndividual and PATIN

Electronically Filed
02/04/2016 11:25:50 AM

Qe+ s

CLERK OF THE COURT
QRDR
LESCOTT T JONES, BESQ.
‘\=t:v ada State Bar No, 11617
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Attomeys for Plaintiff
ru:\ VINH LEE

BISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY; NEYVADA

TONVINHLE

5, an tndividual,

Plaintiff,
¥s,
GRBER DENVING DEFENDANTS?
SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS
PURSUANT TO NKS 4163570, OR IN
THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TGO
DESMIBS PURSUANT TO NRCP 12{BYS)

LAYW GROUPR, P,,M , a Nevada Professional
LG,

S L A T L D

Defondanis.

2, 2015, The Court, having

Defendants INKGRID PATIN and PATIN LAW CGROUP, PLLOs {collectively

“Defendants™) Special Motion o Dismiss Pursuand Y, or In the Altermative,

Mution to Diamiss Porsoeant o NRCP 120033 came on f we this Court on December

z read ail of the pleadings and papers on file herein, and goud cause
appearing, therefore, it is hereby:

CHDERED, ADNUDGED AMD DECREED that Defondanty” Mation s timely filed

pursuant to NRS 41,660,

>
=
=
o
<
=
\—-J
1'3
e
1
=
ot
1=
%

IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
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> Plammaft Ton Vinh Lee 1w bis Opposition fo this Motion) under the

ciroumstannes of the nanwe, content, and location of the communication is not a good faith




compuinication in Rrtherance of the right to petition or the vight to fres speech in divect connection

[

2 ¥with an issue of public concermm.  Specifically, NES 41.627(3) does not apply because the

3 feommunication does not referencs an appeal, nor does there appear 10 be any connection fo the

4 teommurdeation and its timing to any purpose ¢ i attoyney advertising, NRS 41.837(4) does

& i not apply because it a"qof,amimu is 1o direct connection to a malter of public interest, and instead
it appears to be for the purpose of atiorpey advertising. However, even iTRNRS 41,6373 or {4} did
T §apply o complained-of commurication, this Court canpot find at this junciure that the Plaintify

& | hasn't put forth prima facle svidenne demonstrating a probability of prevailing on this claim, This]

8 Fis particularly true becsuse the trath or faisity of an allegedly defamatory statement s an issue for

o
H

, 109 Dav. 448, 453 {1993, r, becauss i

.

e jury 1o deteomi

1

it {found to be d s auch that would tend to wjure the Plaintfl in his

12 [ business or profession, then i will bo deemed defamation per so and damages will be presumed,

3 4 Nevade Jud Broadeasting v allen, 99 Nev. 404, 469 (1983

i4 FT I8 PURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that as set forth herein, the
i3 :Spﬁciai Motion to Dhsmiss pursuant to Movada’s Ant-SLAPP law is DEMIED.

15 [T IS5 FURTHER QRDERED, ADAIDGED AND DECREED that sl of Defendants’ other)
17 farguments ave not properly decided in a Motion to Dismdss and/or are without merit, Detendants’
18§ Altarnative 12(6X 5} Motion to THamiss is DERNIED.

19 T IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECHESED  that  Plaintiffs
20 Countermotion for aftorney’s foes and costs is DENIED se this Court dogs not find the 5y

21 idMetion to be frivolous or vexatiou

p FT I8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED AND DECREED that the misstatement of the

23 Jevidentiary burden cannot be considered more than a harmmless eror on the part of counsel

24 f considering the facis here.

23 IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED AND DECREED that the partics have not in

26 fany Motion to DHsmiss thus {ar distinguished botween allegations of conduct of the individual

27 § Defendant versus the corporate Defendant, and therefore, any rulings herein and regarding the

SSUE,

previous Motion to Dismiss do not address this:

i

.

HA33SNIRCPOrder Danving MTD Asti-SLAPF dosx



1 ITIS SO OROERED.

£ g’gyw«sf s‘W'E FH :
2 DATED this (5;\ day of him\t‘ o 791‘\“*
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505 e fhe dtecas AN, g AP 'hxmmf s o
. " .\:;;J»ﬁ,uti.u,tiv, ayiditad, M A0S S35 s
. BREMER WHYTE BROWN & O'MEARA LLP
8
By
7

I\eva:ia ths Bar Mo, 11617
10 August B, Hotchkin, Esqg
1 Nevada State Bar No, 12780

Approved as 1o form and conient,

s
Lad

NETTLES LAW GROUP

N

[,
Ly

P,

£k n M Muz 1y, Bag.
Nevada State Bar Mo, 11218

By

st
[

28

BREMER WHYTE GRCWN &
O'MEARA LLP
H160 M. Town Crater Fadre
Sisife 230
Los Vinpas, NV BUids
{702} 258-8635

[¥8]
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CERTIFICATE OF sERVICEK

f hereby certify that on 4% day of February, 2016, the following document was
clectronically served 1o all registered parties for case number A723134 as foilows:

Eaail Salgct
an M Moy By ghirigh ; stleslanifrickin RS
Ky Adverao }Q,ml\(}?ﬁé?\fi EshsviLLem N o

Jo Peters, an employee of Bremer Whyte Brown & O'Meara




N e AW

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

BREMER WHYTE BROWN &
O'MEARA LLP
1160 N. Town Center Drive
Suite 250
Las Vegas, NV 89144
(702) 258-6665

Electronically Filed

02/04/2016 11:46:19 AM

PRESCOTT T. JONES, ESQ. Qﬁ’é&« & W

Nevada State Bar No. 11617

AUGUST B. HOTCHKIN, ESQ. CLERK OF THE COURT
Nevada State Bar No. 12780

BREMER WHYTE BROWN & O'MEARA LLP
1160 N. TOWN CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 250

LAS VEGAS, NV §9144

TELEPHONE: (702) 258-6665

FACSIMILE: (702) 258-6662

pjones @bremerwhyte.com
ahotchkin@bremerwhyte.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff,
TON VINH LEE

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY; NEVADA

TON VINH LEE, an individual, Case No. A-15-723134

Plaintiff, Dept. No.: IX
VS.
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
DENYING DEFENDANTS’ SPECIAL
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO
NRS 41.635-70, OR IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO DISMISS
PURSUANT TO NRCP 12(B)(5)

INGRID PATIN, an individual; and PATIN
LAW GROUP, PLLC, a Nevada Professional
LLC,

Defendants.

N N N N N N N N N N N

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS’ SPECIAL
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NRS 41.635-70, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NRCP 12(B)(5) was entered on February 3, 2016. A
copy of said ORDER is attached hereto.

Dated: February 4, 2016 BREMER WHYTE BROWN & O'MEARA LLP

By:

Prescott T. Jones, Esq., Bar No. 11617
August B. Hotchkin, Esq., Bar No. 12780
Attorneys for Plaintiff

TON VINH LEE

H:A33540592\CFANOE-Order Denying.docx




1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on 4th day of February, 2016, a true and correct copy of the foregoing

document was electronically served on Wiznet upon all parties on the master e-file and serve list.

Name Email Selars
Christian M. Morris; Esq. christianmormis@netilesiawfivm.com |
Kim Alverson kim@nettleslawfirm.com 4

11

12

13 Jo Peters, an employee of Bremer Whyte Brown & O’Meara
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

BREMER WHYTE BROWN &
OMEARALLP
1160 N. Town Center Drive 2
Suite 250
Las Vegas, NV 89144
(702) 258-6665

H:A33540592\CFANOE-Order Denying.docx
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INGRID PATIN, an individual; and PAT

Electronically Filed
02/04/2016 11:25:50 AM

i b

CLERK OF THE COURT
ORDB
PRESCOTT 'f.i JONES, ESQ.
Wevads State Bar No. 11617
ALIGLIST }a H2OTC ‘ﬁ‘«’i\l ESQ
Nevada State BarNo. 3

BREMER WHYTE BR X&“\I S MEBARA LLP

PG ML TOWN CENTER DRIVE
SUITE 251
LAS YEGASR, "\“"z’ 5‘3 144
TELEPHONE: ¢ u% 58
FACS] wim (”‘}’*“,- 258-¢ 6‘5
plonss@hremerwhyte.com

ahod chm:} fibre ’mu‘?v*hjfg L0

Artormneys for Plaintift
TON VINE LEE

BISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY; NEVADA

TON VINH LEE, an

individual,

Plaingiff
vs.
GRDER DENVING DEFENDANTS
SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS
PIRSUANT T NRS 4163578, ORIN
THE ALTEBNATIVE, MOT Ei}\ TG
BESRAISS E}Lﬁbﬁéﬁf TO NRCP IHBYS

™
, a Navads Professional

LAW GROUP, BLLC
LA,

Defendanis.

e Sea™ Mo e Prcns™ et Se? o S e e’

Defendamts INCRID PATIN and PATIN LAW C(ROUP, PLLOCs  {collevtively
“Drefendants”) Special Motion o Dismiss Pursuant to NRS 41835270, or n the Alternative,
Motion to Dismniss Pursuant to NRCP 12(0(8) carme on for hegring before this Court on Dacember
2, 2015, The Court, having read all of the pleadings and papers on file hereln, and goud cause
appearing, thorefore, it 1s bareby:

CRDERED, ALJUDGED AMD DECREED that Defondants” Maotion s tUmely filed

pursuant to NRS 41.660,

-
i

VIS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED S5 that the communication at
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> Plaintift Ton Vinh Les n bis Opposition to this Motion) under the
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re, content, and location of the communication is vot a good faith
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[y

apply o complained-of communication, this Court canpot find at thiz juncture that the Plaimiff

evidentiary burden cannot be considersd more than a harmlese error on the part of counsel

somupninication in furtherance of the right 1o petitlon or the right to free speech in direct connection
with an issue of public concern.  Specifically, NES 416373 doss not apply beocause the
commnunication does not reference an appeal, nor does there appear fo be any oonnection fo the

n attorney advertising, NRS 41.837(4) does

communication and its timing o any

not apply because i appears there is no divect connection t©o 3 matier of public interest, and instead
it appears to be for the purpose of atiorpey advertising, However, even iTRNRE 41,0373 or (4} did

n't pui forth prima facle svidense demonstrating a probability of prevailing on this claim, This)

s particularly true becsuse the troth or falsity of an allegedly defamatory statement is an issue o

i3
H

i Reoe, 109 Nev, 448, 453 (1993}, Furl

.................. s

o

w0y 1o determing.

found 1o be defamadory and the datement 1 such that would tend to injure the Plainiift in his

business or profession, then it will be deerved defamation per so and damages will be presumed.
s b IS

Mevada Jud, Broadeastine v allen, 99 Nev, 404, 409 (1983)

PT 18 PURTHER ORODERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that as set firth horeln, the

al Motion to Dtemiss pursuant to MNevada’s Ant-SLAPP law is DEMNIED,

B

e
bl
(4]
o

T IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED AND DECREED that all of Defendanty’ other

arguments are not properly decided in a Motion to Dismise andior sve without merit, Defondants
Alternative 12(b)S) Motion to ThHamdss s DENIED.

T 5 FURTHER ORDERED, AINUDGED AND DECHEED  that  Plaintiffs

1

)

Countermotion for shtorney’s Tees and cosis in DENIED so this Court does sot find the Spocisl
Motion 1o be frivolous or vexatious,

misstatement of the

PV IR FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED ANL

Y8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADHIDGED AND DECREED that the parties have not in

gations of conduct of the individual

rﬁ

any Motion to Dismiss thus fae distinguished between alleg

Cefendant versus the corporate Defendant, and therefore, any vulings hereln and regarding the

1E5UE,

previcus Motion 1o Dismiss do not address th

HAZISDIGRC G der Danying MTD Aaui-SLARF dock
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BREMTR WHYTE DRCWN &
PMEARALLP
1188 P Yongr Craler Batve
Eaxite 230
FLas Songa, WY B4
{702 155-5635
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IT 15 80 OROERED.

55& day of m

f g}m L sty

A {jg} T

Y, 7@}“*‘*

IDATED thi

&

Srdes
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?‘évg«sw‘%’ ety J;,zw S
E)? Furawont Sy A8
o Fhe A s@fﬁﬁ s’?’s\?f? ey P ’3*\9’#?»:}

f;zé‘ paa v J'}

Respactiully subatittad, fo AR08 ¢ O IED A
BREMER WHYTE BROWN & O'MEARA ?. Lp
& 1R

A * T
}aevada Qta‘ca Bar 1\,0 11617
August B, Hotchkin, Bag

MNevada State Bar No, 12780

Approved as fo form and content,

NETTLES LAW GROUP o

= an b M\,m\ an
Nevads State Bar Mo, 11218

Lok
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| CERTIFICATE OF SERVICK

2 f hereby cextify that on 4% day of February, 2016, the following document was
slectronically served to all registered parties for case number A723134 as follows:
3
Maminy Sefecy
4 Christian M: Mors; B, S
Kl adverson &M W

et

14

12 Jo Peters, an emplovee of Bremer Whyte Brown & O'Meara

b
£
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Electronically Filed
09/29/2016 01:42:07 PM

%;.W

CLERK OF THE COURT

ORDBR

RESNICK & LOLIS
PRESCOTY JONES

\l\'“\{u\ Bar Ng, 11817

IMSTRICT COURY

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

TOM VINH LEE, LASE NGO ASES-723 13440

Plaintitt, DEPT X
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTR
INGRID PATING ap individas), and PATIN RENEWED SPECIAL MOTHIN TO
LAW GROUE, PLLC, a \u, ada Professiomal DBESMISS PURSUANT TO REVABA
LEC, REVISED STATUTES 41.833.78

Defendants,

Defendits INGRID PATIN and PATIN LAW  GROUP, PFLLOs  {cole chively

5 S )

“Detoraants”) Renewsd Special Motion o Dismisy Parsuam o NBS 416357 came on &
tearing before this Count on August 10, 2016, The Court, having read slf of the pleadings sud

papers o fie bereis, and good cause appearing, therefore, i 13 herchy:

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the comamunicstion at isaus < {as dhetaile
by the Plaintift Ton Viah Lee in his Opposition (o this Motion} ender the elreumstances of thel
natare, content, and tacation of the conwramication is not a good faith communication i
furtherinee of the right to petition or the right to free speech in divget conmestion with an issue of

3

oublic concerm. Speeificaily, NRS 416373 does not apply becanse the sommmmication dogs




Iiinot refercnve an appesl ner does there appear to be any connestion (o the communisation and iy

frving o awy purpose other than stiomey sdvestising. NRS 41.637(4) does ac % apply bovause §

$0

3 1 appears there I8 no divect connection to 2 matter of public interest, and lnstead i [ppears o be

N4

o

4 Hihe purpose of attorney advertising.  However, even i NRS 41.68373) or {4} did apply {0

o

N

covaplained-af communication, this Coant annot find at this juncture that the Plaintf hasn™t put

& forth prima facle evidence demonstrating a probabiiity of prevatling on this olaim. This iy

O 4 partivalaely frue beeanse the wuth or falsity of an allegediy defamatory statoment s an issue fin

&

;

(% Moy, 448, 433

e
e,

3 Hthe fury o detennine. Posadas v, Uiy of Reno, $9933 Further, becanse 1

9 fermd 1o be de cfamatory and the statement is such that would tend to fujure the Plaintif in kg

cv profession, then # will be deemed defamation per se and damages will be presumed,

vada Ind, Broadeasing v, Allen. 99 Nev, 404, 409 {(J983).

IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECRERD that as set forth hersin, the

13 iy s DENHED g 18

Renewsd Special Motion fo Dismiss purseat to Nevada™s AntiSLAPE law &

relates to the Second Amended Complaint

13 IS FURTHER ORDERED, AINUDGED AND DRURERD that the stay of disceven
i .

previcusly buposed by this Ueart, pursuant to NRS 4166 e K21, remalns in offecs wtl thel

-3

appes) addressing the Speeial Motion to Dismiss s decided,

FUIN 80O ORDERED, c

o

o{ RT ILDGRLS
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Pr e
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An

R

<a 63

13 10 o and condend,

LES LAW OROUP

Christian M. Muorrls, Bsq.
Mevada State Bar Mo, 11218
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that service of the foregoing ORDER DENYING
DEFENDANTS RENEWED SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSLANT TG
NEVADA REVISED STATUTE 41835878 was served thig 20% day of September,

2016 by

{1 BY USRS MAlL: by placing the documen(s) Hsted above n g sealed envelope
with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United Sistes mail at Las Yopas,
Nevada, addressed as set forth below.

{1 BY FAUSIMILE: by tansmitting via facsimile the document{x) listed above to
the fax number(s} set forth below on this date before $:00 p.on pursuant {o
ERDUR Rule 7.26{a). A primed transmission record is attached to the He copry of
this document.

L] BY PERSONAL SERVICE: by causmig pessonal defivery by an emploves of
Resnick & Louts, PO of the document{s} Histed above to the porson{s) at the
address{es) sct forth below.

{x] BY ELECTRONIC SERVICE: by trapsmitiing via the Cowrt’s eloctronie filing
services the document(s) listed above to the Counsel set forth on the serviee list

on this date pursuant to EDUR Ruale 7.26(cK4 ).

-

Ax Enplovee of Resnick & Louis, PO




)

31
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24

NEO

RESNICK & LOUIS, PO
Nevada Bar No, 11617
pronesioriativmeys.com
4440 8. Rainboow Bivd,

Las Vegas, Nevada S911E
Telephone: {72} $97-3R00
Facsimle: (7023 997.3804
Antorneyvs for Plaintiff.

Fon Fink Lee

DISTRIECT

Electronically Filed
09/29/2016 04:54:44 PM

%;.W

CLERK OF THE COURT

COURY

CLARK COUNTY  NEVADS

TON VINH LEE,

Plamntft,
INGRID PATIN, sy tndividuad, and PATIN
EAW GROUP, PLLC, » Nevada Professionad

LLO,

Defendms.

PLESE TAKE NOTICE that the Ovder Denying Defondants” Renewed Special Motion &

Disrrsiss Pursnant to Movada Bevised Statutes 4103570 was catered on Seplember 29, 2016, 4]

copy of the docament is attached,

DATED this 29" day of September, 2016,

CASE NGO ALIST723134-C

DERT: IX

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
DENMYING DEFENDANTE RENEWED
SPECTAL MOTION TO DISMIRS
PURSUANT TO NEVADA REVISED
STATUTES 41.6358.76

RESNICK & LOUIS, P.C.

S Prescon o Jones

PFRESCOTT JONES
Negvada Bar No. 11617
G40 K. Ratnbow Blwd,
Las Vegas, NV RB118
monesairlatorneys.oom

Telephone: (702} 997-38060
Facsumibe: (702 8973800
Attorneys for Plairaiff

Ton

1

Frah fee
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

P HEREBY CERTIFY that service of the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORBER

DENYING DEFENDANTS’ RENEWED SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT
TO NEVADA REVISED STATUTES ¢1.6358-70 was served this 29° day of September, 2016,

by

L

BY U5 MAIL: by placing the docamenifs} listed above 1o 8 sealed envelope with
postage thercon fully prepaid, W the Ustled States mafl at Lay Vepas, Nevada,
addresaed as set forth below.

BY FACUSIMILE: by transnuitting via facsimile the docament(s) listed above to the fax
nimbet(s) sel forth below on this date before 1:00 poa. purswant to EDCR Rude 7.26{a),
A prigted transmission record i attached 1o the file copy of this docamen.

BY PERSONAL SERVICE: by causing personal debivery by an ewplovee of Reantek
& Louts, PO of the docwsneant{s) Usted above to the porsonds) at the address{es) set
forth balow.

BY ELECTRONIC SERVICE: by tansmitting via the Coust's glectronic filing
serviees the document{s} Usted above 1o the Coonsel sot forth on the service st on thiy
date pursuam o BDOR Rule 7 26004

An Emplover of Resnick & Lowsis, PO
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not reference an appeal, nor doos there appear 1o by any compection o the convrmunication amd 18
timing o any purpose other than attorpey advertising. NRS 41.637(4) does net apply beoause i
appears there Is no dirert copnertion to a matter of public interest, and instead it appears 1o be fo
the purpose of attorney advertising.  However, sven i NRE 41637(3) or (4) did apply o
complained-of commmication, this Court canmet find at this uneturs that the Plaiaiif hasn’t pay
forth prima facie evidence demonstrating 3 probability of prevailing on this olaim. This ig
pasticularly true becsuse the truth or falsity of sn allegedly defumatory siatersent is an issue for

the pwy 1o determive. Posadas v, City of Repo, 109 Nev, 448, 453 {1993). Fuorther, booame i

found to be defamstory and the statement s sueh that would tend to injurs the Plaintiff in big
business ar profession, then it will be deemed defamation per se and damsges will be presumed

Nevada Ind, Broadeasting v Allen, 99 Nev, 404, 409 {1983,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED ANIDY DECREED that as set forth herein, the
Rengwed Special Motion o Dismiss pursuant to Nevada's Ant-SLAPP law is DENIED as #
ralates o the Second Amended Complaint.

T IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AN DECREED that the stay of disxcovery
previonsdly imposed by this Court, persuan to NRS 41.860(3)e)2), remains In effoct until the
appeal addressing the Special Moting t Dismiss is decided.

P IS SO ORDERED. .

DATED as 59\53 ________ day of Septernber, 2018,

< l’?«&«;ﬁ»ﬁ?f “@* <2‘r:>{f’xx«ﬁew
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By f “wf{ FE LB T

\ Fredbttt 1. Jobes, Ksq.
£. & Y . -
. Nevada State Bar Mo, 1617
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES October 14, 2015

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

October 14, 2015 9:00 AM Motion to Dismiss
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jones, Prescott T. Attorney
Morris, Christian Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Court made a record of all documents reviewed. Ms. Morris advised an anti-slap law may also be
applicable and noted the bar complaint has been dealt with. Court advised it does not think
professional conduct is relevant and the motion is really a Motion for Summary Judgment. Court
reviewed the statement made and noted the verdict was against a dba, which is not a legal entity.
Court requested information as to who owns the dba corporation. Ms. Morris advised she can get the
information from the Secretary of State, noting that she believes Summerlin Smiles is owned by Ton
V. Lee. Colloquy regarding the owner. Mr. Jones argued there is no verdict against his client as it
was vacated by the Judge, although it is on appeal. Court made a record of Exhibit B and the 12 page
order it has reviewed. Colloquy regarding the documenting statement. Mr. Jones objected to the
statement of facts since they did not have an opportunity to respond. COURT ORDERED, motion
DENIED WITHOUT PREJUDICE, noting any further motions must be re-filed. Further, Court noted
if the Motion is treated as a Motion for Summary Judgment the motion is denied 56F. Mr. Jones to
prepare the order and submit to opposing counsel prior to final submission to the Court.
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES November 18, 2015

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

November 18,2015  9:00 AM All Pending Motions
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jones, Prescott T. Attorney
Morris, Christian Attorney
Patin, Ingrid Defendant
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- DEFENDANTS' SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NEVADA REVISED STATUTE
41.635-70 OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NRS 12(B)(5) ...
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO STRIKE DEFENDANTS' REPLY IN SUPPORT OF SPECIAL MOTION
TO DISMISS; OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO CONTINUE HEARING ON
ORDER SHORTENING TIME

Mr. Jones argued the Plaintiff's Motion is untimely and argued for the reply to be stricken, noting
there are arguments made for the first time in the brief. Ms. Morris argued there are no new facts in
the brief. COURT ORDERED, Plaintitf Motion to Strike Defendant's Reply in Support of Special
Motion to Dismiss DENIED; Motion to Continued GRANTED to allow a sur-reply to be filed.

12/02/15 9:00 AM DEFENDANTS' SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NEVADA

REVISED STATUTE 41.635-70 OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO
NRS 12(B)(5)
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES December 02, 2015

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

December 02, 2015 9:00 AM Motion to Dismiss
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Hotchkin, August B., ESQ Attorney
Jones, Prescott T. Attorney
Morris, Christian Attorney
Patin, Ingrid Defendant
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Also present: Edward Wynder, Esq. on behalf of Defendant.

Ms. Morris argued in support of the motion, noting that the statement is accurate. Further, Ms.
Morris argued that it is free speech and an issue for public concern. Ms. Morris advised the Plaintiff
must prove a false and defamatory statement and they cannot prove damages. With respect to the
Motion to Dismiss, Ms. Morris argued that Ton V. Lee DDS is the owner of Summerlin Smiles and the
statement in the advertisement is factually correct. Mr. Jones argued there is no verdict for the
Plaintiff. Upon Court's inquiry, Mr. Jones advised the Plaintiff filed a counter appeal for fees and
costs only, not for any verdict unless the Nevada Supreme Court reverses the Judge's ruling. Mr.
Jones further argued against the motion noting the statement is defamatory and that the verdict as
vacated. Further argument by counsel. COURT ORDERED, matter UNDER ADVISEMENT and
matter SET for status check, noting a minute order will issue.

12/09/15 (CHAMBERS) STATUS CHECK: DECISION
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES

December 09, 2015

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

December 09, 2015 3:00 AM Status Check

HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM:
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES
- COURT ORDERED, matter CONTINUED.

CONTINUED TO: 1/13/16 (CHAMBERS)
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES January 13, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

January 13, 2016 3:00 AM Status Check

HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM:
COURT CLERK: Phyllis Irby

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- This Court having considered the Defendants Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRS 41.635-
70, or in the Alternative Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRS 12(b)(5), all related pleadings, and oral
arguments of counsel, first FINDS Defendants Motion is timely filed pursuant to NRS 41.660. Next,
this Court FINDS the communication at issue (as detailed by the Plaintiff in his Opposition to this
Motion) under the circumstances of the nature, content, and location of the communication is not a
good faith communication in furtherance of the right to petition or the right to free speech in direct
connection with an issue of public concern. Specifically, NRS 41.637(3) doesn t apply because the
communication does not reference an appeal, nor does there appear to be any connection to the
communication and its timing to any purpose other than attorney advertising. NRS 41.637(4) does
not apply because it appears there is no direct connection to a matter of public interest, and instead
it appears to be for the purpose of attorney advertising.

However, even if NRS 41. 637(3) or (4) did apply to complained of communication, this Court cannot
find at this juncture that the Plaintiff hasn t put forth prima facie evidence demonstrating a
probability of prevailing on this claim. This is particularly true because the truth or falsity of an
allegedly defamatory statement is an issue for the jury to determine. Posadas v. City of Reno, 109
Nev. 448, 453 (1993). Further, because if found to be defamatory and the statement is such that would
tend to injure the Plaintiff in his business or profession, then it will be deemed defamation per se and
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A-15-723134-C

damages will be presumed. Nevada Ind. Broadcasting v. Allen, 99 Nev. 404, 409 (1983). Therefore,
for the reasons stated herein Court ORDERS Special Motion to Dismiss pursuant to Nevada s anti-
SLAPP laws DENIED.

Next, this Court FINDS all of Defendants other arguments are not properly decided in a Motion to
Dismiss and/or are without merit and ORDERS Defendants Alternative 12(b)(5) Motion to Dismiss
DENIED. Further, this Court DENIES Plaintiff s Countermotion for attorney s fees and costs as this
Court does not find the special motion to be frivolous or vexatious. Further, the misstatement of the
evidentiary burden cannot be considered more than a harmless error on the part of counsel
considering the facts here.

Finally, this Court notes that the parties have not in any Motion to Dismiss thus far distinguished
between allegations of conduct of the individual Defendant versus the corporate Defendant, and
therefore, this Court notes that any rulings herein and regarding the previous Motion to Dismiss do
not address that issue. Counsel for the Plaintiff is to prepare the proposed order tracking the
language of this minute order and allow for Defendants counsel s signature as to form and content.

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this Minute Order shall be placed in the Attorney folders for the
following:
Prescott T. Jones, Esq., August B. Hotchkin, Esq., and Bremer Whyte Brown & O'Meara LLP./pi
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES February 10, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

February 10, 2016 9:30 AM Motion to Strike
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jones, Prescott T. Attorney
Morris, Christian Attorney
Patin, Ingrid Defendant
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Court made a record of all documents reviewed. Mr. Jones argued in support of the motion, noting
a subsequent 12(b) motion cannot be filed after the first 12(b) motion was filed. Further, Mr. Jones
moved to strike the Motion to Dismiss and requested the answer be filed. Ms. Morris argued the
motion was filed for a failure to state a claim against the Defendant individually and there is not a
claim against the LLC. Upon Court's inquiry, Ms. Morris advised the LLC has not answered yet as
time has not run out yet. Further argument by counsel. COURT ORDERED, matter CONTINUED
for decision, noting a minute order will issue.

CONTINUED TO: 2/17/16 (CHAMBERS)
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES February 16, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

February 16, 2016 3:00 AM Motion to Strike

HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM:
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- This Court, having considered the motion to Strike Defendants Third-Filed Motion to Dismiss
Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5), the Opposition to the Motion, Reply in Support of Motion, and oral
arguments of counsel ORDERS the Motion to Strike DENIED. Further, this Court ORDERS the
Defendants Countermotion for Attorney s Fees and Costs DENIED, as the Court does not find that
the Motion was filed for the purposes of harassment. Counsel for Defendants is directed to prepare
the proposed order for the Court s signature.

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this minute order has been e-mailed to Prescott Jones, Esq. and Christian
Morris, Esq.
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES March 09, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

March 09, 2016 9:00 AM Motion to Dismiss
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jones, Prescott T. Attorney
Morris, Christian Attorney
Patin, Ingrid Defendant
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Argument by Ms. Morris, noting the First Amended Complaint is a rogue document and cannot be
addressed. Mr. Jones argued they are allowed to amend the complaint. Further arguments by
counsel in support of their respective positions. Court noted Mr. Jones has advised he will only focus
on the alleged tortuous acts. COURT Sua Sponte ORDERED MTr. Jones to file a Second Amended
Complaint to remove the allegations of alter ego and noted that no discovery into the corporate
assets, bank accounts, or anything solely related to alter ego will be allowed. Further, Court noted
any language as to personal gain is to be STRICKEN. COURT ORDERED, Motion CONTINUED to
the Court's Chamber Calendar for decision.

CONTINUED TO: 3/16/16 (CHAMBERS)
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES March 16, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

March 16, 2016 3:00 AM Motion to Dismiss
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM:
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- This Court having considered the Defendant s Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5), and
the arguments of counsel FINDS that because Defendants have not yet answered there is a properly
filed Amended Complaint on file without leave of the Court which alleges that the individual
Defendant Patin directed the alleged statement be published on the firm website. In light of the
allegations in the Amended Complaint which this Court must accept as true, the Court ORDERS the
Motion to Dismiss DENIED. This Court GRANTS the Motion to Dismiss as to the alter ego claim as
Plaintiff s allegations on information and belief amount to a fishing expedition and potentially could
result in abusive and harassing litigation tactics. Counsel for the Plaintiff is to prepare an order
consistent with these minutes and the minutes for the hearing date on March 9, 2016.

CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order has been e-mailed to Prescott Jones, Esq. and Christian
Morris, Esq. -amt 3/21/16
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES March 30, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

March 30, 2016 3:00 AM Motion For
Reconsideration
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM:

COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo
RECORDER:
REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- This Court, having considered the Defendants Motion for Reconsideration, all related pleadings
and the record first FINDS that this matter is properly heard on the Court s chamber calendar
without oral argument pursuant to EDCR 2.23. This Court previously found that the matter was not
ripe for 12(b)(5) dismissal. Defendant s Motion for Reconsideration arguing that this Court s decision
is erroneous does not persuade this Court the previous Motion should have been granted. The
allegations in the First Amended Complaint filed 2/23/16, or the previously filed Complaint, if taken
as true as this Court must do pursuant to the case law on Motions to Dismiss, could state a claim for
which relief may be granted. All facts cited by Defendant, whether supported by affidavit, deposition
or judicial notice of facts found in another case, require this Court to look outside of the Plaintiff s
Complaint. Defendant refers to Exhibits including Exhibits A,B,C, D, H, I, ], K, L, M in support of
reconsideration to address facts outside of the Plaintiff s Complaint, which is why this Court ruled
that the issues raised by Defendant are not proper for a Motion to Dismiss or not properly considered
in a Motion to Dismiss because the Defendants wish this Court to look outside of Plaintiff s
Complaint and dismiss the case based upon facts presented or argued in the Motion to Dismiss. This
Court again disagrees with the Defendants position that the Court should review or consider
evidence outside, or contradicting, the Complaint and dismiss. Court ORDERS Motion for
Reconsideration of Court s Denial of Defendant s Alternative 12(b)(5) Motion to Dismiss DENIED.
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A-15-723134-C

CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order has been e-mailed to Prescott Jones, Esq. and Christian
Morris, Esq. -amt4/6/16
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES May 04, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

May 04, 2016 3:00 AM Motion For Stay

HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM:
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- This Court, having considered the Defendant's Motion for Stay and Plaintiff's Opposition GRANTS
IN PART and DENIES IN PART Defendant's Motion. NRS 41.660 provides for the mandatory stay of
discovery pending disposition of the appeal and therefore the Defendant's Motion to Stay is
GRANTED as to discovery. When considering the factors for a stay of the entire litigation, in this
Court's view none favor Defendants. First, the object of the appeal will no be defeated. Next, there is
no irreparable injury because litigation expenses do not constitute irreparable harm. Here, if the
Supreme Court agrees with Defendant's they would recover reasonable costs and attorney's fees from
Plaintiff based upon NRS 41.670. Additionally, Plaintiff would face the possibility of up to $10,000.00
in sanctions against Plaintiff, therefore, any financial impact on Defendant's would be rectified if
Defendants are successful on appeal. Therefore, the Motion to Stay the Litigation in it's entirety is
DENIED IN PART and only discovery is stayed.

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this minute order has been e-mailed to Prescott Jones, Esq. and Christian
Morris, Esq. -amt5/4/16
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES May 11, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

May 11, 2016 3:00 AM Motion

HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM:
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES
- This Court, having reviewed the pleadings, notes, the partial stay, and not withstanding Plaintiff's
Opposition, there is nominal prejudice to the Plaintiff when considering the statutorily mandated

stay of discovery. COURT ORDERS, Motion for Enlargement of Time GRANTED.

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this minute order has been e-mailed to Prescott Jones, Esq. and Christian
Morris, Esq. -amt 5/11/16
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES June 29, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

June 29, 2016 9:00 AM Motion to Dismiss
HEARD BY: Bixler, James COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Carlston, Jon J Attorney
Patin, Ingrid Defendant
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Court advised it was notified that Defense counsel would be requesting a continuance. Colloquy
regarding continuance date. COURT ORDERED, matter CONTINUED.

CONTINUED TO: 7/20/16 9:00 AM

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this minute order has been e-mailed to Christian Morris, Esq. and Prescott
Jones, Esq. -amt 6/29/16
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES July 20, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

July 20, 2016 9:00 AM Motion to Dismiss
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK: Phyllis Irby

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jones, Prescott T. Attorney
Morris, Christian Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Mr. Morris informed the Court they now have a new Complaint. COURT ORDERED, it will issue a
minute order next week on the Chambers calendar.

7-27-16 CHAMBERS CALENDAR (DEPT. IX)
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES July 27, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

July 27, 2016 3:00 AM Motion to Dismiss
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM:
COURT CLERK: Athena Trujillo

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES
- Court ORDERS counsel to appear August 10, 2016 at the 9:00 a.m. hearing calendar to further
address the Court regarding Defendant s Renewed Special Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Nevada
Revised Statutes 41.635-70 and therefore ORDERS the Defendant s Motion continued to be heard on
that date.
CONTINUED TO: 8/10/16 9:00 AM

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this Minute Order was placed in the attorney folder of:
Prescott James, Esq. & Christian Morris, Esq. -se8/4/16
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A-15-723134-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES August 10, 2016

A-15-723134-C Ton Lee, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Ingrid Patin, Defendant(s)

August 10, 2016 9:00 AM Motion to Dismiss
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK: Phyllis Irby

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jones, Prescott T. Attorney
Wynder, Edward J. Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- The Court noted it is aware of a case that counsel needs to do research on Jacobs vs. Sands A627691.
There are Orders in that case that was filed on 11/16/15 with a footnote by Judge Gonzalez where
she references decisions being applicable to a subsequent Amended Complaint. The Court believes it
was done in this case because the Supreme Court and this very issue that Pltf's counsel would
suggest is an abusive litigation is exactly what happened in the Jacob vs. Sands case that Judge
Gonzales makes reference to in her footnote.

COURT ORDERED, MOTION DENIED as it relates to the Amended Complaint. The previous STAY
of the Discovery in the case is in force and effect as it relates to the Amended Complaint. Mr. Jones to
prepare an Order consistent with the previous Order.
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Certification of Copy

State of Nevada ss
County of Clark } .

I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Court of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of
Nevada, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full and correct copy of the hereinafter stated
original document(s):

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL; AMENDED CASE APPEAL
STATEMENT; DISTRICT COURT DOCKET ENTRIES; CIVIL COVER SHEET; ORDER DENYING
DEFENDANTS’ SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NRS 41.635-70, OR IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NRCP 12(B)(5); NOTICE OF ENTRY OF
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS’ SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NRS 41.635-
70, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NRCP 12(B)(5); ORDER
DENYING DEFENDANTS® RENEWED SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO
NEVADA REVISED STATUTES 41.635-70; NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING
DEFENDANTS’ RENEWED SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NEVADA REVISED
STATUTES 41.635-70; DISTRICT COURT MINUTES

TON VINH LEE,
Case No: A-15-723134-C

Plaintiff(s), Dent No: IX
¢pt No:

VS.

INGRID PATIN; PATIN LAW GROUP, PLLC,

Defendant(s),

now on file and of record in this office.

IN WITNESS - THEREQF; I have hereunto
Set my hand and-Affixedthe seal ofithe
Couit at-my-office,-Las.Vegas; Nevada

This. 9-day -of January 2017

Steven'D. Grierson: Clerk of the.Court

M Vg

Heather Ungermann;-DeputyClerk




