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ORDR
1

2

3
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA4

5 JAMES WOLFRAM AND WALTER D. WILKES

and ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-WILKES

LIVING TRUST, ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-

WILKES, TRUSTEE,

CASE NO.: A-10-632338

DEPT. NO.: IV
0-

Electronically Filed

6 4/26/2016 10:42:33 AM

7

B
Plaintiffs,

CLERK OF THE COURT

9

vs.

10

PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA,11

12 Defendant.

13
ORDERS FROM JANUARY 15. 2016 HEARINGS

14

These matters came before the court for oral argument on January 15, 2016 for the following
15

motions: Plaintiffs' Motion to Strike "Judgment" entered June 15, 2015 Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and
16

NRCP 59 et al.; Plaintiffs Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend the Court's17

18 Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015 et ah; Plaintiffs Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs;

19
Plaintiffs Motion for Order Requiring Defendant, When Serving By Electronic Means, to Serve

20
Three Specific Persons; Defendant's Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs; Defendant's Motion to

21

Retax; Defendant's Motion to Amend Judgment; and Plaintiffs Countermotion for Attorney's Fees
22

and Costs.23

24 James J. Jimmerson, Esq. and Michael C. Flaxman, Esq. appeared on behalf of Plaintiffs

25 James Wolfram and Angela L. Limbocker-Wilkes as trustee of the Walter D. Wilkes and Angela L.

26
Limbocker-Wilkes Living Trust and Plaintiff James Wolfram being present, and Pat Lundvall, Esq.

>
PJ P4 —

H O

" P is

S H <
pj £2 pj
U Q Q

27
and Rory T. Kay, Esq. appearing on behalf of Defendant, Pardee Homes of Nevada.

28-J

The Court, having reviewed the papers and pleadings on file herein, and heard the arguments
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of counsel, and for good cause appearing, hereby issues the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions
1

2 of Law, and Order.

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that it did not consider its prior Orders from June 25, 2014

^ and May 13, 2015 as final judgments pursuant to NRCP 58(a) and had contemplated that it would

5
enter a final judgment after the parties had fully briefed the supplemental issue of future accounting.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Judgment entered on June 15, 2015 was erroneous,

3

6

7

did not comport with the Court's prior findings and Orders, and did not encompass what was
8

9 presented at Trial in this matter.

10 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Plaintiffs Motion to

11 Strike "Judgment" Entered June 15, 2015 Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59, as Unnecessary

12
and Duplicative Orders of Final Orders Entered on June 25, 2014 And May 13, 2015, And As Such,

13

Is A Fugitive Document, is DENIED.
14

IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Plaintiffs Motion Pursuant
15

to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend the Court's Judgment Entered On June 15, 2015 et al., is16

17 GRANTED. Further, the June 15, 2015 Judgment is hereby STRICKEN.

18
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the Court expects to enter

19
a final judgment pursuant to NRCP 58(a) once the parties have submitted a proposed judgment or

20

competing proposed judgment for the Court's review. Should the parties decide it necessary to
21

submit competing proposed judgments for the Court's review, each party shall explicitly enumerate
22

in a cover letter to the Court both the efforts made by the parties in attempting to reach an agreement

on the proposed judgment and the issues that precluded the parties from reaching an agreement on

the language to be contained in the proposed judgment.

23

24

25

26
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Court's Order
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27

entered July 10, 2015 shall remain in full force and effect. That Order stays any execution upon a

final judgment until ten (10) days after written notice of entry of orders resolving all parties post-

28
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judgment motion, including any motions to amend or alter the final judgment and motions resolving

the parties' competing claims for attorney's fees and recoverable costs, or until further order of the

1

2

3 Court.

4 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Plaintiffs Motion for

5
Order Requiring Defendant, When Serving by Electronic Means, to Serve Three Specific Persons is

6
DENIED in consideration of Defendant's counsel's concession that any and all Orders, Judgments,

7

and/or electronic communications submitted by Defendant's counsel prospectively be served upon
8

Plaintiffs counsel and staff via Wiznet.9

10 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Plaintiffs Motion for

11 Attorney's Fees and Costs is DENIED as moot in consideration that the Court has stricken the June

12
15, 2015 Judgment.

13
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Defendant's Motion to

14

Amend Judgment is DENIED as moot in consideration that the Court has stricken the June 15, 2015

Judgment. Plaintiffs Countermotion for Attorney's Fees is also DENIED as moot.

15

16

17 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Defendant's Motion to

18
Amend Judgment is DENIED as moot in consideration that the Court has stricken the June 15, 2015

19
Judgment.

20

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Defendant's Motion to
21

Retax is DENIED as moot in consideration that the Court has stricken the June 15, 2015 Judgment.
22

23
2016.DATED:

24

25

26
>
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27

KERRY L/EARLEY, DISTRICT COURT J
28
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1

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE2

3 I hereby certify that on or about the date filed, I electronically served, sent by facsimile, emailed, or

placed a copy of this order in the attorney's folder on the first floor of the Regional Justice Center as

follows:4

5
James J. Jimmerson, Esq. - The Jimmerson Law Firm

Michael C. Flaxman, Esq. The Jimmerson Law Firm

Pat Lundvall, Esq. - McDonald Carano Wilson

Rory T. Kay, Esq. - McDonald Carano Wilson

6

7

8

9

10 Keldy Tibbs
Judicial Executive Assistant

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26
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ORDR 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES WOLFRAM AND WALTER D. WILKES 
and ANGELA L. LIMB OCKER-WILKES 
LIVING TRUST, ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER­
WILKES, TRUSTEE, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA, 

Defendant. 

JUDGMENT 

CASE NO.: A-I0-632338-C 
DEPT. NO.: IV Electronically Filed 

05/16/2016 02:03:58 PM 

.. 
~~'~~1 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

On October 23, 2013, the above-referenced matter came on for bench trial before the 

Honorable Judge Kerry Earley. The Court, having reviewed the record, testimony of witnesses, the 

documentary evidence, stipulations of counsel, the papers submitted by the respective parties, and 

considered the arguments of counsel at trial in this matter, entered Findings of Fact and Conclusions 

of Law on June 25, 2014. 

In the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Court ordered the parties to provide 

supplemental briefing within 60 days detailing what information Defendant Pardee homes of Nevada 

("Pardee") and its successors andlor assigns should provide Plaintiffs James Wolfram and Walt 

Wilkes ("Plaintiffs") and their successors andlor assigns consistent with the Court's decision on the 

accounting cause of action. 

After reviewing the parties' supplemental briefing, the Court then entered an order on May 

13,2015 reflecting its decision on the supplemental briefing (the "Accounting Order"). Having 
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1 
considered the entire record presented at trial, including testimony of witnesses, the documentary 

2 evidence, stipulations of counsel, the papers submitted by the respective parties, and the arguments 

3 of counsel at trial in this matter, and in accordance with the findings of fact and conclusions of law 

4 incorporated by reference in the May 13,2015 Order and June 25, 2014 Order, this Court enters 

5 
judgment as follows: 

6 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS 

7 

8 
ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Plaintiffs' causes of action for breach of 

9 contract and breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. Plaintiffs are entitled to 

10 damages from Pardee in an amount totaling $141,500.00, of which $6000.00 are consequential 

11 damages from Pardee's breach of the Commission Agreement and the remaining $135,500.00 are 

12 
special damages in the form of attorney's fees and costs. 

13 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS 

14 

15 
ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Plaintiffs' cause of action for accounting. 

16 Pardee shall provide Plaintiffs with future accountings related to the Commission Agreement 

17 consistent with the Accounting Order entered by the Court on May 13, 2015. 

18 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS 

19 
ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Pardee's cause of action for the breach of 

20 

21 
implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. 

22 
The Court reserves jurisdiction over this Judgment regarding the issues of attorney's fees, 

23 costs, and legal interest, therefore, this Judgment may be amended upon entry of any further awards 

24 of interest, costs, and/or attorney's fees. 

25 

26 
DATED: ~aNJ 11, 2016. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on or about the date filed, I electronically served, sent by facsimile, emailed, or 
placed a copy of this order in the attorney's folder on the first floor of the Regional Justice Center as 
follows: 

James J. Jimmerson, Esq. - The Jimmerson Law Firm 
Michael C. Flaxman, Esq. - The Jimmerson Law Firm 
Pat Lundvall, Esq. - McDonald Carano Wilson 
Rory T. Kay, Esq. - McDonald Carano Wilson 

K Y Tibbs 
Judicial Executive Assistant 
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18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

NOEJ 
JAMES J. JIMMERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 264 
MICHAEL C. FLAXMAN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 012963 

Electronically Filed 
05/17/201609:57:23 AM 

, 
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C. 
415 South Sixth Street, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

~j'~A4F 
Tel No.: (702) 388-7171 
Fax No.: (702) 380-6406 
iii@iimmersonlawfirm.com 
mcf@iimmersonlawfirm.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES WOLFRAM and ANGELA L. 
L1MBOCKER-WILKES as trustee of the 
WALTER D. WILKES AND ANGELA L. 
L1MBOCKER-WILKES LIVING TRUST, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO. A-10-632338-C 
DEPT. NO. IV 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Judgment was entered in the above-captioned matter 

on May 16, 2016. A true and correct file-stamped copy of said Judgment is attached hereto. 

DATED this 17th day of May, 2016. 

THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C. 

-:#f1b 
f! 

JAM SON, Q. , 

Nevada Bar No.: 000264 
MICHAEL C. FLAXMAN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 012963 
415 South Sixth Street, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

1 
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18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of THE JIMMERSON LAW 

FIRM, P.C., and that on this 17th day of May, 2016, I caused a document entitled Notice 

of Entry of Judgment to be served as follows: 

[x] pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), EDCR 8.05(f), NRCP 5(b)(2)(D) and 
Administrative Order 14-2 captioned "In the Administrative Matter of 
Mandatory Electronic Service in the Eighth Judicial District Court," by 
mandatory electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District Court's 
electronic filing system upon each party in this case who is registered as an 
electronic case filing user with the Clerk; 

[] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in a 
sealed envelope upon which first class postage was prepaid in Las Vegas, 
Nevada; 

[ ] pursuant to EDCR 7.26, to be sent via facsimile, by duly executed consent 
for service by electronic means; 

[X] by hand-delivery with signed Receipt of Copy. 

To the parties listed below at the address, email address, and/or facsimile number 
indicated below: 

Pat Lundvall, Esq. 
Rory T. Kay, Esq. 
MCDONALD CARANO WILSON, LLP 
2300 W. Sahara Ave., Suite 1000 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
Attorneys for Defendant 

An Em"j5toyee of The Jimmerson Law Firm, P.C. 
U 

2 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JAMES WOLFRAM AND WALTER D. WILKES 
and ANGELA L. LIMB OCKER-WILKES 
LIVING TRUST, ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER­
WILKES, TRUSTEE, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA, 

Defendant. 

JUDGMENT 

CASE NO.: A-I0-632338-C 
DEPT. NO.: IV Electronically Filed 

05/16/2016 02:03:58 PM 

.. 
~~'~~1 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

On October 23, 2013, the above-referenced matter came on for bench trial before the 

Honorable Judge Kerry Earley. The Court, having reviewed the record, testimony of witnesses, the 

documentary evidence, stipulations of counsel, the papers submitted by the respective parties, and 

considered the arguments of counsel at trial in this matter, entered Findings of Fact and Conclusions 

of Law on June 25, 2014. 

In the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Court ordered the parties to provide 

supplemental briefing within 60 days detailing what information Defendant Pardee homes of Nevada 

("Pardee") and its successors andlor assigns should provide Plaintiffs James Wolfram and Walt 

Wilkes ("Plaintiffs") and their successors andlor assigns consistent with the Court's decision on the 

accounting cause of action. 

After reviewing the parties' supplemental briefing, the Court then entered an order on May 

13,2015 reflecting its decision on the supplemental briefing (the "Accounting Order"). Having 
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1 
considered the entire record presented at trial, including testimony of witnesses, the documentary 

2 evidence, stipulations of counsel, the papers submitted by the respective parties, and the arguments 

3 of counsel at trial in this matter, and in accordance with the findings of fact and conclusions of law 

4 incorporated by reference in the May 13,2015 Order and June 25, 2014 Order, this Court enters 

5 
judgment as follows: 

6 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS 

7 

8 
ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Plaintiffs' causes of action for breach of 

9 contract and breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. Plaintiffs are entitled to 

10 damages from Pardee in an amount totaling $141,500.00, of which $6000.00 are consequential 

11 damages from Pardee's breach of the Commission Agreement and the remaining $135,500.00 are 

12 
special damages in the form of attorney's fees and costs. 

13 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS 

14 

15 
ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Plaintiffs' cause of action for accounting. 

16 Pardee shall provide Plaintiffs with future accountings related to the Commission Agreement 

17 consistent with the Accounting Order entered by the Court on May 13, 2015. 

18 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS 

19 
ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Pardee's cause of action for the breach of 

20 

21 
implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. 

22 
The Court reserves jurisdiction over this Judgment regarding the issues of attorney's fees, 

23 costs, and legal interest, therefore, this Judgment may be amended upon entry of any further awards 

24 of interest, costs, and/or attorney's fees. 

25 

26 
DATED: ~aNJ 11, 2016. 

1;:;U-li:: 
27 ~g~ =:U-l 

. f- :::E 28 .....lUf-
>-ii2~ 
~f-<t: 
U-lgJ~ 
~QQ 

J.'\JlJuY, DISTRICT COU 

JA011395



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
~U.l~ 

27 ~8r-
U.l~~ 'r- 28 ....lur-
:>--0:: 
0::0::-< 
o::r-~ 
U.l~U.l 
::.Goo 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on or about the date filed, I electronically served, sent by facsimile, emailed, or 
placed a copy of this order in the attorney's folder on the first floor of the Regional Justice Center as 
follows: 

James J. Jimmerson, Esq. - The Jimmerson Law Firm 
Michael C. Flaxman, Esq. - The Jimmerson Law Firm 
Pat Lundvall, Esq. - McDonald Carano Wilson 
Rory T. Kay, Esq. - McDonald Carano Wilson 

K Y Tibbs 
Judicial Executive Assistant 
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Electronically Filed

05/23/2016 05:44:53 PM

MEMO

JAMES J. JIMMERSON, ESQ.

Nevada State Bar No. 000264

iii@iimmersonlawfirm.com

MICHAEL C. FLAXMAN, ESQ.
Nevada State Bar No. 1 2963
mcf@iimmersonlawfirm.com

THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

41 5 South Sixth Street, Suite 1 00

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone: (702) 388-7171

Facsimile: (702) 380-6406

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

1
CLERK OF THE COURT

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

DISTRICT COURT9

10 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

11
JAMES WOLFRAM; and ANGELA L.

LIMBOCKER-WILKES as trustee of the
WALTER D. WILKES AND ANGELA L.

LIMBOCKER-WILKES LIVING TRUST,

o=
Q— T-

- 03 F-

CASE NO.: A-1 0-632338

DEPT. NO.: IV
12
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14
Plaintiffs
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16

PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA,
IMS 17

sc o

Defendant.18
-3% 2
LUW1

PLAINTIFFS' MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND DISBURSEMENTS19
-J— ^

20 COMES NOW, Plaintiffs, JAMES WOLFRAM and ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-

21
WILKES as trustee of the WALTER D. WILKES AND ANGELA L. LIMBOKER-WILKES

22

LIVING TRUST (hereinafter collectively "Plaintiffs"), by and through their counsel of
23

record, James J. Jimmerson, Esq. and Michael C. Flaxman, Esq. of THE JIMMERSON
24

AW FIRM, P.C., and hereby submits this Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements25

26 pursuant to NRS 18.1 10.

27
///

28

1

JA011397



This Memorandum seeks an award of costs reasonably and necessarily incurred

2 in pursuant of that certain Judgment entered on May 1 6, 201 6 for claims in which

3 Plaintiffs were the prevailing party. As outlined in the Verification and Declaration of

4 James J. Jimmerson, Esq., attached hereto, Plaintiffs reasonably and necessarily

1

5
incurred the following costs in this action to date:

6

7 $20,288.10Transcripts

$19,950.24Photocopies and Printing8

$7,934.83Legal Research
9

UPS $140.41

10 $618.53Filing Fees

$916.13Travel and Meals11
Oro t--

$1,765.35Certified Copiesfi a r-
33 T 12

—J11 03
TD

rr <u cm
LL- -2L o

$153.00Recording Fees

13 $4.50Fax Transaction Charges
N cd "7
U— oj CD
w Q) =

3^
$55.00Hand Delivery14

$434.00Witness Fees
15

2 ° $613.90Expert Fees
n s
w 5 h-

16CO $12,651.81Professional Services
c
HI 17 $107.33Documents Requested (Clark

County Recorder)	

Service of Process

.c o

18
$4,817.14

— sz c.

LU^f
19 $520.00Subpoena Costs

f="
$70,970.27TOTAL:20

$-1,575.00Courtesy Discount on Costs
21

$69,395.27
22

23
III

24

III
25

III
26

///27

28 III

2
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CONCLUSION
1

Based on the foregoing, Plaintiffs respectfully request this Court to enter the2

3 following Orders:

4 1 . Awarding Plaintiff reasonable and necessary costs in the amount of

5
$69,395.27, pursuant to NRS 18.110 and NRS 18.020(3);

2. For such other further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

DATED this 23 day of May, 2016.

6

7

8

Respectfully submitted by:9

THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.10

11
Q = By:o r~-

* CD
n pi

12 -JAMES/J. JIMMERSON, ESQ.

"Nevada State Bar No. 000264
MICHAEL C. FLAXMAN, ESQ.

Nevada State Bar No. 1 2963

415 South Sixth Street, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF NEVADA )2
) ss:

3 COUNTY OF CLARK )

4
JAMES J, JiMMERSGN, ESQ., being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

5
That he is the counsel for the Plaintiffs in the above- entitled action; that he has

6

7

contents thereof; that the same are true of his own knowledge, that be believes those

charges to be true and correct, and to be reasonably and necessarily incurred in this

action or proceeding.

8

9

10

11
jf-

U™ % (O
« «

argg 13

.-4
.A U. JIMMERSQN, ESQ.12

dsfr

;> Ti .*y

this->Tvyr:f.day of May, 201©^"5
885 u.

\o
•py o ! / .

ois
co®^ 18

NOTARY PUBLICrr •& %
rt» <50

17

§ s §
=5f!
LU 8
=r $. °
I« >-

Shears A. Hi18

1ifis . Cifss-k County:.
NwfWMM

cmmrnm

19
H

S

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

4
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DECLARATION OF JAMES J. JIMMERSON. ESQ. IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS'

MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND DISBURSEMENTS
1

2
STATE OF NEVADA )

) ss:3

COUNTY OF CLARK )
4

James J. Jimmerson, Esq., under penalty of perjury, does hereby declare:
5

1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada and a6

Shareholder of the Jimmerson Law Firm, P.C., counsel for Plaintiffs, JAMES

8
WOLFRAM and WALTER D. WILKES and ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-WILKES LIVING

9
TRUST, ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-WILKES, TRUSTEE in the above entitled matter. I

10

have personal knowledge of all matters contained herein, and am competent to testify
11

0 =O t--
7- <D

thereto, expect for those matter stated on information and belief, and to those matters,12
" co r--

— — > -

13 I believe them to be true. I make this Declaration in support of Plaintiffs' MemorandumPT QJ CM
LL z O

- 1:
LL 3

SI
5>l
O" <0 o

14 of Costs and Disbursements.
5^^

15
2? 2. As is evident in this Court's Final Judgment, entered on May 16, 2016, the

Plaintiffs were found to have not breached any of their contractual duties and the

Defendant was found to have breached the contract and breached the implied

covenant of good faith and fair dealing, entitling Plaintiffs to an accounting.

3. In consideration that Plaintiffs succeeded on all three (3) claims for relief brought

forth in the Complaint, Amended Complaint, and Second Amended Complaint, it is not

possible to deem Pardee as the prevailing party in this dispute, under the facts and law

of the case as I understand them. Despite Pardee's attempt to rewrite the record and

contend in its erroneous "Judgment" of June 15, 2015 that Pardee had succeeded in

defending a phantom "claim" of $1.8 million in damages supposedly (but never actually)

made by Plaintiffs, the Court has time and time again sided with the Plaintiffs and made

it clear to Pardee that the Plaintiffs are indeed the prevailing party in this action, much

Qic 16CO"?:

QCfSUj£ m
LJJ " Sj

JZ O

17

a> 18— .c c

ULIM ®
in

IE 5:1- 19
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to the chagrin of Pardee. No amount of posturing or gamesmanship by Pardee can
1

alter this conclusion.2

3 The costs incurred by Plaintiffs include those for transcripts (deposition and4.

4
hearing), photocopies and printing, legal research, UPS, filing fees, travel and meals

5
certified copies recording fees, fax transaction charges, hand delivery, witness fees

6

recorded documents, service of process and subpoena costs. These costs were both
7

reasonable and necessary to prosecute this action. Each cost was actually incurred
8

and has been paid by Plaintiffs. None of these costs are "estimations."9

10 5. The transcripts cost includes depositions and hearing transcripts. Based upon

11
the multiple hearings and Orders made by this Court, due to Defendants' efforts to

n o> i_
LJ- CO V 12
	 CG Is-

T? CO
^ A CO

nr o> cm
U- z o

avoid their obligations under the Commission Agreement, and to prepare for Trial,
13

"-Si Plaintiffs had to obtain copies of hearing transcripts from March 2013 through Trial.
14

Plaintiffs had to not only pay for the transcripts themselves, but the costs of having a15

nJ-
court reporter to transcribe the proceedings. Those transcripts and documentation of16

- £8LU j= 17
rulings, which were used and weaved into argument at Trial and in briefings, helped^ « SJ

«>
_. £ t

„

18— JZ C

J © 8
a>

Plaintiffs to prevail in their three (3) claims for relief against Defendants. Additionally,

19

the taking of depositions, such as those of Jon Lash, Harvey Whittemore, Jamesl-
20

Wolfram and Walter Wilkes, were central and necessary to this case.
21

Photocopies and printing included copies of oversized plans, responses to6.22

23 Defendant's discovery requests, title documentation, multiple rounds of disclosures

24
required by NRCP 16.1, binders of pleadings for hearings, multiple sets of exhibit

25
binders and copies of exhibits for Trial, maps, deposition notices and potential exhibits,

26

option agreements, amendments and other contracts, exhibits to pleadings, orders,
27

transcripts, subpoenas, and related documents. There were tens of thousands of28

6
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pages of documents not just to copy, but to print and review. The outsource printing
1

services of Quivx needed to be retained just to download and photocopy these2

3 documents and oversized maps, in an attempt to obtain information that Pardee was

4
obligated, but refused to provide. Instead Plaintiffs had to subpoena the Custodian of

5
Records of Coyote Springs, Chicago Title and Stewart Title, among others, and obtain

6

certified copies of maps from the Clark County Recorder's office.
7

Legal Research was necessary due to the complexity of many of the issues7.
8

raised in pre-trial pleadings and motions and at Trial. Plaintiffs cannot elaborate further9

10 on these costs without disclosing attorney-client privileged and/or work product

11
information.

CL a 12
CO

* as <n Upon information and belief, UPS fees were incurred to deliver documents to8.
rr S in
LI— ~z_ o 13

_N.

LL m Plaintiffs as is my required obligation under NRCP 1.4(a)(3). Travel and meals weres>i
14

^ tn O-< £0 U
<T eg,<o

-J LL

expended for travel to Los Angeles to meet with the client for Trial preparation, for15
"7 o

Ol^

rr
-- £3

16 parking costs for multiple Trial dates, and for travel to Reno for Harvey Whittemore's

HI* 17 deposition. The service of process fees, both for service of subpoenas and for service2^°

o 18— jz c

-31° of the Complaint, Amended Complaint, Seconded Amended Complaint and the like

19
5 l_

were certainly necessary to move this case forward, and a rush locate and serviceh-
20

upon Klif Andrews, Chelsea Peltier, Jerry Stater, Kenneth Hanifin and James Rizzi
21

were necessary to secure Trial testimony in December, 2013.22

23 Filing fees, fax transaction charges, hand delivery, witness fees and subpoena9.

24
costs were all reasonable and necessary litigation costs which are permitted under

25
statute, and none of these charges are unreasonable or excessive. Likewise, recording

26

fees, certified copies, and documents obtained from the Clark County Recorder were,
27

unfortunately, necessary due to the lack of information provided by Defendant.28

7
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10. As outlined in the papers and pleadings on file with this Court, Plaintiffs brought
1

three (3) claims before this Court—breach of contract, breach of fiduciary duty, and a2

3 request for an accounting. Plaintiffs prevailed on all three (3) claims. The central issue

4
in the case was Defendant's failure to keep the Plaintiffs reasonably informed, including

5
with regard to where they had built, what purchases of property they had made from

6

Coyote Springs, where it was located, and whether or not it constituted purchased
7

property or Option Property. Plaintiffs filed no Complaint, no pleadings, and made no
8

argument at Trial that they were "entitled" to $1 .8 Million in commissions. Thus all of9

10 the costs incurred related specifically to one of the three (3) claims on which Plaintiffs

11
prevailed and were, thus, reasonable and necessary.O

CL gj 12
" nj N-

-o 00
ca co

gg!§ 13
LL. cO <L>

5H 14
5^

1 1 . Plaintiffs' costs were reasonably and necessarily incurred to demonstrate its valid

claims of breach of contract, breach of fiduciary duty and need for an accounting, on

which they prevailed. Without the depositions taken, the massive documentation15
Z °

OIk
C0«f:

*11
16 printed, reviewed, duplicated and disclosed, the research conducted, the testimony

LU B, 17
obtained, the travel associated with taking depositions, and the modest charges for

2 55 0 18— JZ c

LJJ »8
» CD

hand delivery, filing fees and the like, this action could not have proceeded to its

19

Moreover, as an additional show of good faith, Plaintiffsl- successful conclusion.
20

counsel even wrote off $1 ,575.00 in costs, which were not charged to Defendants.
21

1 2. Given the lack of information provided by Defendants, the length of the litigation22

23 the challenges presented by Defendants, and the length of Trial, Plaintiffs submit that

24
the above costs were reasonable and necessary in order to prosecute its case, to

25
address Defendant's frivolous defenses, and to make an accurate record before this

26

Court. This Court's May 16, 2016 Final Judgment confirms Plaintiffs' contentions that
27

28

8
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Plaintiffs are the prevailing parly in the above-entitled action and, as such, costs of
1

O

3

4
TRUE AND CORRECT,

5
£

IMMERSON, ESQ.8 fjr\

7

day of May, 2016thisoT; >
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10
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1
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

2
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of THE JIMMERSON

3 LAW FIRM, P.C., and that on this day of May, 2016, I caused a document entitled
PLAINTIFFS' MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND DISBURSEMENTS to be served as

4

5

follows:
6

pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), EDCR 8.05(f), NRCP 5(b)(2)(D) and
Administrative Order 14-2 captioned "In the Administrative Matter of
Mandatory Electronic Service in the Eighth Judicial District Court," by
mandatory electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District Court's
electronic filing system upon each party in this case who is registered as an
electronic case filing user with the Clerk;

[x]
7

8

9

10

by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in a
sealed envelope upon which first class postage was prepaid in Las Vegas,
Nevada;

pursuant to EDCR 7.26, to be sent via facsimile, by duly executed consent
for service by electronic means;

by hand-delivery with signed Receipt of Copy.

To the parties listed below at the address, email address, and/or facsimile number
indicated below:

[x]11

' ° CD

12
^ oj h-

2*8

eels 13 [ ]
II CO "
i-L- nj <d

<:H 14
gjss [ ]

15

Q|c 16CO« is
IT SB

LU 17 Pat Lundvail, Esq.
RoryT. Kay, Esq.
MCDONALD CARANO WILSON, LLP
2300 W. Sahara Ave., Suite 1000
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
Attorneys for Defendant

2® 18— jz c

dB°
O n

LU » 8 , ^

19
i-

20

21

22

Employee of The Jimmerson Law Firm, P.C.23

24

25

26

27

28

to
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Page: 1Date: 05/17/2016 Summary Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Amount

17,729.60 Deposition transcript ofTotal for Tcode 11 Billable

Total for Tcode 18 Billable 1,485.38 Service fee for

Billable 613.90 Expert fees toTotal for Tcode 20

17,631.19 PhotocopiesTotal for Tcode 22 Billable

140.41 UNITED PARCEL SERVICE deliveryTotal for Tcode 28 Billable

Total for Tcode 41 791,80 Miscellaneous expenses ie., mealsBillable

Total for Tcode 49 14,149.80 Professional services ofBillable

Total for Tcode 58 Billable 124.33 Travel expenses

Total for Tcode 59 1,765.35 Certified copiesBillable

Total for Tcode 60 75.53 FilingBillable

Total for Tcode 61 Billable 2,135,56 Process Service

Total for Tcode 62 Billable 90.00 Hand Delivery

Total for Tcode 64 Billable 4.50 FAX Transaction Charges

Total for Tcode 65 523.89 Copy chargesBillable

153.00 Recording fee to CLARK COUNTY RECORDER forTotal for Tcode 68 Billable

Total for Tcode 71 434.00 Witness feeBillable

111.50 Filing fees forTotal for Tcode 76 Billable

Tuesday 05/17/2016 10:04 amSB
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Page: 2Date: 05/17/2016 Summary Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Amount

Total for Tcode 86 Billable 107.33 Requested documents

Total for Tcode 88 Billable 473.37 Duplicate

Total for Tcode 103 Billable -1 ,575.00 Write off costs

Total for Tcode 108 7,932.63 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period:Billable

Total for Tcode 121 431.50 Electronic FilingBillable

Total for Tcode 122 1,020.00 Copy ChargesBillable

Total for Tcode 1 27 2,558.50 TranscriptBillable

Total for Tcode 134 Billable 2.20 Legal document research at Federal Court serviced by

Total for Tcode 146 520.00 Subpoena CostBillable

GRANDTOTALS

Billable 69,430.27

SB Tuesday 05/17/2016 10:04 am
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Page: 1Date: 05/16/2016 Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Trans H Tcode/

Date Tmkr P Task Code Ref#Client Rate Amount

Tcode 1*1 Deposition transcript of

ARCH1 A 11 287.00 Deposition transcript of Proceedings March 5, 2013 - Jennifer Church

Court Reporter

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

207.50 Copy of Transcript of Proceedings 4/26.13 - Jennifer Church, Court
Reporter

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

578.10 Deposition transcript of Video Depo Prep of Wolfram - Litigation

Services

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

269.00 Deposition transcript of James Wolfram - Litigation Services

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

43.75 Transcript regarding July 9, 2013 hearing - Jennifer Church

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

30.00 Jennifer Church Court Reporter - hearing 7/23/13

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

219.70 Transcript of hearing 9/23/13 - Loree Murary (Court Reporter)
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

35.80 Transcript of hearing 9/23/13 balance due - Loree Murray

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 39.25 Exhibit copies - McDonald Carano & Wilson

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 ,185.00 Deposition transcript of Whittemore #167740, Wilkes #147615,

Wolfram #145442, Lash #166137, Wolfram #182441

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

652.50 Deposition transcript of hearing - McDonald Carano Wilson

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

913.75 Deposition transcript of Chars Curtis and James Stringer, Jr. -

Litigation Services

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

252.90 Transcript of Opening Statement of Patricia Lundvall 10/22/13-

Jennifer Church Court reporter

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1,433.10 transcript for trial transcript of Medical Records. Whittemore.- Loree

Murray

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 ,755.00 Hearing transcript of Jon Lash - Jennifer Church

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

588.00 Trial Transcript of Whittemore (balance due) - Loree Murray

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

121 .00 Reimbursement James M. Jimrherson, Esq. - Clark County
Comprehensive Planning Zoning Administration Division

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

107.00 Deposition transcript of 10/23/13 opening statements

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 03/11/2013

ARCH1 A 114886.01 05/03/2013

ARCH4886.01 06/04/2013 1 A 11

1 A 11 ARCH .4886.01 05/21/2013

ARCH4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 11

4886.01 08/12/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 09/24/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886,01 09/26/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 09/26/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 10/01/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 10/15/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 10/15/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 10/24/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 10/25/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 10/29/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 10/30/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 11/01/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 11/20/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 11/22/2013 1 A 11 414.15 Transcript Trial - Loree Murray ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

550.00 Transcript - McDonald Carano Wilson

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2,057.74 Transcripts hearing 12/9 & 12/10/13 - Loree Murray

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2,340.00 Transcript for 12/10/13 hearing - Angela Campagna

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2,236.50 Trial transcript for the afternoon of 12/1 3/1 3-it will be volume II
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.50 copy -civil fee sch -ASK

WILKES/WOLFRAM

4886.01 1 A 1112/04/2013 ARCH

4886.01 12/10/2013 1 A 11 ARCH

1 A 11 ARCH4886.01 12/11/2013

ARCH4886.01 12/19/2013 1 A 11

4886.01 04/11/2014 1 A 11 ARCH

Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pmSB

JA011409



Page: 2Date: 05/16/2016 Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Trans

Date

Tcodeil Deposition transcript of

H Tcode/

Tmkr P Task Code Ref #Client AmountRate

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

235.00 Filing fees

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

88.00 CC Recorder - Recording fee

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

-24.00 Refund from Lincoln County Recorder

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

30.00 Fee for reporting proceedings held on 7.31 .14

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

200.00 Hearing Binders for 1/13 Hearing

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

200.00 Hearing Binders for 1/13 Hearing

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

579.36 Transcript from 1 .15,16 hearing

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH4886.01 07/17/2014 1 A 11

ARCH4886.01 07/18/2014 1 A 11

4886.01 07/20/2014 1 A 11 ARCH

4886.01 ARCH08/04/2014 1 A 11

ARCH4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 11

4886.01 01/14/2016 ARCH1 A 11

4886.01 01/19/2016 ARCH1 A 11

17,729.60 Deposition transcript of .Total for Tcode 11 Billable

Tcode 18 Service fee for

4886.01 12/29/2010 270.00 Court Fee

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

8.10 Card Fee

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

80.00 Service fee for Amended Summons and Amended Complaint served
upon Nationai Registered AgentsT Inc. of Nevada by CORPORATE

INTELLIGENCE INTERNATIONAL, Invoice 122826
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

120.00 Service fee for Reno Carson Messenger Service Invoice 329878

11/14/11

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

84.00 Service fee for Reno Carson Messenger invoice 331658

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

923.28 Service fee from Quivx Invoice # 81 1 92

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH1 A 18

4886.01 12/29/2010 1 A 18 ARCH

4886.01 02/21/2011 1 A 18 ARCH

4886.01 12/12/2011 1 A 18 ARCH

4886.01 12/27/2011 1 A 18 ARCH

4886.01 08/28/2012 1 A 18 ARCH

; 1,485.38 -Service fee for LiL.: : T fTotal for Tcode 18 Billable

Tcode 20 Expert fees to

4886.01 08/04/2015 613.90 John W. Juije & Associates - Professional fees

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 20 ARCH

: 61 3.SO Expert fees to L i-Total for Tcode 20 : Billable

Tcode 22 Photocopies

4886.01 11/16/2011 1 A 22 43.88 Photocopies oversize plans X 1 Quivx invoice 78270 ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.70 COPIES OF SECOND SUPP, 7 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.10 COPIES OF DISCOVERY REQUEST FROM DEFT, 1 PP @ SO. 10

PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.90 COPIES OF DISCVOERY REQUEST FROM PLT TO JAMES

WOLFRAM, 9 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0-90 COPIES OF DISCOVERY REQUEST FROM DEFT, 9 PP @ $0.10
PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.90 COPIES OF STEWART TITLE DOCS, 9 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 01/19/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 01/26/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 01/26/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

01/26/20124886.01 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

01/27/20124886.01 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Date: 05/16/2016 Page: 3Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Trans

Date

H Tcod el

Tmkr P Task CodeClient Rate Amount Ref #

Tcode 22 Photocopies

4886.01 01/31/2012 1 A 22 0.10 COPIES OF LETTER TO FIDELITY, 1 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3,693.91 Electronic Bates Numbering, three sets in three hole binders Guivx

invoice 79114

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.10 COPIES OF DISCOVERY RESPONSES, 11 PP @ $0.10 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.00 COPIES OF DISCOVERY RESPONSES, 40 PP @ $0.10 PER

PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

41.60 COPIES OF RECORDS, 416 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

78.40 COPIES OF RECORDS, 784 PP @ SO. 10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF COYOTE SPRINGS, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF SAO EXTEND DISC, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WELKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.00 COPIES OF DISCOVERY, 20 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF DOCS FROM COYOTE SPRINGS, 10 PP @ $0.10 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF MOTION PREF TRL STG, 6 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0,20 COPIES OF NOTICE HRG MOTION, 2 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 ,00 COPIES OF COPY OF COYOTE SPRINGS INVESTMENT LLC'S

PRIVILEGE LOG, 10 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF COPY OF STIP AND ORDER TO EXTEND

DISCOVERY DEADLINES, 4 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.50 COPIES OF LETTER, 15 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

12.50 COPIES OF BINDERS, 125 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.20 COPIES OF PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, 32 PP @ $0.10 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.20 COPIES OF BINDERS, 52 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.50 COPIES OF BINDER, 75 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

16.10 COPIES OF DOCS, 161 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0,90 COPIES OF DOCS, 9 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.90 COPIES OF DOCS, 9 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF BATE STAMP, 2 PP @ £0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

70.30 COPIES OF BATE STAMP, 703 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.100 ARCH

4886.01 02/03/2012 1 A 22 ARCH

4886.01 03/30/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/30/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4836.01 07/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 08/17/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 08/23/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 08/24/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 08/27/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/04/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/04/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886-01 09/10/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/10/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/12/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/19/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/19/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/19/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/19/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/20/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/20/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/20/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH
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Tcode 22 Photocopies

4886-01 09/21/2012 ARCH0.10 COPIES OF BATE STAMP, 1 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

41.00 COPIES OF DEPOSITION PREP DOCS, 410 PP @$0.10 PER
PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 COPIES OF BATE STAMPED COLOR COPIES, 50 PP @ $0,10

PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

101.40 COPIES OF BATE STAMPED BINDERS, 1014 PP @ $0.10 PER
PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

15.50 COPIES OF BATE STAMPED COLOR COPIES, 155 PP @ $0.10
PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.50 COPIES OF BATE STAMPED COLOR COPIES, 15 PP @ $0.10
PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

88,50 COPIES OF BATE STAMPED COLOR COPIES, 885 PP @ $0.10

PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

14.80 COPIES OF EXHIBIT COPIES, 148 PR @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

30.80 COPIES OF EXHIBIT COPIES, 308 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.80 COPIES OF EXHIBIT COPIES, 25 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

154.40 COPIES OF EXHIBIT COPIES. 1544 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

32.00 COPIES OF COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 320 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

24.00 COPIES OF COPY OF EXHIBITS, 240 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

109.60 COPIES OF COPY OF EXHIBITS, 1096 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

30.40 COPIES OF COPY OF EXHIBITS, 304 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.60 COPIES OF COPY OF EXHIBITS, 56 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.90 COPIES OF COPY OF EXHIBITS, 29 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.90 COPIES OF MAP, 9 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF MAP, 4 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

19.20 COPIES OF MAP, 192 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF DOCS, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.20 COPIES OF COPIES OF MAPS, 22 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.90 COPIES OF DOCS, 59 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.10 COPIES OF EXHIBIT 12, 11 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.70 COPIES OF SUB, 7 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

1 A 22 Q.100

ARCH4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 ARCH09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 2209/21/2012 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 2209/21/2012 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/21/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 2209/24/2012 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/24/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/24/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/24/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/24/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/24/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 2209/24/2012 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/25/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 2209/25/2012 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 09/25/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH09/25/2012

4886.01 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH09/26/2012

ARCH4886.01 09/26/2012 1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 10/05/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH
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Tcode 22 Photocopies

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF NOD, 4 PP @ SO. 10 PER PAGE.

W3LKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. FARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.80 COPIES OF DEPO, 18 PP @ SO. 10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF DEPO, 10 PP @ £0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.20 COPIES OF DEPO, 32 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF NOTICE OF DEPO, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

99.90 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 999 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

141.50 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 1415 PP @ £0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

60.80 COPIES OF DEPO OF JON LASH, 608 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

86.00 COPIES OF DEPO BINDER FOR JOHN LASH, 860 PP @ SO, 1 0

PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

42.40 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 424 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

124,70 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 1247 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

119.60 COPIES OF DEPO BINDER FOR JON LASH, 1196 PP @30.10

PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

130.10 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 1301 PP@$0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF DEPO PREP, 10 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF NOTICE OF DEPO LINDA JONES, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

74.00 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 740 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF MAPS, 3 PP @ £0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.10 COPIES OF MAPS, 1 PP @ £0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

81.50 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 81 5 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

86.30 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 663 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

64.20 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 642 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WELKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

35.00 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 350 PP @ £0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

41 .00 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 410 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

44.50 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 445 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

25.00 COPIES OF DEPO PREP, 250 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

4886.01 10/05/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886,01 10/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/11/201 2 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/12/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/15/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/16/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/16/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/1 8/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/24/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH
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Tcode 22 Photocopies

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF ROC, 8 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF DEPO PREP, 3 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.20 COPIES OF FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL, 32 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF BATE STAMPING, 6 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2,40 COPIES OF DEPO PREP, 24 PP @ £0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.20 COPIES OF DEPO PREP, 12 PP @ £0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

20.20 COPIES OF DEPO PREP, 202 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

21.60 COPIES OF EXHBITIS TO MSJ, 216 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF MSJ, 2 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.70 COPIES OF MAPS, 17 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF MAP, 8 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

24.80 COPIES OF MSJ, 248 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF MSJ, 4 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

74.70 COPIES OF EXHIBITS FOR PLEADING, 747 PP @ $0.10 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.10 COPIES OF EXHIBITS FOR PLEADING, 21 PP @ $0.10 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

114.00 COPIES OF MSJ, 1140 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

26.40 COPIES OF EXHIBITS TO PLEADING, 264 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.40 COPIES OF EXHIBITS 8, 54 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.70 COPIES OF MSJ, 27 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES Of EXHIBITS, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

8.20 COPIES OF MSJ, 82 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF EXHIBITS 8, 6 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2,40 COPIES OF MSJ, 24 PP @ S0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.80 COPIES OF MSJ, 18 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

4886.01 10/25/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/25/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/26/2012 1 A 22 OJOO ARCH

4886.01 10/26/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/26/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/29/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH .

4886.01 10/29/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/29/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/29/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 10/31/2012 1 A 22 0,100 ARCH

4886.01 11/07/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 1/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 1/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/08/2012 1 A 22 0,100 ARCH

4886,01 11/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/08/2012 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4836.01 11/03/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 1 1/08/2012 1 A 22 0,100 ARCH

4886.01 11/08/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/09/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/09/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4836,01 11/09/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH
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Tcode 22 Photocopies

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF MSJ, 10 PR @ $0.10 PER PAGE.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

31.70 COPIES OF MSJ, 317 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF MSJ, 2 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.90 COPIES OF MAPS, 69 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF MAPS, 8 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF MSJ, 4 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.50 COPIES OF MAPS, 15 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.40 COPIES OF MAPS, 64 PP @ £0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.50 COPIES OF MSJ, 15 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF MSJ, 4 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS, 4 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF MSJ, 8 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF APPENDIX, 4 PP @ $G+10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF MSJ, 8 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.10 COPIES OF MSJ, 1 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF MSJ, 4 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.10 COPIES OF MSJ, 1 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF LETTER AND PROPOSED MOTION, 10 PP @ $0.10
PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.70 COPIES OF HRG, 7 PR @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF EX PARTE REQUEST, 24 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0,10 COPIES OF AGMT, 1 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF LTR, 6 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

17.90 COPIES OF OPTION AGREEMENTS, 179 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.70 COPIES OF OPTION AGREEMENTS, 67 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

14.10 COPIES OF AMENDED AND RESTATED OPTION AGREEMENT,
141 PP@ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH4886.01 11/13/2012 1 A 22 0.100

ARCH4886.01 11/13/2012 1 A 22 0.100

ARCH4886.01 11/13/2012 1 A 22 0.100

ARCH4886.01 11/13/2012 1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 11/13/2012 ARCH1 A 22 0.100

ARCH4886.01 11/13/2012 1 A 22 0.100

ARCH4886.01 11/13/2012 1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 11/13/2012 ARCH1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 11/14/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/14/2012 ARCH1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 11/14/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/14/2012 ARCH1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 11/15/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/15/2012 1 A 22 ARCH0.100

4886.01 11/15/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/16/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/16/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 11/29/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 12/05/2012 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 12/05/2012 1 A 22 ARCH0.100

4886.01 12/17/2012 ARCH1 A 22 0.100

4886.01 12/18/2012 1 A 22 ARCH0.100

4886.01 01/18/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 01/18/2013 1 A 22 ARCH0.100

ARCH4886.01 01/1 8/2013 1 A 22 0.100
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4886.01 01/18/2013 1 A 22 0.100 0.30 COPIES OF AMENDMENT NO. 2f 3 PR @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

23.30 COPIES OF OPTION AGREEMENT, 233 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

321.30 COPIES OF HEARING, 3213 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.90 COPIES OF HEARING, 69 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.90 COPIES OF HEARING, 9 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.20 COPIES OF HEARING, 12 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF HEARING, 2 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.10 COPIES OF HEARING, 1 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.10 COPIES OF HEARING, 1 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER, 4 PP @ 30.10 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF MSJ, 10 PR @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

67.80 COPIES OF MOTION BINDER, 678 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

85.30 COPIES OF MOTION BINDER, 853 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

52.30 COPIES OF MOTION BINDER, 523 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

56.90 COPIES OF MOTION BINDER, 539 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF 7TH SUPP, 6 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.10 COPIES OF 7TH SUPP, 1 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.60 COPIES OF 7TH SUPPL, 16 PP @$0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.80 COPIES OF OPP, 13 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF OPP, 8 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.10 COPIES OF NOEJ, 11 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0,50 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 5 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 6 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 COPIES OF OPPOSITION MIL #1 , 50 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1,90 COPIES OF BATES, 19 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WELKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF OPP MIL 2, 2 PP @ $0,10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH

4386.01 01/18/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4386.01 01/23/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4386.01 01/24/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 01/25/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4386.01 01/25/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 01/27/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 01/27/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 01/27/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 01/29/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4836.01 02/01/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 02/04/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 02/04/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4836.01 02/04/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 02/04/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 02/27/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 02/27/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 02/27/2013 1 A 22- 0.100 ARCH

4886,01 02/28/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 02/28/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/15/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/19/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

SB Monday 05/1 6/201 6 2:18 pm

JA011416



Date: 05/16/2016 Page: 9Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Traris

Date

H Tcode/

Tmkr P Task CodeClient Rate Amount Ref #

Tcode 22 Photocopies

4836.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 3.80 COPIES OF COPY MIL #3, 38 PR @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 6 PR @ SO. 10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 COPIES OF OPPOSITION MIL #1 , 50 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.90 COPIES OF BATES, 19 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OFOPP MIL 2r 2 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.80 COPIES OF COPY MIL #3, 38 PP @ S0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF ORDER, 6 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.50 COPIES OF WOLFRAM, 15 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF ORDER, 6 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.50 COPIES OF WOLFRAM, 15 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.10 COPIES OF NOTICE OF HEARING, 31 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF COPY JUDGE, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.10 COPIES OF NOTICE OF HEARING, 31 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF COPY JUDGE, 3 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.50 COPIES OF TRIAL REVIEW DOCS, 5 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

14.90 COPIES OF BATES. 149 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.10 COPIES OF LTR, 1 PP @ $0.10 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF DOCS, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF LTR, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF LETTER TO JUDGE, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF AMENDED NEOJ, 3 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.80 COPIES OF REPLY, 24 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.20 COPIES OF OFFER OF JUDGMENT, 6 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPT REQ, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF ORDER, 12 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

13.80 COPIES OF SUPP BRF, 69 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF COPY, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/21/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/21/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/21/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/21/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/22/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/22/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/22/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/22/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/28/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 03/29/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 04/01/2013 1 A 22 0.100 ARCH

4886.01 04/02/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 04/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 04/09/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 04/10/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 04/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 04/29/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/06/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/10/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4836.01 05/10/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/13/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2015 2:18 pm

JA011417



Dale: 05/16/2016 Page: 10Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Trans H Tcode/

Date Tmkr P Task CodeClient

Tcode 22 Photocopies

Rate Amount Ref#

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

39.60 COPiES OF COPY 3, 193 PP @ £0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.80 COPIES OF ORDER, 9 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF COPY 3, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.20 COPIES OF COPY 3, 36 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPSES OF COPY 3, 3 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF COPY 3, 3 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.00 COPIES OF BATES, 20 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.30 COPIES OF COPIES, 9 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.40 COPIES OF SU PP, 7 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF COPY, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.00 COPIES OF COPIES OF MAPS, 10 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF SUPPLEMENT, 12 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.20 COPIES OF 1 1TH SUPP, 31 PP @$0,20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.00 COPIES OF 11TH SUPP, 10 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.00 COPIES OF REBATING, 10 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.40 COPIES OF 01, 17 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER, 5 PP @ S0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .60 COPIES OF AMENDED COMPLAINT, 8 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

8,80 COPIES OF MOTION OST, 44 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF COPY, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.40 COPIES OF DOCUMENTS FOR COURT TOMORROW, 27 PP @

$0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF TRIAL, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.40 COPIES OF REPLYY, 17 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF RECEIPT, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

W3LKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

15,40 COPIES OF MAPS, 77 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 05/20/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/20/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/20/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/20/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/20/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/21/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

\

4886.01 05/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/24/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 05/29/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886,01 05/30/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/03/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/03/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/03/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/03/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/05/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/06/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/15/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm

JA011418



Date: 05/16/2016 Page: 11Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Trans

Date

H Tcode/

Tmkr P Task CodeCSient

i Tcode 22 Photocopies

! 4886.01 07/18/2013

Rate Amount Ref#

1 A 22 0.200 8.00 COPIES OF MIL, 40 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.60 COPIES OF MIL, 8 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

110.00 COPIES OF MIL, 550 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

9.80 COPIES OF MOTION #1 , 49 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.20 COPIES OF COPY MIL 2, 26 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

8,60 COPIES OF MOTON IN LIMINE #3, 43 PP @ £0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

33.40 COPIES OF COPU MIL 2, 167 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.60 COPIES OF MOTIONS, 13 PP @ £0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

163.20 COPIES OF MIL, 816 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .20 COPIES OF BATES STAMP DOCS, 6 PP @ £0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

115. 80 COPIES OF MOTIONS, 579 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

122.40 COPIES OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION, 612 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.00 COPIES OF ROC, 35 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

15.60 COPIES OF ROC, 78 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.80 COPIES OF RIC MOTION, 39 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

9.80 COPSES OF COPY, 49 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

16.40 COPIES OF COPY, 82 PP @ SQ.2G PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

85,40 COPIES OF MOTIONS, 427 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF ROC, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF LETTER, 2 PP @ S0.2Q PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF LTR, 4 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.60 COPIES OF COPY, 18 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF 00, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

12.00 COPIES OF COPY, 60 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

32.40 COPIES OF JON LASH DEPO, 162 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

16.40 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPT, 82 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

24.00 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPT, 120 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0,200 ARCH

4886.01 07/13/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/19/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/19/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4885.01 07/1 9/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4836.01 07/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886-01 07/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/26/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/29/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/30/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/13/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/19/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/21/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/21/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm

JA011419
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THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Trans

Date

H Tcode/

Tmkr P Task Code Ref#Client Rate Amount

Tcode 22 Photocopies

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .80 COPIES OF COPY, 9 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

60,80 COPIES OF COPY, 304 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 16.40 COPIES OF PLEAD, 582 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

54.80 COPIES OF BATES, 274 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.40 COPIES OF COPY, 37 PP @ 30.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

i.20 COPIES OF PT DISC, 6 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0,20 COPIES OF COPY, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 COPIES OF BILLING, 25 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

49.80 COPIES OF BILLING, 249 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF COPY, 4 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF LETTER, 4 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

48.00 COPIES OF SUPP, 240 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF COPY, 5 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF COPY, 4 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.20 COPIES OF COPY, 6 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

16.80 COPIES OF TRIAL EXHIBITS, 84 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .20 COPIES OF COPY, 6 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

70.40 COPIES OF TRIAL EXHIBITS, 352 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

11,80 COPIES OF TRIAL EXHIBITS, 59 PP@ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

36.80 COPIES OF COPIES FOR DEPO, 184 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF TRIAL BINDERS, 12 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

234.60 COPIES OF TRIAL BENDERS, 1173 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

131.80 COPIES OF TRIAL EXHIBITS, 659 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

30.40 COPIES OF TRIAL BINDERS, 152 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.20 COPIES OF TRIAL BINDERS, 26 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.60 COPIES OF REPLY, 8 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

4886.01 08/22/2013 0.200 ARCH1 A 22

08/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH4886.01

4886.01 08/22/2013 1 A 22 ARCH0.200

08/23/2013 1 A 22 0.2004886.01 ARCH

4886.01 09/16/2013 0.2001 A 22 ARCH

09/24/20134886.01 1 A 22 ARCH0.200

09/25/2013 0.2004886.01 1 A 22 ARCH

4886.01 09/26/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 09/26/2013 0.2001 A 22 ARCH

09/27/20134886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

09/27/2013 1 A 22 0.2004886.01 ARCH

4386.01 09/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

10/01/2013 1 A 224886.01 0.200 ARCH

10/04/2013 0.2004886.01 1 A 22 ARCH

10/04/20134886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

10/07/2013 1 A 224886-01 0.200 ARCH

10/07/20134886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/07/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

10/07/20134886.01 0.2001 A 22 ARCH

10/10/2013 1 A 224886,01 0.200 ARCH

10/11/2013 0.2004886.01 1 A 22 ARCH

10/11/20134386.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

10/11/20134886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

10/14/20134886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

SB Monday 05/1 6/201 6 2:18 pm
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VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0,40 COPIES OF COPY, 2 PR @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF COPY, 3 PR @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

161.40 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 807 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

106.80 COPIES OF , 534 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

162.40 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 812 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

58.00 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 290 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.30 COPIES OF COPY, 29 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF LETTER, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

65.80 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 329 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

25.00 COPIES OF PLTF'S EXHIBITS, 125 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

124,80 COPIES OF TRIAL EXHIBITS, 624 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.20 COPIES OF TRIAL EXHIBITS, 6 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .40 COPIES OF TRIAL SUB, 7 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF TRIAL COVER PAGE, 12 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WJLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF COPY, 12 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 12 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF TRIAL EXHIBITS, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF TRIAL EXHIBITS, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF BRF, 3 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.60 COPIES OF DEFENDANTS EXHIBITS, 38 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

48,00 COPIES OF DEFENDANT'S EXHIBITS, 240 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WJLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

170,80 COPIES OF DEFENDANTS EXHIBITS, 854 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.60 COPIES OF COPIES, 8 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF TRIAL, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

223.20 COPIES OF COPY TRIAL EXHIBITS, 1116 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

90.60 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 453 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

4886.01 10/14/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/14/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/15/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/15/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/15/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/15/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/15/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/16/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/16/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/16/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/17/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/1 8/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/18/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH *

4886.01 10/21/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/21/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/21/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/21/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/21/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Tcode 22 Photocopies

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

28.20 COPIES OF PLEADINGS, 141 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF EXH, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WfLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .60 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPT, 8 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

10.00 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 50 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

10.00 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 50 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF COPY, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.60 COPIES OF DEPO OF JON LASH, 23 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

172.60 COPIES OF DEPO JOHN LASHr 863 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 14.80 COPIES OF DEPO JOHN LASH 574 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.30 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 4 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 12 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 ,00 COPIES OF EXHIBIT, 5 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.00 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 30 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.00 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 30 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

108,40 COPIES OF BATES STAMPING, 542 PP @$0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF CHECK, 1 PP @ 30.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

71 .40 COPIES OF BATES STAMPING, 357 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

216.40 COPIES OF BATES, 1082 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF COPY, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF COPY, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

33,40 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPY, 167 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

31.40 COPIES OF COPY, 157 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

133.20 COPIES OF COPY, 666 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

142,80 COPIES OF BATES STAMPING COPY, 714 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF LETTER, 5 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

95.20 COPIES OF BATES STAMPING, 476 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

4886.01 10/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/24/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/24/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/28/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/28/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/28/2013 1 A 22 0,200 ARCH

4886.01 10/29/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/29/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/30/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/30/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 10/30/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 1 1/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/22/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/23/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886,01 1 1/25/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/26/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

28.60 COPIES OF BATES STAMP, 143 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.80 COPIES OF CERT OF RECORDS, 39 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

103,00 COPIES OF BATES STAMPING, 515 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

316.20 COPIES OF BATES STAMP, 1581 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

40.00 COPIES OF BATES STAMPING, 200 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

74,80 COPIES OF BATES, 374 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF COPY, 2 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.60 COPIES OF COPY, 33 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.60 COPIES OF COPIES, 28 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

31.80 COPIES OF COPY BATES, 159 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

31.80 COPIES OF WOLFRAM, 159 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF COPY, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

13.00 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPT, 65 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

68,40 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 342 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

117.60 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 588 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

172.80 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 864 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

135.60 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 678 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

41 .20 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 206 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

51.20 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 256 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

62.00 COPIES OF TRIAL TANSCRIPTS, 310 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

109.60 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 548 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

8.60 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 43 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.20 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 36 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

46.80 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 234 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

404.60 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 2023 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.60 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 18 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

11/27/20134B86.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 11/27/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/01/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/02/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/02/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

12/02/20134886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/03/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/03/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/03/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/03/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/04/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/04/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/04/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/04/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/04/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/05/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/05/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/05/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/06/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH
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VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF COPY, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS, 1 PP @ £0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.40 COPIES OF COPY, 27 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

46.40 COPIES OF TRIAL BINDERS, 232 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

539.00 COPIES OF EXHIBIT BOOKS, 2695 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

240.20 COPIES OF COPY BINDERS, 1201 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

20S.20 COPIES OF HEARING TRANSCRIPTS, 1041 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

383,60 COPIES OF HEARING TRANSCRIPTS, 1918 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5,60 COPIES OF DEPO EXHIBITS. 28 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

86,80 COPIES OF HEARING TRANSCRIPTS, 434 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

255,80 COPIES OF DEPO TRANSCRIPTS, 1279 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

43.00 COPIES OF DEPO EXHIBITS, 215 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

69.60 COPIES OF DEPO EXHIBITS, 348 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

43.20 COPIES OF COPY, 216 PP @ 50.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.00 COPIES OF COPY, 30 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.60 COPIES OF COVER, 3 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

19,80 COPIES OF TRIA, 99 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

10.40 COPIES OF ZONING CODE, 52 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.
WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.00 COPIES OF COPY, 15 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.40 COPIES OF COPY TRIAL SUBPOENAS, 32 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.40 COPSES OF COPY TRIAL SUBPOENAS, 32 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

26,00 COPIES OF TAPES, 130 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

Q.2G COPIES OF CHECK, 1 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.20 COPIES OF COPY, 1 PP @ £0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.00 COPIES OF COPY OFRF DEFS. SUPPLEMENTAL EARLY CASE

1 A 22 ARCH4886.01 12/06/2013 0.200

4886.01 12/06/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/06/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4836.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH12/06/2013

1 A 22 ARCH4836.01 12/07/2013 0.200

4886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH12/08/2013

4886.01 1 A 2212/08/2013 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

48S6.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4836.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/09/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886,01 12/09/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH
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Trans H Tcode/

Date Tmkr P Task Code Ref #Client Rate Amount

Tcode 22 Photocopies

CONF, 15 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF COPY, 12 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

51.20 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPTS, 256 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .20 COPIES OF 01 , 6 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

50,40 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPTS, 252 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

219.00 COPSES OF TRANSCRIPTS, 1095 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

154.80 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPTS, 774 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.20 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPTS, 31 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

175.20 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPTS, 876 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.00 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPTS, 15 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .80 COPIES OF COMPLAINT, 9 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.00 COPIES OF COPY, 10 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

9.60 COPIES OF DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT LIST, 48 PP @ $0.20 PER
PAGE.

WILKES/WOLFRAM "
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

18.40 COPIES OF TRIAL, 92 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

10.80 COPIES OF TRIAL, 54 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

193.20 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 966 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.
WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

12.80 COPIES OF TRANSCRIPTS, 64 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,
WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.60 COPIES OF COPIES, 13 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

20.40 COPIES OF LETTER W BILLING, 102 PP @ S0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0,20 COPIES OF CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE, 1 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.00 COPIES OF DOCS, 30 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF EXHIBIT, 4 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 COPIES OF COPY, 5 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.40 COPIES OF COPY, 32 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

18.00 COPIES OF PETITION, 90 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF COPY, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

12/11/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH4886.01

4886.01 12/12/2013 ARCH0.2001 A 22

12/12/2013 0.2004886.01 1 A 22 ARCH

4886.01 12/12/2013 0.2001 A 22 ARCH

12/12/2013 1 A 22 ARCH4886.01 0.200

12/1 3/2013 0.2004880.01 1 A 22 ARCH

12/13/2013 1 A 22 0.2004886.01 ARCH

.

12/13/20134886.01 0.2001 A 22 ARCH

12/13/20134886.01 1 A 22 ARCH0.200

1 2/1 3/201 3 0.2004886.01 1 A 22 ARCH

12/13/20134886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/13/2013 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

12/1 3/2013 1 A 224886.01 0.200 ARCH

12/13/2013 0.2004886.01 1 A 22 ARCH

12/13/2013 1 A 22 0.2004886.01 ARCH

4886.01 01/15/2014 1 A 22 0,200 ARCH

4886.01 02/06/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

02/21/20144880.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 03/24/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 03/28/2014 0.2001 A 22 ARCH

4886.01 04/08/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

05/28/2014 1 A 22 0.2004886.01 ARCH

4886.01 06/16/2014 0.2001 A 22 ARCH

4886.01 07/14/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

07/10/2014 0.2004886.01 1 A 22 ARCH

3B Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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H Tcode^

Tnikr P Task Code

Trans

DateClient Ret#AmountRate

Tcode 22 Photocopies

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.20 COPIES OF SUBSTITUTION, 21 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.60 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 28 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.40 COPIES OF BINDER, 22 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.40 COPIES OF BINDER, 12 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.00 COPIES OF DOCS, 10 PP @ 30.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .40 COPIES OF NOE, 7 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.80 COPIES OF COPIES, 34 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

34,00 COPIES OF COPIES, 170 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.80 COPIES OF COPIES, 9 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

20.80 COPIES OF COPIES, 104 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.60 COPIES OF MEMO OF COSTS, 33 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2.00 COPIES OF COPIES, 10 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 .60 COPIES OF LETTER, 8 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

12.40 COPIES OF EXHIBITS, 62 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF EXHIBIT, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5,40 COPIES OF MOTION, 27 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

536.40 COPIES OF MOTIONS, 2682 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF COPIES, 2 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.60 COPIES OF MTN FOR ORDER, 23 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE-

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.60 COPIES OF ERATTA, 18 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

138.40 COPIES OF COPIES, 692 PP @ $0,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.00 COPIES OF COPIES, 30 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

14.40 COPIES OF CASE LAW, 72 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

16.40 COPIES OF MOTION, 82 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

33.60 COPIES OF DECLARATION, 168 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.20 COPIES OF COPIES, 26 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 07/23/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/24/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/30/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

1 A 224886.01 07/30/2014 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/30/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/15/2014 1 A 22 ARCH0.200

4886.01 08/18/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/18/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/20/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 08/25/2014 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/19/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/23/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/28/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/29/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/29/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 06/29/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4883.01 06/30/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 2207/02/2015 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/07/2015 1 A 22 0,200 ARCH

4886.01 07/08/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/08/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/08/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/09/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/24/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 07/24/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 2209/11/2015 0.200 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Trans

Date

H Tcod el

Tmkr P Task CodeClient Rale Amount Ref #

Tcode 22 Photocopies

4886,01 09/11/2015 1 A 22 G.200 26.20 COPIES OF REPLIES, 131 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.40 COPIES OF COPIES, 2 PP @ SG.2G PER PAGE.

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.00 COPIES OF SUPPLEMENT, 30 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

21.40 COPIES OF NNOP, 107 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

13,00 COPIES OF COPIEST 65 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.80 COPIES OF HRG BINDERS, 34 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

9.00 COPIES OF COMPLAINT, 45 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.00 COPIES OF AMENDED COMPLAINT, 30 PP @ 30,20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

7.00 COPIES OF AMENDED ANSWER TO COMPLAINT, 35 PP @ 30.20

PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

8,00 COPIES OF 2ND AMENDED COMPLAINT, 40 PP @ $0.20 PER

PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

10,00 COPIES OF ANSWER TO 2ND AMENDED COMPLAINT &

COUNTERCLAIM, 50 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

26.00 COPIES OF PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT & CONCLUSIONS

OF LAW, 130 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

6.00 COPIES OF NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON FINDINGS OF

FACT & CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING

RE FUTURE ACCOUNTING, 30 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 COPIES OF NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT, 25 PP @ S0.20

PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.00 COPIES OF JUDGMENT, 15 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

33.00 COPIES OF PLAINTIFFS JAMES WOLFRAM & WALT WILKES, 165

PP@ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

183.20 COPIES OF HRG PREP COPIES, 916 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

21.00 COPIES OF HRG PREP COPIES, 105 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

15.20 COPIES OF HRG PREP, 76 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

28.00 COPIES OF COPIES, 140 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.80 COPIES OF COPY, 4 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

24.40 COPIES OF HRG, 122 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.60 COPIES OF OPPOS, 8 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.60 COPIES OF OPPOS, 8 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

ARCH

4886.01 10/30/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2015 1 A 22 0,200 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2015 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4885.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/13/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/14/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/14/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/15/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/15/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/15/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 01/15/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18pm
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H Tcode/

Tmkr P Task Code

Trans

ateClient Ref #Rate Amount

Tcode 22 Photocopies

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
25,40 COPIES OF COPY, 142 PR @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 COPIES OF COPIES, 40 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.
WtLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

50.80 COPIES OF MTN COPIES, 254 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 COPIES OF COPIES, 25 PP @ $0.20 PER PAGE.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4.60 COPIES OF COPIES, 23 PP @ SQ.20 PER PAGE.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.200 ARCH4886.01 01/15/2016 1 A 22

4886.01 01/15/2016 ARCH1 A 22 0.200

4886.01 01/15/2016 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 22 0.200 ARCH03/03/2016

1 A 224886.01 03/03/2016 ARCH0.200

17,631.19 Photocopies :Total for Tcode 22 Billable

Tcode 28 UNITED PARCEL SERVICE delivery

4886.01 10/20/2012 1 A 28 140.41 UNITED PARCEL SERVICE delivery - Invoice 0000864181422

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH

Total for Tcode 28 Billable : 440,41 UNITED PARCEL SERVICE delivery

Tcode 41 Miscelianeous expenses ie., meals

4886.01 08/20/2013 1 A 41 400.00 Telephone and Long Distance James M. jimmerson, Esq. ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

31 1 .80 REImbursement for expenses Transportation, Meals, Travel to Los

Angeles

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
20.00 Parking Court 1 0/30/1 3 - James J. Jimmerson, Esq,

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

40.00 Parking - James J. Jimmerson, Esq.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

20.00 Parking Court

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 1 A 41 ARCH10/25/2013

4886.01 10/31/2013 1 A 41 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 4112/12/2013 ARCH

4886.01 12/13/2013 1 A 41 ARCH

Total for Tcode 41 Billable 791.80 Miscellaneous expenses ie., meals -

Tcode 49 Professional services of

4886.01 07/03/2013 1 A 49 224.74 Copied over-sized - Quivx ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
77.05 Outside Printing -Quivx

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1,196.20 Professional services of De Becker Investigations, inc.- rush locate &

service upon: Klif Andrews, Chelsea Peltier, Jerry Stater, Kenneth

Hanifin & James Rizzi: Investigative Research, DMV Vehicle
Registration Search (8 Vehicles)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
12,651 .81 Professional services of John W. Muije & Associates

Invoice 45128 and 45046

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 07/15/2013 1 A 49 ARCH

4886.01 12/19/2013 1 A 49 ARCH

4886.01 08/21/2015 1 A 49 ARCH

Total for Tcode 49 14,149.80 Professional services of'• 'Billable '

Tcode 58 Travel expenses

4886.01 10/18/2012 1 A 58 124,33 Travel expenses -Car Service from Carey international for Harvey

Whittemore's Deposition in Reno - American Express Receipt

1210070873

ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

Total for Tcode 58 Billable 124.33 Travel expenses

Tcode 59 Certified copies

4886.01 11/22/2011 1 A 59 1,152.65 Certified copy of expedited transcript of James Woifram 11/8/1 1

Litigation invoice 588200

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:13 pm
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H Tcode/

Tmkr P Task Code

Trans

DateClient Rate Ref #Amount

Tcode 59 Certified copies

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

612.70 Certified copies of Walter Wilkes 11/28/11 Litigation invoice 88B982

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH4886.01 12/13/2011 1 A 59

Total for tcode 59 : /.Billable 1 1765.35 Certified copies

Tcode 60 Filing

4886.01 ARCH10/31/2013 15.53 Reimbursement for expenses on James M. Jimmerson, Esq. for Clark

County Recorder

1 A 60 1.000

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 12/11/2013 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH3.50 Filing Fee for Legal Research/Wiznet

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing Fee for Legal Research/Wiznet

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing Fee for Legal Research/Wiznet

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing Fee for Legal Research/Wiznet

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.00 Recording Fees

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Fsiing - NNop

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing - Supp to pltfs oppo to pardees mtn for attys fees

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Filing - Receipt of Copy regarding Plantiff notice of Defendants

4886.01 12/12/2013 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 12/12/2013 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886-01 12/12/2013 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886,01 07/18/2014 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 6012/08/2015 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 12/08/2015 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 6012/08/2015 1.000 ARCH

non-opp

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Filing - Letter/Check

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing Notice of Firm Name Change

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing Plaintiffs' Reply

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS+ PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Plaintiffs Motion to Settle Competing Orders

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 12/30/2015 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 01/07/2016 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 01/11/2016 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 03/14/2016 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4885.01 03/15/2016 1 A 60 3.50 Certificate of Service - Plaintiffs Motion to Settle Competing Orders1.000 ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
4886.01 03/16/2016 1 A 60 3.50 Releases of Muije's Lien

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Receipt of Copy - Letter to Eariy

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Plaintiffs Supp to Motion to Settle Competing Orders

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Receipt of Copy - Reply regarding Motion to Settle Competing Orders

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.000 ARCH

4886.01 03/18/2016 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 04/20/2016 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

4886.01 04/20/2016 1 A 60 1.000 ARCH

Total for Tcode 60 Billable 75.53 Filing

Tcode 61 Process Service

4886.01 01/27/2012 1 A 61 25.000 90.00 Process Service Custodian of records Coyote Springs 1/12/12 Legal

Wings invoice 355164

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

61.00 Process Service Subpoena Stewart Title 2/22/12 Corporate invoice

128001

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

95.50 Process Service Harvey Whittemore 2/27/12 Reno/Carson invoice

0334631

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

ARCH

4886.01 03/01/2012 1 A 61 25.000 ARCH

4886-01 03/05/2012 1 A 61 25.000 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Tcode 61 Process Service

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 35.00 Process Service on Harvey Whittemore by Junes Legal Service, Inc.
Invoice# 12101604

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH10/25/20124886.01 1 A 61

08/08/2013 890.00 Process Service - Jon Lash Chief Operating Officer of Defendant

Pardee Homes of Nevada - Legal Process Service

ARCH25.0001 A 614886.01

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

10/04/2013 809.06 Process Service Oversize printing - Quivx ARCH4886.01 25.0001 A 61

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

25.000 55.00 Process Service

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH4886.01 07/08/2014 1 A 61

• Billable 2,135.56 Process ServiceTotal for Tcode 61

Tcode 62 Hand Delivery

4886.01 08/27/2012 ARCH5.000 5.00 Hand Delivery .

Item: Receipt of Copy of Plaintiffs 4th Supplement Hand Delivered to
Aaron Shipley, Esq.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Receipt of Copy 16.1 Supplement to Aaron Shipeiy, Esq.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

item: Offer of Judgment Hand Delivered to McDonald Carano Wilson,
LLP

WILKES/ WOLFRAM!

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Receipt of Copy (Interrogatories, Request for Productions and

ADMS) Hand Delivered to McDonald Carano Wilson, LLP

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 62

10/29/2012 1 A 62 5.000 ARCH4886.01

04/29/2013 1 A 62 5.000 ARCH4886.01

07/23/2013 5.0004886.01 1 A 62 ARCH

4886.01 08/06/2013 5.0001 A 62 ARCH5.00 Hand Delivery

Item:

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Check and Letter Hand Delivered to McDonald, Carano, Wilson

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Check and Letter Hand Delivered to McDonald Carano Wilson

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Stem: Receipt of Copy - Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact,

Conclusions of Law and Order Hand Delivered to McDonald Carano
Wilson, LLP

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Receipt of Copy - Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to

Expunge Lis Pendens Hand Delivered to McDonald Carano Wilson,

4886.01 10/16/2013 5.0001 A 62 ARCH

4886.01 12/04/2013 1 A 62 ARCH5.000

4886,01 06/27/2014 1 A 62 ARCH5.000

4886.01 07/14/2014 5.0001 A 62 ARCH

LLP

WELKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Declaration of Thomas Wilkes Hand Delivered to Thomas

Wilkes

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Order Picked up from McDonald Carano Wilson

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Check Hand Delivered to John Muije, Esq.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Plaintiff's documents filed 6/29/15 Hand Delivered to McDonald

Carano

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

07/29/2014 5.0004886.01 1 A 62 ARCH

08/04/2014 5.0004886.01 1 A 62 ARCH

4886.01 06/23/2015 1 A 62 5.000 ARCH

06/30/2015 1 A 62 5.0004886.01 ARCH
;

SB Monday 05/16/2076 2:18pm
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Tcode 62 Hand Delivery

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: Supplement to Motions Hand Delivered to McDonald Carano

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Hem: 06/19/2015 - Plaintiffs, James Wolfram and Walt Wilkes
Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements Hand Delivered to

Mcdonald Carano Wilson, LLP

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: 07/07/2015 - Motion for Order Requiring Defendant, When

Serving by Electronic Means, to Serve Specific Staff Hand Delivered

to McDonald Carano Wilson, LLP

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5.00 Hand Delivery

Item: 07/07/201 5 - Notice of Motion - Motion for Attorneys Fees Hand

Delivered to McDonald Carano Wilson, LLP

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

5. 00 Hand Delivery

Item: Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion to Retax Costs Hand

Delivered to McDonald Carano - 7/08/15

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 06/30/2015 ARCH5.0001 A 62

4886.01 07/21/2015 1 A 62 ARCH5.000

07/21/2015 1 A 62 5.000 ARCH4886.01

07/21/2015 5.000 ARCH4886.01 1 A 62

09/21/2015 5.0004886.01 A 62 ARCH

90.00 Hand Delivery: : BillableTotal forTcode 62

Tcode 64 FAX Transaction Charges

11/08/2007 1 A 64 4.50 FAX Transaction Charges - Correspondence from Hope Samworth to

client

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 1.500 ARCH

4.50 FAX Transaction ChargesTotal for Tcode 64 .Billable

Tcode 65 Copy charges

4886.01 09/27/2011 0.300 1 94.40 Copy charges - Various documents (648 pgs @ .30)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

329.49 Medium Litigation Copy services Qulvx invoice 78979 1/20/12

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 65 ARCH

01/31/2012 0.3004886.01 1 A 65 ARCH

BillableTotal for Tcode 65 523.89 Copy charges

Tcode 68 Recording fee to CLARK COUNTY RECORDER for
4886.01 11/01/2013 1 A 68 13.00 Recording fee to CLARK COUNTY RECORDER - James M. ARCH

Jimmerson, Esq.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

68.00 Recording fee Lincoln County Recorder

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

71 .00 Recording fee to CLARK COUNTY RECORDER

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 03/28/2014 1 A 68 ARCH

4886.01 03/28/2014 1 A 68 ARCH

04/1 8/20144886.01 1 A 68 1.00 Recording fee Lincoln County Recorder ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

•Billable 153.00 Recording fee to CLARK COUNTY RECORDER forTotal for Tcode 68

Tcode 71 Witness fee

4886.01 11/09/2011 26.00 Witness fee Custodian of Records pf Stewart Title

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 71 ARCH

4886.01 11/09/2011 26.00 Witness fee Custodian of Records of Coyote Springs Investments1 A 71 ARCH

LLC

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

26.00 Witness fee Chicago Title

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

26.00 Witness fee - Pardee Homes of Nevada - Trial Subpoena

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 11/14/2011 1 A 71 ARCH

04/05/2013 ARCH4886.01 1 A 71

SB Monday 05/1 5/201 6 2:18 pm
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Tcode 71 Witness fee

4886.01 04/05/2013 ARCH400.00 Witness fee - Trial Subpoena - Jon Lash

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 71

400.00 Witness fee - Trial Subpoena - Harvey Whittmore ARCH4886.01 04/05/2013 1 A 71

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

-400,00 Witness fee Void ck Pardee Homes of NV

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

-400.00 Witness fee Void Harvey Whittmore

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
-400,00 Witness fee Void Jon Lash

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

300,00 Witness fee - Harvey Whittmore

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

300.00 Witness fee - Jon Lash

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

26.00 Witness fee - Klif Andreas

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

104.00 Witness tee - Chelsea Peltier - Kenneth Hanifan

04/05/2013 ARCH4886.01 1 A 71

4886.01 04/05/2013 ARCH1 A 71

04/05/2013 1 A 71 ARCH4886.01

4886.01 ARCH07/11/2013 1 A 71

07/11/2013 1 A 714886.01 ARCH

12/10/20134886.01 1 A 71 ARCH

12/11/2013 26.000 Jerry Slater -Jim ARCH4886.01 1 A 71

Rizzi -

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

BillableTotal for Tcode 71 : .. 434,00 Witness fee /

Tcode 76 Filing fees for

4886.01 10/20/2013 3.50 Filing fees for Joint Pre-Trial Memorandum Pursuant to EDCR 2.67
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing fees for Plaintiffs Supplement to Their Opposition to Defendants

Motion for Partial Summary Judgment

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing fees for Plaintiffs Pretrial Disclosures Pursuant to NRCP

16.1a3

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing fees for Plaintiffs Pre-Trial Disclosures Pursuant to NRCP

16. 1 A3

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing fees for Notice of Entry of Order

W3LKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Filing fees for Notice of Entry of Order

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 76 ARCH

10/20/20134886.01 1 A 76 ARCH

10/20/20134886.01 1 A 76 ARCH

10/20/20134886.01 1 A 76 ARCH

4886.01 10/25/2013 1 A 76 ARCH

10/25/20134886.01 1 A 76 ARCH

4886.01 10/25/2013 1 A 76 3,50 Filing fees for Trial Brief ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

42.00 Recording fee

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

45.00 Recording Fee

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

03/17/20144886.01 1 A 76 ARCH

4886.01 03/17/2014 1 A 76 ARCH

Total for Tcode 76 111.50 Filing fees forBillable

Tcode 86 Requested documents

4886.01 09/30/2012 1 A 86 107.33 Requested documents 10/8/1 2 Clark County Recorder Map Copies

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH

Total for Tcode 86 107.33 Requested documents :Billable

Tcode 88 Duplicate

4886.01 01/18/2012 242.21 Duplicate CD and 3" binder Quivx invoice 78917 1/17/11

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

231.16 Oversize printing - Quivx

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 88 ARCH

11/05/20134886.01 1 A 88 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Tcode 88 Duplicate

Total for Tcode 88 Billable : 473.37 Duplicate V

Tcode 103 Write off costs

4886.01 10/25/2011 1 A 103 975.00 Courtesy Discount per James J. Jimmerson, Esq ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

-550.00 Courtesy Discount per JJJ

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

-2,000.00 Courtesy Discount per JJJ

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

11/19/20114886.01 1 A 103 ARCH

4886.01 05/20/2012 1 A 103 ARCH

Total for Tcode 103 -1,575.00 Write off costs .•Billable

Tcode 108 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period:

4886.01 02/01/2012 1 A 108 72.26 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 01/01/2012 -

01/31/2012

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

216.40 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 10/01/2012 -

10/31/2012

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1.82 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 11/20/2012 -

1/20/2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

117.89 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 11/20/2012 -

1/20/2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

37.29 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 11/20/2012 -

1/20/2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

847.04 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: March 2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

132.34 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: April 20, 2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

753.07 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: May 21, 2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

715.50 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: July 2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

359.12 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: July 201 3

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH

4886.01 10/31/2012 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 11/30/2012 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 12/17/2012 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 01/17/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 04/20/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 05/20/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 07/20/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 08/20/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 09/20/2013 1 A 108 564.96 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: Sept 2013 ARCH
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

363.00 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: September 2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

13.78 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: November 2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
1 15.21 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 1 1.21 .2013 -

12.20.2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

171 .26 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 1 1.21.2013 -

12.20.2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

286.82 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 1 1.21 .2013 -

12.20.2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

390.00 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 11.21.2013 -

12.20.2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

51 8.19 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: May 21 r 2015 - June

20, 2015

4886.01 10/20/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 11/20/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886,01 12/10/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 12/12/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 12/13/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886,01 12/13/2013 1 A 108 ARCH

4886.01 06/26/2015 1 A 108 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Tcode 108 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period:

Rate Amount

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

41.93 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period: 7.21.2015 -

8.20.2015

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH4886.01 08/13/2015 26 A 108

101.36 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period:26 A 108 ARCH4886.01 09/09/2015

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2,1 13.39 Westlaw legal research charges, Usage Period:

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 108 ARCH4886.01 03/20/2016

7,932.63 Westlaw legal research charges. Usage Period: : :BillableTotal for Tcode 108 :

Tcode 121 Electronic Filing

4886.01 12/29/2010 3.50 Electronic Filing - Complaint

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 01/14/2011 3.50 Electronic Filing - Amended Complaint1 A 121 ARCH
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 1214886.01 02/11/2011 3.50 Electronic Filing - Amended Summons - Civil ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
4886.01 03/03/2011 1 A 121 ARCH3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Intent to Take Default

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Petition for Exemption from Arbitration

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 1 A 12105/10/2011 ARCH

4886.01 09/26/2011 5,50 Electronic Filing - Joint Case Conference Report1 A 121 ARCH
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
4886,01 1 A 1211 1/02/2011 3.50 Electronic Filing - Motion for Preferential Trial Setting ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Certificate of Service4886.01 11/02/2011 1 A 121 ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs James Wolfram and Walt Wilkes' Motion

to Extend Discovery Deadlines on Order Shortening Time (First

Request)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Receipt of Copy - Motion to Extend Discovery
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - notice of Hearing for Preferential Trial Setting

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Motion for Preferential Trial Setting

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Hearing of Motion for Preferential Trial
Setting

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 A 1214886.01 08/15/2012 ARCH

4886.01 08/16/2012 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 08/31/2012 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 09/04/2012 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 09/04/2012 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 09/04/2012 1 A 121 ARCH3.50 Electronic Filing - Motion for Preferential Trial Setting

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
4886.01 09/04/2012 1 A 121 3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Hearing of Motion for Preferential Trial ARCH

Setting

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 1 A 121 3.50 Electronic Filing •• Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion for Preferential

Trial Setting

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3,50 Electronic Filing - Subpoena - Whittemore

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Opposition to Defendant's Motion for Summary

Judgment and Plaintiffs Counter Motion for Partial Summary

Judgment

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Motion to File Exhibits Under Seal

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

10/25/2012 ARCH

4886.01 10/29/2012 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 11/07/2012 1 A 121 ARCH

1 A 1214886.01 11/09/2012 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Tcode 121 Electronic Filing

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Affidavit of James J. Jimmerson, Esq.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Certificate of Service

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH11/09/20124886,01 1 A 121

ARCH11/09/2012 1 A 1214886.01

3,50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Entry of Order11/14/2012 ARCH4886.01 1 A 121

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
1 A 121 3.50 Electronic Filing - Order Granting Plaintiffs Countermotion for ARCH4886.01 03/14/2013

Summary Judgment

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
03/15/2013 1 A 121 3.50 Electronic Filing ARCH4886.01

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Fifing

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS: PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Entry of Order
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants Motion in

Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs Claim for Attorney's Fees as an Element
of Damages MIL 1

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants Motion in Limine
to Plaintiffs Claim for Damages in the Form of Compensation for
Time MIL 2

WELKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants Motion in

Limine to exclude Parol Evidence MIL 3

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Opposition to defendant's Motion in

Limine to Exclude all Documents and Witnesses Disclosed After the
Close of Discovery (MIL #4)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendant's Motion in

Limine to Exclude all Documents and Witnesses Disclosed After the

Close of Discovery (MIL #4)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to File a Second

Amended Complaint

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to

file a Second Amended Complaint.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to

to file a Second Amended Complaint.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH4886.01 1 A 12103/15/2013

4886.01 03/15/2013 ARCH1 A 121

4886.01 03/20/2013 ARCH1 A 121

:

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886,01 03/20/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 03/20/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 03/21/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

03/22/2013 1 A 1214886.01 ARCH

4886.01 03/22/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 04/02/2013 1 A 121 3.50 Electronic Filing - Order Denying Defendant's Motion for Summary ARCH
judgment

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Entry of Order
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Amended Notice of Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion for

Leave to File a Second Amended Complaint.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Supplement to Motion for Leave to File a

Second Amended complaint Pursuant to the Courts Order on Hearing
on April 26, 2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Supplement to Motion for Leave to File a

Second Amended Compialnt Pursuant to the Courts Order on Hearing

on April 26, 2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

4886.01 04/03/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 04/10/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 05/10/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 05/10/2013 ARCH1 A 121

Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pmSB

JA011435



Date: 05/1 6/2016 Page: 23Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

Trans

Dale

H Tcode/

Tmkr P Task CodeClient

Tcode 121 Electronic Filing

Ref#Rale Amount

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to File a

Second Amended Complaint

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Entry of Order

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Entry of Order on Hearing of Hearing
4-26-13

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 06/05/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 12106/05/2013 ARCH

4886.01 06/06/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 121 3.50 Electronic Filing - Second Amended Complaint06/06/2013 ARCH
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to File Supplements to

Their Oppositions to Defendants Motions in Limine on an Order
Shortening Time

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Receipt of Copy

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 06/27/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/27/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 12107/15/2013 3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's Counterclaim ARCH
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Motion in Limine to Admit Retainer

Agreement

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit the September

1, 2004 Commission Letter Agreement (MIL #1)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs1 Motion in Limine to Admit the Option

Agreement for the Purchase of Real Property and Joint Escrow
Instruction (MIL #2)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA '
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment to

the Option Agreement for the Purchase of Real Property and Joint

Escrow Instruction (MIL #3)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment

No. 2 to the Option Agreement for the Purchase of Real Property and

Joint Escrow instruction (MIL #4)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amended and
REstated Option Agreement for the Purchase of Real Property and

Joint Escrow Instruction (MIL #5)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Fifing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment

No. 1 to the Amended and Restated Option Agreement for the
Purchase of Real Property and Joint Escrow Instruction (MIL #6)

WfLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment

No. 2 to the Amended and Restated Option Agreement for the

Purchase of Real Property and Joint Escrow Instruction (MIL #7)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment

No. 3 to the Amended and Restated Option Agreement for the

Purchase of Real Property and Joint Escrow Instruction (MIL # #8)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH!

4886.01 07/18/2013 3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment

No. 5 to the Amended and Restated Option Agreement for the

Purchase of Real Property and Joint Escrow Instruction (MIL # 10)

ARCH1 A 121

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment

No. 6 to the Amended and Restated Option Agreement for the

Purchase of Real Property and Joint Escrow Instruction (MIL # 1 1)

ARCH1 A 1214886.01 07/18/2013

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Page: 29Date: 05/16/2016 Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.O.

H Teode/

Date Tmkr P Task Code

Trans

Ref #AmountClient Rate

Tcode 121 Electronic Filing

ARCH3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment

No. 7 to the Amended and Restated Option Agreement for the
Purchase of Real Property and Joint Escrow Instruction (MIL# 12)
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Amendment

No. 8 to the Amended and Restated Option Agreement for the
Purchase of Real Property and Joint Escrow Instruction (MIL # 13)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Parcel Map
Recorded in the Clark County Recorder's Office in File 98, Page 57
(MIL# 14)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Motion in Limine to Admit Plat Map

Recorded In the Clark county Recorders Office in Book 1 38 Page 51
(MIL 15)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Parcel Map

Recorded in the Clark County Recorder's Office in File 116, Page 35

(MIL #16)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121

4886.01 07/18/2013 ARCH1 A 121

4886.01 07/18/2013 ARCH1 A 121

4886.01 07/18/2013 ARCH1 A 121

1 A 121 ARCH4886.01 07/18/2013

4883.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Parcel Map

Recorded in the Clark county Recorder's Office in File 117, Page 18

ARCH

(MIL #17)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs1 Motion in Limine to Admit Plat Map

Recorded in Ctark County Recorder's Office in Book 140, Page 57
(MIL# 18)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit Parcel Map
Recorded In the Clark County Recorder's Office In File 113, Page 55
(MIL# 19)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit the April 6,

2009 Letter from Jim Stringer, Jr. to James Wolfram (MIL # 20)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Motion in Limine to Admit the November
24, 2009 Letter from Jon Lash to James Wolfram (MIL #21)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit the August 23,

2007 Letter from Jon Lash to Wait Wilkes and James Wolfram (MIL
#22)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit the July 10.

2009 Letter from James J. Jimmerson, Esq. (MIL #23)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Admit the March 14,

2008 Letter from Jon Lash and Walt Wilkes (MIL #24)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine to Permit James J.

Jimmerson, Esq. to Testify Concerning Plaintiff Attorney's Fees and
Costs (MIL #25)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Affidavit of Service Trial Subpoena Witness
Whittemore

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Affidavit of Service Trial Subpoena Witness
Whittemore

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

1 A 1214886.01 07/18/2013 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4885.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/18/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/22/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/22/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/22/2013 3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Supplemental opposition to Defendants

Motion in Limine to Plaintiffs Claim for Damages in fhe Form of
Compensation for Time (MIL 2)

1 A 121 ARCH

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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Page: 30Date: 05/16/2016 Detail Cost Transaction File List
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

H Tcode/

Tmkr P Task Code

Trans

Date Ref HClient

Tcode 121 Electronic Filing

4836.01 07/23/2013

AmountRate

3.50 Electronic Filing - Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to File
Supplements to Their Opposition to Defendants Motion in Limine

ARCH1 A 121

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Entry of Order

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Affidavit of Service on Lash Trial Subpoena

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Omnibus Reply in Further Support of
Motion in Limine 6 Through 13, 21 through 22

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Omnibus Notice of Withdrawal of Motion
in Limine 1 through 5. 20 and 23-25

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Omnibus Reply in Further Support of

Motion in Limine 6 through 19, and 21 through 22

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Suggestion of Death on the Record

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Amended Certificate of Service - suggestion of

Death

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Motion for Substitution of Parties

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact, Conclusions of

Law and Order

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Fiiing - Receipt of Copy - Findings of Fact, Conclusions of

Law

WtLKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Affidavit of Acceptance of Service

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Receipt of Copy - Opposition to Defendant's Motion
to Expunge Lis Pendens

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Fiiing - Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendant's Motion to
Expunge Lis Pendens and for Sanctions regarding Plaintiffs' Violation

of the Court's Protective Order

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Reply in Support of Motion for Substitution of

Parties and Angela L. Limbocker-Wilkes' petition for Confirmation of
Appointment as Trustee of the Walter D. Wilkes and Angela L.

Limbocker-Wilkes Living Trust.

WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Fifing - Certificate of Service - Reply in Support of Motion

for Substitution of Parties and Petition

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Fiiing - Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Appearance - A. Limbocker-Wilkes

WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Thomas Wilkes1 Waiver of Notice of
Hearings of Angela L. Limbocker-Wifkes Petition for Confirmation of
Appointment as Trustee of Waiter D. Wilkes and Angela L.

Limbocker-Wilkes Living Trust

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Order Confirming Angela L Limbocker-Wilkes1
Appointment as Trustee of the Walter D. Wilkes and Angela L.

Limbocker-Wilkes Living Trust and Order Substituting Angela L.

Limbocker-Wilkes as Trustee of the Walter D. Wilkes and Angela L.

Limbocker-Wilkes Trust in the Place of Plaintiff Walt Wilkes,

ARCH1 A 1214836.01 07/24/2013

ARCH4886.01 07/31/2013 1 A 121

4836.01 ARCH1 A 12109/16/2013

4886.01 09/16/2013 ARCH1 A 121

4886.01 09/16/2013 1 A 121 ARCH

1 A 1214886.01 03/20/2014 ARCH

4886.01 03/24/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/12/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/27/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886,01 1 A 121 ARCH06/30/2014

4886.01 1 A 12107/02/2014 ARCH

4886.01 07/14/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4836.01 07/14/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/24/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/25/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/25/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/25/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/30/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 121 ARCH08/14/2014

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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THE JiMMERSON LAW FIRM, P,C.

Trans

Date

H Tccde/

Tmkr P Task CodeClient

Tcode 121 Electronic Filing

Ref#Rate Amount

Deceased.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Entry of Order

WfLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 03/15/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

3.50 Electronic Filing Notice of Angela L. Limbocker-Wilkes Petition for

Confirmation of Appointment as Trustee of Walter D. Wilkes and

Angela L. Limbocker-Wilkes Living Trust

4886.01 08/18/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to File Second Amended

Complaint on Order Shortening Time

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Accounting Brief Pursuant to the Court's

Order Entered on June 25, 2014

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs, James Wolfram and Walt Wilkes'

Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Motion to Strike "Judgment1' Entered June 15, 2015

Pursuant to N.R.C. P. 52 (B) and N.R.C.P, 59, As Unnecessary and

Duplicative Orders of Final Orders Entered on June 25, 2014 and May

13, 2015, and as such, Is a Fugitive Document.
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plantiffs Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and 59 to

Amend Court's Judgment entered on June 15, 2015, etc.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Opposition to Pardee's Motion for

Attorney's Fees and Costs

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Association of Counsel

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Supplement to Plaintiffs' Pending Motion for

Attorney's Fees and Costs, Motion to Strike Judgment, Motion

Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend the Court's

Judgment and Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion for Attorney's

Fees and Costs.

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS, PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Fifing - Receipt of Copy - Supplement to Motion

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Receipt of Copy - 3 Motions and i Opposition filed

6/19/15

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Motion on Plaintiff s Motion for Attorney

Fees and Costs

WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 08/18/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 08/25/2014 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/19/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/29/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/29/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/29/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/30/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/30/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 06/30/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/01/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/04/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/06/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/06/2015 1 A 121 2.50 Electronic Filing - Complaint for Damages ARCH
WiLKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Receipt of Copy - Notice of Motion regarding

Attorney Fees

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiff's Motion for Order Requiring Defendant,

When Serving by Electronic Means, to Serve Three Specific Persons

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Errata to Strike "Judgment". Entered June 15, 2015
Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59, as Unnecessary and

Duplicative Orders of Final Orders Entered on June 25, 2014 and May

13, 2015 and as such, is a Fugitive Document

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Receipt of Copy - Motion for Order regarding

4886.01 07/07/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/07/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/08/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/08/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18 pm
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H Tcode/
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Tcode 121 Electronic Filing

Electronic Service

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3,50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiff's Opposition to Pardee's Motion to Retax
Costs

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Errata to Plaintiff's Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b)

and 59 to Amend the Court's Judgment entered on June 15, 2015 to
Amend the Findings of Fact/Conclusions of Law and Judgment

contained therein, Specifically Referred ti in the Language Included in
the Judgment at Page 2, Lines 8 through 13 and the judgment at

Page 2, Lines 18 through 23 to Delete the Same or Amend the Same
to Reflect the True Fact tat Plaintiff Prevailed on their Entitlement to

the First Claim for Relief for an Accounting and Damages for their
Second Claim for Relief of Breach of Contract, and Their Third claim

for Relief for Breach of the Implied Covenant for Good Faith and Fair
Dealing and that Defendant Never Received a Judgment in its form

and Against Plaintiff's Whatsoever as Mistakenly Stated Within the
Court's Latest "Judgment"

WELKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Receipt of Copy - Opposition to Motion to Retax
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiff's Opposition to Pardee Homes of Nevada's

Motion to Amend Judgment and Countermolion for Attorney's Fees

WILKES/ WOLFRAM
VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Notice of Filing

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Declaration of John W. Muije, Esq, in Support of
Motion for Reconsideration

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 07/08/2015 ARCH1 A 121

4886.01 07/08/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 1 A 121 ARCH07/10/2015

4886.01 07/17/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/20/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/24/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 07/24/2015 1 A 121 3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' motion for Reconsideration, Ex Parte
(With Notice) of Application for Order Shortening Time regarding

Stay of Execution and Order Shortening Time regarding Stay of
Execution and Order Shortening Time regarding Stay of Execution

ARCH

WILKES/WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Repiy to Defendant's Opposition to

Plaintiff's Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend

the Court's Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs Repiy to Defendant's Opposition to

Plaintiffs Motion to Strike "Judgment" Entered June 15, 2015

Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

3.50 Electronic Filing - Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendat's Opposition to

Plaintiffs Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

4886.01 09/11/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 09/11/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

4886.01 09/11/2015 1 A 121 ARCH

Total for Tcode 121 431.50 Electronic Filing: Billable

Tcode 122 Copy Charges

4886.01 10/22/2012 1 A 122 1,020.00 Copy Charges - Document Production (10,200 pgs @ .10)

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

0.100 ARCH

Total forTcode 122 : . 1,020.00 Copy ChargesBillable

Tcode 127 Transcript

4886.01 10/08/2012 1 A 127 1 ,537.75 Original and 1 Certified Copy of Transcript of Jon Lash - Litigation

Service - Invoice 904768

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
924.15 Original and 1 Certified Copy of Transcript of; Harvey Whittemore,

Esq. by Litigation Services Invoice # 906158

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA
36.60 Transcripts from Jennifer Church, Court Reporter - Check # 57707

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

60.00 Transcript final payment for hearing 12/12/13 - Jennifer Church

ARCH

4886.01 10/19/2012 1 A 127 ARCH

4886.01 12/13/2012 1 A 127 ARCH

4886.01 12/13/2013 1 A 127 ARCH

SB Monday 05/16/2016 2:18pm
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Trans H Tcode/
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Tcode 127 Transcript

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

2,558.50 Transcript1 •Total for Tcode 127 Billable

Tcode 134 Legal document research at Federal Court serviced by PACER SERVICE

4886.01 10/21/2012 1 A 134 2.20 Legal document research at Federal Court serviced by PACER

SERVICE CENTER usage period: 07/01/12 - 07/31/12

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

ARCH

Total for Tcode 134 Billable 2.20 ; Legal document research at Federal Court serviced by PACER

Tcode 146 Subpoena Cost

4886.01 11/22/2011 1 A 146 35.00 Subpoena Cost Custodian of Records of Chicago Title 11/10/11

Corporate invoice 127972

WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 20.00 Subpoena Cost Amended Notice Custodian of Records of Chicago

Title 11/14/11 Corporate invoice 127975
WILKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

1 55.00 Subpoena Cost Subpoena Custodian of Records of Stewart Title

11/15/11 Corporate invoice 127974

WELKES/ WOLFRAM

VS. PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA

210.00 Subpoena Cost Custodian of Records, Stewart Title of Nevada
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CLERK OF THE COURT 
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8 

9 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

10 JAMES WOLFRAM, 
WALT WILKES 

vs. 

Plaintiffs, 

PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA, 

Defendant. 

AND RELATED CLAIMS 

CASE NO.: A-10-632338-C 
DEPT NO.: IV 

PARDEE'S MOTION TO RETAX 
PLAINTIFFS' MEMORANDUM OF 
COSTS FILED MAY 23,2016 

Pursuant to NRS 18.110(4), Defendant Pardee Homes of Nevada ("Pardee") 

moves the Court to retax and settle the costs claimed in Plaintiffs' Memorandum of 

20 Costs and Disbursements. See Plaintiffs James Wolfram and Walt Wilkes' 

21 Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements, filed with the Court on May 23, 2016. What 

22 is most notable about Plaintiffs' recent Memorandum of Costs is that they have grossly 

23 inflated their claimed costs since the last time they filed a memorandum of costs, with 

24 no justification for doing SO.1 Moreover, Plaintiffs have not made the required 

25 

26 

27 

28 
1 As the Court will recall, Plaintiffs previously filed a Memorandum of Costs on June 19, 
2015, requesting $50,897.03 in costs. Now, after limited post-judgment motion 
practice, Plaintiffs claim $69,395.27 in costs, an increase of $18,498.24 (equal to 36%). 
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1 demonstration under Cadle Co. v. Woods & Erickson LLP entitling them to be awarded 

2 any sum. 

3 This Motion is based on NRS 18.110(4), the pleadings and papers on file, the 

4 attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, and any oral argument the Court may 

5 entertain at the hearing of this Motion. 

6 DATED this 31 st day of May, 2016. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

McDONALD CARANO WILSON LLP 

/s/ Rory T. Kay 
PAT LUNDVALL (NBSN #3761) 
RORY T. KAY (NSB #12416) 
2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 1200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 

Attorneys for Pardee Homes of Nevada 

NOTICE OF MOTION 

TO: All Parties and Their Counsel of Record: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will bring the foregoing 

PARDEE'S MOTION TO RETAX PLAINTIFFS' MEMORANDUM OF COSTS FILED 

MAY 23, 2016 for hearing before the above-entitled Court on the 11 day of 
CHAMBERS 

JUL Y , 2016 at the hour of in Department IV of the above-entitled Court, or 

as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 

MCDONALD CARANO WILSON LLP 

/s/ Rory T. Kay 
PAT LUNDVALL (NSBN 3761) 
RORY KAY (NSBN 12416) 
2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 1000 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 

Attorneys for Pardee Homes of Nevada 
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1 

2 I. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

ARGUMENT. 

3 A. Legal Standard. 

4 Plaintiffs now claim that they are entitled to $69,395.27 in costs pursuant to NRS 

5 18.110 and 18.020(3). NRS 18.110 states that "the party in whose favor judgment is 

6 rendered, and who claims costs, must file ... within 5 days after the entry of judgment. 

7 .. a memorandum of the items of the costs in the action or proceeding ... [that] have 

8 been necessarily incurred in the action or proceeding." NRS 18.110(1). 

9 Although NRS 18.110 and 18.020 give district courts considerable discretion in 

10 determining costs, the statutes do not grant unlimited discretion. See Cadle Co. v. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Woods & Erickson, LLP, 131 Nev. Adv. Op. 15, 345 P.3d 1049, 1054 (Mar. 26, 2015). 

Instead, awarded costs must always be proven to be reasonable, necessary, and 

actually incurred, and parties cannot "simply estimate a reasonable amount of costs" 

without providing documentation of reasonableness and necessity. See id.; see also 

Bobby Berosini, Ltd. v. PETA, 114 Nev. 1348, 1352,971 P.2d 383, 385 (1998); Gibellini 

v. Klindt, 110 Nev. 1201, 1205-06,885 P.2d 540, 543 (1994). In sum, a party seeking 

cost recovery must provide the required justifying documentation or else receive 

nothing. 

At minimum, the party seeking recovery must provide the documentary evidence 

to demonstrate that the expense was actually incurred. See Cadle Co., 131 Nev. Adv. 

Op. 15, 345 P.3d at 1244. And then a party must go beyond that documentation by 

explaining that the "costs were reasonable, necessary and actually incurred." See 

Cadle. Co., 131 Nev. Adv. Op. 15, 345 P .3d at 1244. An affidavit or verification from 

the party's counsel telling the trial court that costs were reasonable and 

necessary is not sufficient under the statutes; instead, the party must "demonstrate 

how such fees were necessary to and incurred in the present action." Id. Thus, mere 

invoices or line items showing the cost's amount and date are insufficient to determine 

reasonableness and necessity under the statutes. See id. Rather the party must go 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

19 
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21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

beyond providing mere documents and instead demonstrate why each cost was 

reasonable and necessary. Id.; see also Sheehan & Sheehan v. Nelson Malley and 

Co., 121 Nev. 481, 493, 117 P.3d 219, 227 (2005) ("Reasonable costs must be actual 

and reasonable, 'rather than a reasonable estimate or calculation of such costs."'). 

Plaintiffs not only failed to offer the required documentary evidence, but they also failed 

to prove the reasonableness or necessity of the requested costs. 

NRS 18.005 sets limits as to what types of costs may be recovered. Specifically, 

the statute provides for recovery of the following: 

1. Clerks' fees. 

2. Reporters' fees for depositions, including a reporter's fee for one copy of 
each deposition. 

3. Jurors' fees and expenses. 

4. Fees for witnesses at trial, pretrial hearings and deposing witnesses, 
unless the Court finds that the witness was called unnecessarily or 
without reason. 

5. Reasonable fees of not more than five expert witnesses not exceeding a 
fee of $1 ,500 for each witness unless the Court otherwise approves. 

6. Reasonable fees of necessary interpreters. 

7. The fee of any sheriff or licensed process server for the delivery or service 
of any summons or subpoena used in the action. 

8. Compensation for the official reporter. 

9. Reasonable costs for any bond or undertaking required as part of the 
action. 

10. Fees for a court bailiff or deputy marshal required to work overtime during 
the action. 

11. Reasonable costs for telecopies. 

12. Reasonable costs for photocopies. 

13. Reasonable costs for long distance telephone calls. 

14. Reasonable costs for postage. 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
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8 
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15. Reasonable costs for travel and lodging incurred in taking depositions and 
conducting discovery. 

16. Filing fees pursuant to NRS 19.0335 

17.Any other reasonable and necessary expense incurred in connection with 
the action, including reasonable and necessary expenses for 
computerized services for legal research. 

See NRS 18.005. 

B. Plaintiffs Are Not Entitled to Any Cost Recovery Under NRS 18.110 and 
NRS 18.020. 

1. Plaintiffs' Claimed Costs Are Presumptively Unreasonable, Grossly 
Inflated and Do Not Conform to NRS 18.005's List of Recoverable 
Costs. 

Plaintiffs previously submitted a Memorandum of Costs on June 19, 2015. See 

Plaintiffs [First] Memorandum of Costs, on file with the Court. By its express terms, 

Plaintiffs' first Memorandum of Costs covered all costs through May 20, 2015 and 

totaled $50,897.03. In the current Memorandum of Costs, however, covering all costs 

through May 23, 2016, Plaintiffs now suddenly claim $69,395.27 in costs, or an 

increase of $18,498.24 or 36%. The largest increases come in the categories covering 

transcripts ($980 increase), photocopies and printing ($1,346.80), legal research 

($2,774.87), and "professional services" ($12,651.81). Compare Plaintiffs' First 

Memorandum of Costs with Plaintiffs' Second Memorandum of Costs. 

There is no basis for this massive and unexpected increase. The parties have 

not engaged in substantial litigation since the three-week trial concluded. In fact, the 

parties have only filed limited post-judgment motions, which Plaintiffs' counsel 

frequently claimed were merely repackaged versions of arguments the parties had 

already made. See generally Transcript of January 15, 2016 Hearing, on file with the 

Court. There was no reasonable basis to incur over $4,000 in charges for photocopies 

and legal research. 

In looking closer at Plaintiffs' claimed costs during the post-judgment 

proceedings, however, their ruse becomes clear. Plaintiffs' inclusion of charges for 

5 

JA011446



g"'", 

1 "professional services," which are not listed as recoverable charges under NRS 18.005, 

2 shows the deception they foist upon this Court. As described by Plaintiffs' "supporting" 

3 Detail Cost Transaction File List, the cost of $12,651.81 that Plaintiffs now claim as 

4 "professional services" under "Tcode 49" was for the legal fees of John. W. Muije, Esq. 

5 when Plaintiffs attempted to prematurely collect under the Court's previous signed 

6 judgment. See Exhibits to Plaintiffs' Second Memorandum; see a/so Order on Pardee's 

7 Emergency Motion to Stay Execution, on file with the Court. Indeed, this was the very 

8 judgment that the Plaintiffs asked the Court to strike. It should be evident that 

9 attorney's fees incurred in litigation are not recoverable costs, lest a party be allowed to 

10 double recover, yet Plaintiffs deceptively include Muije's attorney's fees in their 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Memorandum of Costs. There is no basis in Nevada law for claiming Muije's attorney's 

fees as a "cost," and the Court should not reward Plaintiffs for their deception in 

including his attorney's fees as a cost. 

Moreover, many of Plaintiffs' other claimed costs similarly do not conform to 

NRS 18.005 or are so vague as to be unclear as to whether they do. For example, 

although NRS 18.005 allows for recovery of reporters' fees for depositions, it does not 

expressly provide for recovery of costs to obtain transcripts. Nevertheless, Plaintiffs 

claim $20,288.10 for "transcripts." 

Plaintiffs also claim unspecified "Fax Transaction Charges" though NRS 18.005 

does not list these "charges" in the recoverable costs. 

Plaintiffs further demand almost $5,000.00 for "service of process," though NRS 

18.005 allows only service fees for "any summons or subpoena sued in the action." 

Plaintiffs make no attempt to explain why nearly $5,000 in process fees was reasonable 

or necessary in this matter. Indeed, Plaintiffs separately list $520.00 for "subpoena 

costs," making it unclear as to whether they are trying to double recover for service of 

subpoenas. 

Plaintiffs also include $613.90 for "expert fees," but never retained or called any 

expert witness at trial. In fact, Plaintiffs' supporting documentation shows the expense 
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1 to be an unrecoverable fee again for John W. Muije, Esq. See Detail Cost Transaction 

2 File List at p. 2. 

3 In sum, all of Plaintiffs' claimed costs are outside of those expressly allowed by 

4 NRS 18.005. Importantly, since Plaintiffs failed to give the underlying documents 

5 substantiating the claimed costs, or provide an explanation of them, Pardee cannot 

6 even address all of them to determine if any are legitimate. The Court should therefore 

7 deny Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs because it fails to meet the statutory 

8 prerequisites to recover costs. 

9 

10 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

2. Plaintiffs have not provided the Court with any basis to conclude 
their claimed costs were reasonable and necessary. 

As Cadle Co. makes clear, a party must go beyond simply providing an invoice 

or line item detailing the claimed costs. Cadle. Co., 131 Nev. Adv. Op. 15, 345 P.3d at 

1244. The Nevada Supreme Court held in that case that a generalized affidavit from 

counsel telling "the court that costs were reasonable and necessary" is not sufficient 

under the statutes. Id. Instead, the affidavit and supporting documentation must 

"demonstrate how such [costs] were necessary to and incurred in the present action." 

Id. A party is not permitted to supply such information after the fact. 

Under any possible reading of Cadle Co.'s standard, Plaintiffs' Memorandum of 

Costs is deficient in all respects. In "justifying" Plaintiffs' claimed costs, Plaintiffs' 

counsel's verification states only that "he believes those charges to be true and correct, 

and to be reasonably and necessarily incurred in this action or proceeding." See 

Memorandum at 4:5-11. The Memorandum of Costs itself is only a paragraph long and 

does not provide any demonstration as to how such costs "were necessary to and 

incurred in the present action." See id. at 2:1-6. The supporting documentation 

attached to the Memorandum of Costs shows only an in-office computer-generated list. 

See id. 

Many of the line item entries on the computer-generated list are so vague that 

they do not adequately describe the cost item, much less the necessity for incurring it or 
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1 whether such cost was reasonable. For example, Plaintiffs claim numerous copy costs 

2 associated with "copies of Bate Stamping" (see, e.g., Line Item Entries on 10/18/12), 

3 "copies of Bates" (see, e.g., Line Item Entries on 3/20/13 and 3/29/13), "copies of docs" 

4 (see, e.g., Line Item Entry on 4/2/13) and "copies of copy" (see, e.g., Line Item Entries 

5 on 5/13/13-5/22/13). See Detail Cost Transaction File List, attached as an unlabeled 

6 exhibit to Plaintiffs' Memorandum. On October 15, 2013, Plaintiffs claim a cost of 

7 $106.80 for "copies of (sic)", and a week later on October 22, 2013, they claim a cost of 

8 $223.20 for "copies of copy trial exhibits.,,2 It is unclear what documents or other things 

9 Plaintiffs had copied in any of these entries, much less rising to the "reasonable and 

10 necessarily incurred" standard from Cadle Co. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

The Nevada Supreme Court has been resolute in stating that a district court 

must deny the memorandum of costs, even when a party is prevailing, if it does not 

provide sufficient evidence to support each claimed cost. See Cadle Co., 131 

Nev. Adv. Op. 15,345 P.3d at 1244-45 ("Because the district court had no evidence on 

which to judge the reasonableness or necessity of each photocopy charge, we 

conclude that the court lacked justifying documentation to award photocopy costs."). 

This Court must therefore deny Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs because there is no 

evidence to judge the reasonableness or necessity of their claimed costS.3 

2 Many of these unclear entries are for substantial amounts. A November 22, 2013 
entry for "copies of Bates Stamping" is $108.40, followed by another entry that same 
day in the amount of $216.40 for "copies of Bates." See Detail Cost Transaction File 
List, attached as an unlabeled exhibit to Plaintiffs' Memorandum. Two days later, 
Plaintiffs claim two more charges for $133.20 and $142.80 for "copies of copy" and 
"copies of Bates Stamping Copy" respectively. See id. Two more days later, Plaintiffs 
claim a $316.20 cost for "copies of Bates Stamping." Under no fair reading of Cadle 
Co. can the Court award Plaintiffs these costs based on their generic and entirely non­
descriptive line item entries. 

3 Additionally, because the Plaintiffs have provided no detail regarding the purported 
reasonableness of many of their claimed costs, Pardee cannot determine if such costs 
are genuinely recoverable under the Nevada statutes. Therefore Pardee reserves the 
right to advance additional reasons why the costs are not recoverable if the Plaintiffs 
provide supplemental explanation at a later date 
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1 3. Plaintiffs were not the prevailing party in the instant litigation. 

2 In their three-page Memorandum of Costs, Plaintiffs do not include any analysis 

3 as to why they are putatively entitled to their costs. Rather Plaintiffs ignore the 

4 prevailing party requirement in this matter for the purposes of NRS 18.110 and NRS 

5 18.020. However, the relevant Nevada cases make clear that Plaintiffs are not the 

6 prevailing party in this litigation. Instead, Pardee prevailed entirely on Plaintiffs' claim to 

7 lost future commissions, the most significant issue in this litigation and the one that 

8 comprised over 90% of Plaintiffs' claimed damages. Pardee's successful defense 

9 against these claimed lost future commissions makes it the prevailing party in this 

10 litigation. 

19 

20 

21 
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24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

NRS 18.020 states that a party is not entitled to costs unless it is the prevailing 

party in the litigation. In litigation involving a contractual provision awarding attorney's 

fees or costs, the Nevada Supreme Court has been clear that a party prevails if it 

"succeeds on any substantial aspect of the case." Davis v. Beling, 128 Nev. Adv. Op. 

28,278 P.3d 501, 515-16 (2012) (quoting Valley E/ec. Ass'n v. Overfield, 121 Nev. 7, 

10, 106 P.3d 1198, 1200 (2005)); see also Hornwood v. Smith's Food King No.1, 105 

Nev. 188, 192,772 P.2d 1284, 1287 (1989). The term "prevailing party" includes both 

plaintiffs and defendants. Moritz v. Hoyt Enterprises, Inc., 604 So. 2d 807, 810 (Fla. 

1992) (awarding attorney's fees to a defendant in a breach-of-contract case where the 

parties were only partially successful in certain of their claims and defenses); see also 

Davis, 128 Nev. Adv. Op. 28, 278 P.3d at 515-16 (noting the term "prevailing party" is 

"broadly construed so as to encompass plaintiffs, counterclaimants and defendants."). 

In conducting this common sense analysis, the district court should be mindful that 

contractual provisions for fees and costs "provide an incentive to settle and reduce 

litigation" rather than pressing forward with trumped up claims or damages. Dimick v. 

Dimick, 112 Nev. 402, 405, 915 P.2d 254, 256 (1996). 

Over 90% of the trial in this case was devoted to Plaintiffs' failed theory that 

Pardee had purchased "Option Property" and therefore Plaintiffs were entitled to 
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1 receive more commissions than they actually did. But when the Court entered 

2 judgment on May 16, 2016, it awarded Plaintiffs $141,500, or only 7% of their claimed 

3 damages, nothing of which was for additional commissions under Plaintiffs' failed 

4 theory. See Judgment, on file with the Court. None of that amount was associated with 

5 "lost future commissions" that Pardee purportedly owed to the Plaintiffs due to Plaintiffs' 

6 theory that Pardee had purchased Option Property. See id. Instead, the Court entirely 

7 rejected Plaintiffs' theory. 

8 Simply put, Pardee successfully defended against the most substantial issue 

9 advanced by Plaintiffs. As such, Plaintiffs were not the prevailing party and therefore 

10 are not entitled to recover any of their costs under either NRS 18.110 or NRS 18.020. 
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II. CONCLUSION. 

Under Cadle Co. and the Nevada Supreme Court's prior precedent, Plaintiffs' 

bare Memorandum of Costs does not satisfy the reasonableness standard required in 

NRS 18.110 and 18.020. Instead, Plaintiffs have attempted to deceive this Court by 

claiming legal fees and grossly inflated charges as new costs incurred since filing their 

original Memorandum of Costs. They have no basis to recover these unreasonable 

fees and costs. Thus, Pardee respectfully requests that the Court deny Plaintiffs' 

Memorandum of Costs. 

DATED this 31st day of May, 2016. 

MCDONALD CARANO WILSON LLP 

/s/ Rory T. Kay 
Pat Lundvall (NSBN 3761) 
Rory T. Kay (NSBN 12416) 
2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 1200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
(702) 873-4100 
(702) 873-9966 Facsimile 

Attorneys for Defendant Pardee Homes of 
Nevada 
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

2 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of McDonald Carano Wilson LLP 

3 and that on the 31 st day of May, 2016, I e-served and e-filed a true and correct copy of 

4 the foregoing PARDEE'S MOTION TO RETAX PLAINTIFFS' MEMORANDUM OF 

5 COSTS FILED MAY 23, 2016 via Wiznet, as utilized in the Eighth Judicial District in 

6 Clark County, Nevada, on the following: 

7 
James J. Jimmerson 

8 Lynn M. Hansen 
JIMMERSON HANSEN, P.C. 

9 415 S. Sixth Street, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

10 
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Attorney for Plaintiffs 

and 

John W. Muije 
John W. Muije & Assoc. 
1840 E. Sahara Ave., #106 
Las Vegas, NV 89104 

Co-Counsel for Plaintiffs 

360255.3 

/s/ Kathy Barrett 
An Employee of McDonald Carano Wilson LLP 
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Plaintiffs' Counter Motion for Summary 
Judgment  – sections filed under seal

3-6 JA000352-
JA001332 

11/13/2012 Appendix of Exhibits to Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Points and Authorities in 
Opposition to Defendant's Motion for 
Summary Judgment and in Support of 
Plaintiffs' Counter Motion for Summary 
Judgment  

7-12 JA001333-
JA002053 

11/29/2012 Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiff's 
Counter Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment Re: Real Parties in Interest 

13 JA002054-
JA002065 

12/06/2012 Transcript re Status Check 13 JA002066-
JA002080 

01/07/2013 Reply Brief in Support of Defendant's 
Motion for Summary Judgment  

13 JA002081-
JA002101 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

01/17/2013 Plaintiffs' Reply in Further Support of 
Their Counter Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment  

13 JA002102-
JA002144 

03/01/2013 Defendant's Motion in Limine to Exclude 
Plaintiffs' Claim for Attorneys' Fees as an 
Element of Damages (MIL #1)  

13 JA002145-
JA002175 

03/01/2013 Defendant's Motion in Limine to Exclude 
Plaintiffs' Claim for Damages in the Form 
of Compensation for Time (MIL #2) 

13 JA002176-
JA002210 

03/05/2013 Transcript of Proceedings - March 5, 2013 14 JA002211-
JA002350 

03/14/2013 Order re Order Granting Plaintiffs 
Countermotion for Summary Judgment  

14 JA002351-
JA002353 

03/15/2013 Notice of Entry of Order re Order Granting 
Plaintiffs Countermotion for Summary 
Judgment  

14 JA002354-
JA002358 

03/20/2013 Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendant's 
Motion in Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs 
Claim for Attorney’s Fees as an Element 
of Damages MIL 1 

15 JA002359-
JA002408 

03/20/2013 Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants 
Motion in Limine to Plaintiffs Claim for 
Damages in the form of compensation for 
time MIL 2  

15 JA002409-
JA002433 

03/21/2013 Motion to File Second Amended 
Complaint 

15 JA002434-
JA002461 

04/02/2013 Order re Order Denying Defendants 
Motion for Summary Judgment 

16 JA002462-
JA002464 

04/03/2013 Notice of Entry of Order re Order Denying 
Defendants Motion for Summary 
Judgment 

16 JA002465-
JA002470 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

04/08/2013 Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Leave to File a Second 
Amended Complaint 

16 JA002471-
JA002500 

04/17/2013 Second Amended Order Setting Civil Non-
Jury Trial  

16 JA002501-
JA002502 

04/23/2013 Plaintiffs Reply in Further Support of 
Motion for Leave to File Second Amended 
Complaint  

16 JA002503-
JA002526 

04/26/2013 Transcript re Hearing 16 JA002527-
JA002626 

05/10/2013 Plaintiffs Supplement to Motion for Leave 
to File a Second Amended Complaint 
Pursuant to the Courts order on Hearing on 
April 26, 2013  

16 JA002627-
JA002651 

05/10/2013 Defendant's Supplemental Brief in Support 
of Its Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for 
Leave to File a Second Amended 
Complaint 

16 JA002652-
JA002658 

05/30/2013 Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for 
Leave to File a Second Amended 
Complaint 

16 JA002659-
JA002661 

06/05/2013 Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for 
Leave to File a Second Amended 
Complaint 

16 JA002662-
JA002664 

06/05/2013 Notice of Entry of Order Granting 
Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to File a 
Second Amended Complaint

16 JA002665-
JA002669 

06/06/2013 Second Amended Complaint  16 JA002670-
JA002677 

07/03/2013 Answer to Second Amended Complaint 
and Counterclaim 

16 JA002678-
JA002687 

07/09/2013 Transcript re Hearing 17 JA002688-
JA002723 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/15/2013 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants 
Counterclaim  

17 JA002724-
JA002731 

07/18/2013 Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine To Permit 
James J. Jimmerson, Esq. To Testify 
Concerning Plaintiffs' Attorney's Fees and 
Costs (MIL #25) 

17 JA002732-
JA002771 

07/22/2013 Defendant's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment  

17 JA002772-
JA002786 

07/22/2013 Plaintiffs Supplemental Opposition to 
Defendants Motion in Limine to Plaintiffs 
Claim for Damages in the Form of 
Compensation for Time MIL 2 

17 JA002787-
JA002808 

07/23/2013 Transcript re Status Check 17 JA002809-
JA002814 

08/05/2013 Defendant Pardee Homes of Nevada's 
Response to Plaintiffs' Motions in Limine 
#1-5; And #20-25

17 JA002815-
JA002829 

08/06/2013 Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment  

17 JA002830-
JA002857 

09/16/2013 Reply in Support of Defendant's Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment  

17 JA002858-
JA002864 

09/16/2013 Reply in Support of Defendant's Motion in 
Limine to Exclude Plaintiff's Claim for 
Attorney's Fees As An Element of 
Damages  

17 JA002865-
JA002869 

09/16/2013 Reply in Support of Defendant's Motion in 
Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs' Claim For 
Damages in the Form of Compensation for 
Time  

17 JA002870-
JA002874 

09/23/2013 Transcript re Hearing 18 JA002875-
JA002987 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

09/27/2013 Plaintiffs Supplement to Their Opposition 
to Defendants Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment  

19-21 JA002988-
JA003203 

09/27/2013 Supplemental Brief in Support of 
Defendant's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment  

21 JA003204-
JA003209 

10/23/2013 Order Denying Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment  

21 JA003210-
JA003212 

10/23/2013 Transcript re Trial 22 JA003213-
JA003403 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit A 23 JA003404-
JA003544 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit B – filed under seal 23 JA003545-
JA003625 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit C 23 JA003626-
JA003628 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit D 23 JA003629-
JA003631 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit E – filed under seal 23 JA003632-
JA003634 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit F 23 JA003635-
JA003637 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit G 23 JA003638 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit H 23 JA003639-
JA003640 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit I 23 JA003641-
JA003643 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit J – filed under seal 24 JA003644-
JA003669 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit K 24 JA003670-
JA003674 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit L 24 JA003675-
JA003678 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit M 24 JA003679-
JA003680 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit N 24 JA003681-
JA003683 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit O – filed under seal 25-26 JA003684-
JA004083 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit P 27 JA004084 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit Q 27 JA004085 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit R 27 JA004086-
JA004089 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit S 27 JA004090 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit T 27 JA004091-
JA004092 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit U 27 JA004093 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit V 27 JA004094 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit W 27 JA004095-
JA004096 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit X 27 JA004097 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit Y 27 JA004098 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit Z 27 JA004099-
JA004100 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit AA 27 JA004101-
JA004102 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit BB 27 JA004103 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit CC 27 JA004104 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit DD 27 JA004105 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit EE 27 JA004106-
JA004113 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit FF 27 JA004114-
JA004118 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit GG 27 JA004119-
JA004122 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit HH 27 JA004123 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit II 27 JA004124 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit JJ 27 JA004125 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit KK 27 JA004126-
JA004167 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit LL 27 JA004168 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit MM 27 JA004169 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit NN 27 JA004170-
JA004174 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit OO 27 JA004175-
JA004183 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit PP 27 JA004184-
JA004240 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit QQ 27 JA004241-
JA004243 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit RR 27 JA004244-
JA004248 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit SS 27 JA004249-
JA004255 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit TT 27 JA004256-
JA004262 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit UU 27 JA004263-
JA004288 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 1 27 JA004289-
JA004292 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 6 – filed under seal 27 JA004293-
JA004307 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 7 – filed under seal 27 JA004308-
JA004310 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 8 – filed under seal 27 JA004311-
JA004312 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 9 – filed under seal 27 JA004313-
JA004319 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 10 – filed under seal 27 JA004320-
JA004329 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 11 – filed under seal 28 JA004330-
JA004340 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 12 – filed under seal 28 JA004341-
JA004360 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 13 – filed under seal 28 JA004361-
JA004453 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 21 28 JA004454 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 25 28 JA004455-
JA004462 

10/24/2013 Transcript re Trial 29-30 JA004463-
JA004790 

10/24/2013 Trial Exhibit VV 31 JA004791 

10/24/2013 Trial Exhibit 26 31 JA004792-
JA004804 

10/24/2013 Trial Exhibit 30 31 JA004805-
JA004811 

10/25/2013 Notice of Entry of Order Denying Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment  

31 JA004812-
JA004817 

10/25/2013 Plaintiffs Trial Brief Pursuant to EDCR 
7.27 

31 JA004818-
JA004847 

10/28/2013 Transcript re Trial – filed under seal 32-33 JA004848-
JA005227 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 15 34 JA005228-
JA005232 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 18 34 JA005233-
JA005235 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 19 34 JA005236-
JA005237 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 20 34 JA005238-
JA005254 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 23 34 JA005255-
JA005260 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 24 34 JA005261-
JA005263 

10/29/2013 Transcript re Trial – filed under seal 35 JA005264-
JA005493 

10/29/2013 Trial Exhibit 28 36 JA005494-
JA005497 

10/29/2013 Trial Exhibit 29 36 JA005498-
JA005511 

10/30/2013 Transcript re Trial 37-38 JA005512-
JA005815 

10/30/2013 Trial Exhibit 23a 39 JA005816-
JA005817 

10/30/2013 Trial Exhibit 27 39 JA005818-
JA005820 

12/09/2013 Transcript re Trial – filed under seal 40-41 JA005821-
JA006192 

12/10/2013 Transcript re Trial 42-43 JA006193-
JA006530 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

12/10/2013 Trial Exhibit WW 43 JA006531-
JA006532 

12/12/2013 Transcript re Trial – filed under seal 44-45 JA006533-
JA006878 

12/12/2013 Trial Exhibit XX 46 JA006879-
JA006935 

12/12/2013 Trial Exhibit 39 46 JA006936-
JA006948 

12/12/2013 Trial Exhibit 40 46 JA006949-
JA006950 

12/12/2013 Trial Exhibit 41 46 JA006951-
JA006952 

12/13/2013 Transcript re Trial - Part 1 46 JA006953-
JA007107 

12/13/2013 Transcript re Trial - Part 2 47-48 JA007108-
JA007384 

12/13/2013 Trial Exhibit 31a 48 JA007385-
JA007410 

06/24/2014 Pardee's Motion to Expunge Lis Pendens –  
section filed under seal 

48 JA007411-
JA007456 

06/25/2014 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and 
Order  

48 JA007457-
JA007474 

06/27/2014 Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law and Order  

48 JA007475-
JA007494 

07/14/2014 Opposition to Pardee's Motion to Expunge 
Lis Pendens 

48 JA007495-
JA007559 

07/15/2014 Reply in Support of Pardee's Motion to 
Expunge Lis Pendens 

48 JA007560-
JA007570 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/24/2014 Order Granting Motion to Expunge Lis 
Pendens 

48 JA007571-
JA007573 

07/25/2014 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion 
to Expunge Lis Pendens 

48 JA007574-
JA007578 

07/17/2014 Transcript re Hearing 49 JA007579-
JA007629 

07/31/2014 Transcript re Hearing 49 JA007630-
JA007646 

08/25/2014 Plaintiff's Accounting Brief Pursuant to the 
court's Order Entered on June 25, 2014 

49 JA007647-
JA007698 

08/25/2014 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Supplemental 
Brief Regarding Future Accounting  

49 JA007699-
JA007707 

05/13/2015 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
and Supplemental Briefing re Future 
Accounting 

49 JA007708-
JA007711 

05/13/2015 Notice of Entry of Order on Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions of Law and 
Supplemental Briefing re Future 
Accounting 

49 JA007712-
JA007717 

05/28/2015 Pardee's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

49 JA007718-
JA007734 

05/28/2015 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee's Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

50-51 JA007735-
JA008150 

06/15/2015 Judgment 52 JA008151-
JA008153 

06/15/2015  Notice of Entry of Judgment 52 JA008154-
JA008158 

06/19/2015 Plaintiffs, James Wolfram and Walt 
Wilkes' Memorandum of Costs and 
Disbursements  

52 JA008159-
JA008191 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

06/24/2015 Pardee's Motion to Retax Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Costs Filed June 19, 
2015 

52 JA008192-
JA008215 

06/29/2015 Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

52-53 JA008216-
JA008327 

06/29/2015 Motion to Strike "Judgment", Entered June 
15, 2015 Pursuant To NRCP. 52 (B) And 
N.R.C.P. 59, As Unnecessary and 
Duplicative Orders Of Final Orders 
Entered on June 25, 2014 and May 13, 
2015, and as Such, is a Fugitive Document 

53 JA008328-
JA008394 

06/29/2015 Plaintiffs' Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) 
and 59 to Amend The Court's Judgment 
Entered on June 15, 2015, to Amend the 
Findings of Fact/conclusions of Law and 
Judgment Contained Therein, Specifically 
Referred to in the Language Included in 
the Judgment at Page 2, Lines 8 Through 
13 and the Judgment At Page 2, Lines 18 
Through 23 to Delete the Same or Amend 
The Same to Reflect the True Fact That 
Plaintiff Prevailed On Their Entitlement to 
the First Claim for Relief For an 
Accounting, and Damages for Their 
Second Claim for Relief of Breach of 
Contract, and Their Third Claim for Relief 
for Breach of the Implied Covenant for 
Good Faith and Fair Dealing and That 
Defendant Never Received a Judgment in 
its Form and Against Plaintiffs 
Whatsoever as Mistakenly Stated Within 
the Court's Latest "Judgment  – sections 
filed under seal 

54-56 JA008395-
JA008922 

06/30/2015 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

57-58 JA008923-
JA009109 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

06/30/2015 Supplement to Plaintiffs' Pending Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs, Motion to 
Strike Judgment, Motion Pursuant to 
NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend the 
Court's Judgment, and Plaintiffs' 
Opposition to Pardee's Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs  

59 JA009110-
JA009206 

07/02/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Motion to 
Amend Judgment  

59 JA009207-
JA009283 

07/08/2015 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion to 
Retax Costs 

60-61 JA009284-
JA009644 

07/08/2015 Errata to Motion to Strike "Judgment", 
Entered June 15, 2015 Pursuant to NRCP 
52(b) and NRCP 59, as Unnecessary and 
Duplicative Orders of Final Orders 
Entered on June 25, 2014 and May 13, 
2015, and as such, is a Fugitive Document 

62 JA009645-
JA009652 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/08/2015 Errata to Plaintiffs' Motion Pursuant to 
NRCP 52(b) and 59 to Amend the Court's 
Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015, to 
Amend the Findings of Fact/Conclusions 
of Law and Judgment Contained Therein, 
Specifically Referred to in the Language 
Included in the Judgment at Page, 2, Lines 
8 through 13 and the Judgment at Page 2, 
Lines 18 through 23 to Delete the Same or 
Amend the Same to Reflect the True Fact 
that Plaintiff Prevailed on their Entitlement 
to the First Claim for Relief for an 
Accounting, and Damages for their Second 
Claim for Relief of Breach of Contract, 
and Their Third Claim for Relief for 
Breach of the Implied Covenant for Good 
Faith and Fair Dealing and that Defendant 
Never Received a Judgment in its form 
and Against Plaintiffs Whatsoever as 
Mistakenly Stated Within the Court's 
Latest "Judgment" 

62 JA009653-
JA009662 

07/08/2015 Pardee's Emergency Motion to Stay 
Execution of Judgment: and Ex Parte 
Order Shortening Time 

62 JA009663-
JA009710 

07/08/2015 Pardee's Supplemental Briefing in Support 
of its Emergency Motion to Stay 
Execution of Judgment  

62 JA009711-
JA009733 

07/10/2015 Transcript re Hearing 62 JA009734-
JA009752 

07/10/2015 Order on Pardee's Emergency Motion to 
Stay Execution of Judgment; and Ex Parte 
Order Shortening Time  

62 JA009753-
JA009754 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/10/2015 Notice of Entry of Order on Pardee's 
Emergency Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment; and Ex Parte Order Shortening 
Time  

62 JA009755-
JA009758 

07/15/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

62 JA009759-
JA009771 

07/15/2015 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

63 JA009772-
JA009918 

07/15/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Consolidated 
Opposition To: (1) Plaintiff's Motion to 
Strike Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015 
Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59; 
and (2) Plaintiffs' Motion Pursuant to 
NRCP 52(b) and 59 to Amend the Court's 
Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015  

63 JA009919-
JA009943 

07/15/2015 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Consolidated Opposition to: (1) 
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Judgment 
Entered on June 15, 2015 Pursuant to 
NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59; and Plaintiffs' 
Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and 59 to 
Amend the Court's Judgment Entered on 
June 15, 2015  

64 JA009944-
JA010185 

07/16/2015 Errata to Pardee Homes of Nevada's 
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs  

65 JA010186-
JA010202 

07/17/2015 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Motion to Amend Judgment and 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees  

65-67 JA010203-
JA010481 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/24/2015 Plaintiffs' Motion for Reconsideration, Ex 
Parte (With Notice) of Application for 
Order Shortening Time Regarding Stay of 
Execution and Order Shortening Time 
Regarding Stay of Execution  

67 JA010482-
JA010522 

07/24/2015 Declaration of John W. Muije, Esq. In 
Support of Motion for Reconsideration  

67 JA010523-
JA010581 

08/10/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Opposition to 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Reconsideration of 
the Order on Pardee's Emergency Motion 
to Stay Execution of Judgment  

67 JA010582-
JA010669 

08/17/2015 Reply Points and Authorities in Support of 
Motion for Reconsideration  

67 JA010670-
JA010678 

08/24/2015 Minute Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion 
for Reconsideration, Ex Parte (With 
Notice) of Application for Order 
Shortening Time Regarding Stay of 
Execution and Order Shortening Time 
Regarding Stay of Execution 

67 JA010679 

09/11/2015 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's Opposition 
to Plaintiff's Motion for Attorney's Fees 
and Costs  

68 JA010680-
JA010722 

09/11/2015 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's Opposition 
to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike "Judgment" 
Entered June 15, 2015 Pursuant to NRCP 
52(b) and NRCP 59  

68 JA010723-
JA010767 

09/11/2015 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's Opposition 
to Plaintiff's Motion Pursuant to NRCP 
52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend the Court's 
Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015  

68 JA010768-
JA010811 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

09/12/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Consolidated 
Reply in Support of (1) Motion to Retax 
Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs Filed 
June 19, 2015; and (2) Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs 

68 JA010812-
JA010865 

12/08/2015 Plaintiffs' Supplement to Plaintiffs' 
Opposition to Pardee's Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs

68 JA010866-
JA010895 

12/08/2015 Notice of Defendant Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Non-Reply and Non-Opposition 
to "Plaintiff's Opposition to Pardee Homes 
of Nevada's Motion to Amend Judgment 
and Countermotion for Attorney's Fees"  

69 JA010896-
JA010945 

12/30/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Consolidated 
Response to: (1) Plaintiffs' Notice of Non-
Reply and Non-Opposition to Plaintiffs' 
Opposition to Pardee's Motion to Amend 
Judgment and Countermotion for 
Attorney's Fees; and (2) Plaintiffs' 
Supplement to Plaintiffs' Opposition to 
Pardee's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

69 JA010946-
JA010953 

01/11/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendants 
Consolidated Response to (1) Plaintiffs' 
Notice of Non-Reply and Non-Opposition 
to Plaintiff's Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
to Amend Judgment and Countermotion 
for Attorney's Fees And (2) Plaintiffs' 
Supplement to Plaintiffs' Opposition to 
Pardee's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

69 JA010954-
JA010961 

01/15/2016 Transcript re Hearing 70 JA010962-
JA011167 
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03/14/2016 Plaintiffs' Motion to Settle Two (2) 
Competing Judgments and Orders  

70 JA011168-
JA011210 

03/16/2016 Release of Judgment  71 JA011211-
JA011213 

03/23/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Response to 
Plaintiffs' Motion to Settle Two (2) Sets of 
Competing Judgments and Orders 

71 JA011214-
JA011270 

04/20/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's Response 
and Supplement to Plaintiffs' Motion to 
Settle Two (2) Sets of Competing 
Judgments and Orders 

71 JA011271-
JA011384 

04/26/2016 Order from January 15, 2016 Hearings  71 JA011385-
JA011388 

05/16/2016 Judgment 71 JA011389-
JA011391 

05/17/2016 Notice of Entry of Judgment 71 JA011392-
JA011396 

05/23/2016 Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs and 
Disbursements  

71 JA011397-
JA011441 

05/31/2016 Pardee's Motion to Retax Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Costs Filed May 23, 
2016 

71 JA011442-
JA011454 

06/01/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Motion to 
Amend Judgment 

72 JA011455-
JA011589 

06/06/2016 Pardee's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs 

72 JA011590-
JA011614 

06/06/2016 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee Homes 
Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs - 
Volume 1  

73-74 JA011615-
JA011866 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

06/06/2016 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee Homes 
Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs - 
Volume 2  

75-76 JA011867-
JA012114 

06/08/2016 Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs 

77 JA012115-
JA012182 

06/20/2016 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion to 
Retax Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs 
Filed May 23, 2016  

77-79 JA012183-
JA012624 

06/21/2016 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

80 JA012625-
JA012812 

06/21/2016 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendant, Pardee 
Homes of Nevada's, Motion to Amend 
Judgment and Plaintiffs' Countermotion 
for Attorneys' Fees and Costs Pursuant to 
NRS 18.010 and EDCR 7.60  

81 JA012813-
JA013024 

06/27/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Opposition to 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

82 JA013025-
JA013170 

06/30/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Reply in 
Support of Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

82 JA013171-
JA013182 

06/30/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Reply in 
Support of Motion to Amend Judgment; 
and Opposition to Plaintiffs' 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees 

82 JA013183-
JA013196 

07/01/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Reply in 
Support of Motion to Retax Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Costs Filed May 23, 
2016 

82 JA013197-
JA013204 

08/02/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply in Support of Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs  
 

83-84 JA013205-
JA013357 
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08/02/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply in Support of 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

84-85 JA013358-
JA013444 

08/15/2016 Transcript re Hearing - August 15, 2016 86 JA013445-
JA013565 

09/12/2016 Plaintiffs' Brief on Interest Pursuant to the 
Court's Order Entered on August 15, 2016  

86 JA013566-
JA013590 

10/17/2016 Pardee's Supplemental Brief Regarding 
Pre- and Post-Judgment Interest Pursuant 
to the Court's Order  

86 JA013591-
JA013602 

11/04/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply Brief in Support of Brief 
on Interest Pursuant to the Court's Order 
Entered on August 15, 2016  

86 JA013603-
JA013612 

01/09/2017 Order and Judgment from August 15, 2016 
Hearings Regarding Defendants Motion to 
Amend Judgment 

86 JA013613-
JA013615 

01/09/2017 Order and Judgment from August 15, 2016 
Hearings Regarding Plaintiff's Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs  

86 JA013616-
JA013618 

01/09/2017 Order and Judgment from August 15, 2016 
Hearings Regarding Defendant's Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs 

86 JA013619-
JA013621 

01/10/2017 Notice of Entry of Order and Judgment 
from August 15, 2016 Hearings Regarding 
Plaintiff's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

86 JA013622-
JA013628 

01/10/2017 Notice of Entry of Order and Judgment 
from August 15, 2016 Hearings Regarding 
Defendant's Motion for Attorney's Fees 
and Costs 

86 JA013629-
JA013635 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

01/10/2017 Notice of Entry of Order and Judgment 
from August 15, 2016 Hearings Regarding 
Defendant's Motion to Amend Judgment 

86 JA013636-
JA016342 

01/12/2017 Order on Plaintiffs' Countermotion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant to 
NRS 18.010 and EDCR 7.60  

86 JA013643-
JA013644 

01/12/2017 Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiffs' 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs Pursuant to NRS 18.010 and EDCR 
7.60  

86 JA013645-
JA013648 

01/12/2017 Order on Defendant's Motion to Retax 
Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs Filed 
May 23, 2016  

86 JA013649-
JA013651 

01/13/2017 Notice of Entry of Order on Defendant's 
Motion to Retax Plaintiffs' Memorandum 
of Costs Filed May 23, 2016  

86 JA013652-
JA013656 

02/08/2017 Pardee Notice of Appeal 86 JA013657-
JA013659 

04/07/2017 Pardee's Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment and Post-Judgment Orders 

86 JA013660-
JA013668 

04/07/2017 Appendix of Exhibits in Support of 
Pardee's Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment and Post-Judgment Orders, 
[Volume I]  

87 JA013669-
JA013914 

04/07/2017 Appendix of Exhibits in Support of 
Pardee's Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment and Post-Judgment Orders, 
[Volume II]  

88 JA013915-
JA014065 

04/27/2017 Plaintiffs' Response to Pardee's Motion to 
Stay Execution of Judgment and Post-
Judgment Orders  

88 JA014066-
JA014068 



 

24 

Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

05/10/2017 Pardee's Reply in Support of Motion to 
Stay Execution of Judgment and Post-
Judgment Orders  

88 JA014069-
JA014071 

05/12/2017 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
Stay Execution of Judgment and Post-
Judgment Orders  

88 JA014072-
JA014105 

07/12/2007 Supplemental Order Regarding Plaintiffs' 
Entitlement to, and Calculation of, 
Prejudgment Interest 

88 JA014106-
JA014110 

07/14/2017 Notice of Entry of Supplemental Order 
Regarding Plaintiffs' Entitlement to, and 
Calculation of, Prejudgment Interest 

88 JA014111-
JA014117 

10/12/2017 Amended Judgment 88 JA014118-
JA014129 

10/13/2017 Notice of Entry of Amended Judgment 88 JA014130-
JA014143 

10/12/2017 Order Re: Defendant Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment and Post-Judgment Orders  

88 JA014144-
JA014146 

10/13/2017 Notice of Entry of Order Re: Defendant 
Pardee Homes of Nevada's Motion to Stay 
Execution of Judgment and Post-Judgment 
Orders  

88 JA014147-
JA014151 

11/02/2017 Pardee Amended Notice of Appeal 88 JA014152-
JA014154 
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Alphabetical Index to Joint Appendix 

Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

01/14/2011 Amended Complaint 1 JA000007-
JA000012 

10/12/2017 Amended Judgment 88 JA014118-
JA014129 

09/21/2012 Amended Order Setting Civil Non-Jury 
Trial  

1 JA000061-
JA000062 

02/11/2011 Amended Summons 1 JA000013-
JA000016 

03/02/2011 Answer to Amended Complaint 1 JA000017-
JA000023 

07/03/2013 Answer to Second Amended Complaint 
and Counterclaim 

16 JA002678-
JA002687 

10/24/2012 Appendix of Exhibits in Support of 
Defendant's Motion for Summary 
Judgment 

1 JA000083-
JA000206 

10/25/2012 Appendix of Exhibits in Support of 
Defendant's Motion for Summary 
Judgment – filed under seal

2 JA000212-
JA000321 

04/07/2017 Appendix of Exhibits in Support of 
Pardee's Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment and Post-Judgment Orders, 
[Volume I]  

87 JA013669-
JA013914 

04/07/2017 Appendix of Exhibits in Support of 
Pardee's Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment and Post-Judgment Orders, 
[Volume II]  

88 JA013915-
JA014065 

06/06/2016 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee Homes 
Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs - 
Volume 1  

73-74 JA011615-
JA011866 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

06/06/2016 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee Homes 
Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs - 
Volume 2  

75-76 JA011867-
JA012114 

07/15/2015 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Consolidated Opposition to: (1) 
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Judgment 
Entered on June 15, 2015 Pursuant to 
NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59; and Plaintiffs' 
Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and 59 to 
Amend the Court's Judgment Entered on 
June 15, 2015  

64 JA009944-
JA010185 

07/15/2015 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

63 JA009772-
JA009918 

05/28/2015 Appendix of Exhibits to Pardee's Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

50-51 JA007735-
JA008150 

11/09/2012 Appendix of Exhibits to Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Points and Authorities in 
Opposition to Defendant's Motion for 
Summary Judgment and in Support of 
Plaintiffs' Counter Motion for Summary 
Judgment – sections filed under seal 

3-6 JA000352-
JA001332 

11/13/2012 Appendix of Exhibits to Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Points and Authorities in 
Opposition to Defendant's Motion for 
Summary Judgment and in Support of 
Plaintiffs' Counter Motion for Summary 
Judgment  

7-12 JA001333-
JA002053 

12/29/2010 Complaint 1 JA000001-
JA000006 

10/24/2012 Declaration of Aaron D. Shipley in 
Support of Defendant's Motion for 
Summary Judgment 

1 JA000207-
JA000211 



 

27 

Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/24/2015 Declaration of John W. Muije, Esq. In 
Support of Motion for Reconsideration  

67 JA010523-
JA010581 

08/05/2013 Defendant Pardee Homes of Nevada's 
Response to Plaintiffs' Motions in Limine 
#1-5; And #20-25

17 JA002815-
JA002829 

07/22/2013 Defendant's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment  

17 JA002772-
JA002786 

10/24/2012 Defendant's Motion for Summary 
Judgment  

1 JA000063-
JA000082 

03/01/2013 Defendant's Motion in Limine to Exclude 
Plaintiffs' Claim for Attorneys' Fees as an 
Element of Damages (MIL #1)  

13 JA002145-
JA002175 

03/01/2013 Defendant's Motion in Limine to Exclude 
Plaintiffs' Claim for Damages in the Form 
of Compensation for Time (MIL #2) 

13 JA002176-
JA002210 

11/29/2012 Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiff's 
Counter Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment Re: Real Parties in Interest 

13 JA002054-
JA002065 

04/08/2013 Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Leave to File a Second 
Amended Complaint 

16 JA002471-
JA002500 

05/10/2013 Defendant's Supplemental Brief in 
Support of Its Opposition to Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Leave to File a Second 
Amended Complaint 

16 JA002652-
JA002658 

07/08/2015 Errata to Motion to Strike "Judgment", 
Entered June 15, 2015 Pursuant to NRCP 
52(b) and NRCP 59, as Unnecessary and 
Duplicative Orders of Final Orders 
Entered on June 25, 2014 and May 13, 
2015, and as such, is a Fugitive Document 

62 JA009645-
JA009652 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/16/2015 Errata to Pardee Homes of Nevada's 
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs 

65 JA010186-
JA010202 

07/08/2015 Errata to Plaintiffs' Motion Pursuant to 
NRCP 52(b) and 59 to Amend the Court's 
Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015, to 
Amend the Findings of Fact/Conclusions 
of Law and Judgment Contained Therein, 
Specifically Referred to in the Language 
Included in the Judgment at Page, 2, Lines 
8 through 13 and the Judgment at Page 2, 
Lines 18 through 23 to Delete the Same or 
Amend the Same to Reflect the True Fact 
that Plaintiff Prevailed on their 
Entitlement to the First Claim for Relief 
for an Accounting, and Damages for their 
Second Claim for Relief of Breach of 
Contract, and Their Third Claim for Relief 
for Breach of the Implied Covenant for 
Good Faith and Fair Dealing and that 
Defendant Never Received a Judgment in 
its form and Against Plaintiffs Whatsoever 
as Mistakenly Stated Within the Court's 
Latest "Judgment" 

62 JA009653-
JA009662 

05/13/2015 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
and Supplemental Briefing re Future 
Accounting 

49 JA007708-
JA007711 

06/25/2014 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and 
Order  

48 JA007457-
JA007474 

06/15/2015 Judgment 52 JA008151-
JA008153 

05/16/2016 Judgment 71 JA011389-
JA011391 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

08/24/2015 Minute Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion 
for Reconsideration, Ex Parte (With 
Notice) of Application for Order 
Shortening Time Regarding Stay of 
Execution and Order Shortening Time 
Regarding Stay of Execution 

67 JA010679 

03/21/2013 Motion to File Second Amended 
Complaint 

15 JA002434-
JA002461 

06/29/2015 Motion to Strike "Judgment", Entered 
June 15, 2015 Pursuant to N.R.C.P. 52 (B) 
And N.R.C.P. 59, As Unnecessary and 
Duplicative Orders of Final Orders 
Entered on June 25, 2014 And May 13, 
2015, And as Such, Is A Fugitive 
Document  

53 JA008328-
JA008394 

12/08/2015 Notice of Defendant Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Non-Reply and Non-Opposition 
to "Plaintiff's Opposition to Pardee Homes 
of Nevada's Motion to Amend Judgment 
and Countermotion for Attorney's Fees"  

69 JA010896-
JA010945 

10/13/2017 Notice of Entry of Amended Judgment 88 JA014130-
JA014143 

06/27/2014 Notice of Entry of Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law and Order  

48 JA007475-
JA007494 

06/15/2015 Notice of Entry of Judgment 52 JA008154-
JA008158 

05/17/2016 Notice of Entry of Judgment 71 JA011392-
JA011396 

01/10/2017 Notice of Entry of Order and Judgment 
from August 15, 2016 Hearings Regarding 
Defendant's Motion for Attorney's Fees 
and Costs 

86 JA013629-
JA013635 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

01/10/2017 Notice of Entry of Order and Judgment 
from August 15, 2016 Hearings Regarding 
Defendant's Motion to Amend Judgment 

86 JA013636-
JA016342 

01/10/2017 Notice of Entry of Order and Judgment 
from August 15, 2016 Hearings Regarding 
Plaintiff's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

86 JA013622-
JA013628 

10/25/2013 Notice of Entry of Order Denying Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment  

31 JA004812-
JA004817 

07/25/2014 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion 
to Expunge Lis Pendens 

48 JA007574-
JA007578 

06/05/2013 Notice of Entry of Order Granting 
Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to File a 
Second Amended Complaint

16 JA002665-
JA002669 

01/13/2017 Notice of Entry of Order on Defendant's 
Motion to Retax Plaintiffs' Memorandum 
of Costs Filed May 23, 2016  

86 JA013652-
JA013656 

05/13/2015 Notice of Entry of Order on Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions of Law and 
Supplemental Briefing re Future 
Accounting 

49 JA007712-
JA007717 

07/10/2015 Notice of Entry of Order on Pardee's 
Emergency Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment; and Ex Parte Order Shortening 
Time  

62 JA009755-
JA009758 

01/12/2017 Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiffs' 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs Pursuant to NRS 18.010 and EDCR 
7.60  

86 JA013645-
JA013648 

04/03/2013 Notice of Entry of Order re Order 
Denying Defendants Motion for Summary 
Judgment 

16 JA002465-
JA002470 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

03/15/2013 Notice of Entry of Order re Order 
Granting Plaintiffs Countermotion for 
Summary Judgment 

14 JA002354-
JA002358 

10/13/2017 Notice of Entry of Order Re: Defendant 
Pardee Homes of Nevada's Motion to Stay 
Execution of Judgment and Post-Judgment 
Orders  

88 JA014147-
JA014151 

12/16/2011 Notice of Entry of Stipulated 
Confidentiality Agreement and Protective 
Order 

1 JA000040-
JA000048 

08/30/2012 Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order 
to Extend Discovery Deadlines (First 
Request)  

1 JA000055-
JA000060 

07/14/2017 Notice of Entry of Supplemental Order 
Regarding Plaintiffs' Entitlement to, and 
Calculation of, Prejudgment Interest

88 JA014111-
JA014117 

11/07/2012 Opposition to Defendant's Motion for 
Summary Judgment and Plaintiffs' 
Counter Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment  

2 JA000322-
JA000351 

07/14/2014 Opposition to Pardee's Motion to Expunge 
Lis Pendens 

48 JA007495-
JA007559 

01/09/2017 Order and Judgment from August 15, 
2016 Hearings Regarding Defendant's 
Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs

86 JA013619-
JA013621 

01/09/2017 Order and Judgment from August 15, 
2016 Hearings Regarding Defendants 
Motion to Amend Judgment 

86 JA013613-
JA013615 

01/09/2017 Order and Judgment from August 15, 
2016 Hearings Regarding Plaintiff's 
Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

86 JA013616-
JA013618 

10/23/2013 Order Denying Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment  

21 JA003210-
JA003212 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

04/26/2016 Order from January 15, 2016 Hearings  71 JA011385-
JA011388 

07/24/2014 Order Granting Motion to Expunge Lis 
Pendens 

48 JA007571-
JA007573 

05/30/2013 Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for 
Leave to File a Second Amended 
Complaint 

16 JA002659-
JA002661 

06/05/2013 Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for 
Leave to File a Second Amended 
Complaint 

16 JA002662-
JA002664 

01/12/2017 Order on Defendant's Motion to Retax 
Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs Filed 
May 23, 2016  

86 JA013649-
JA013651 

07/10/2015 Order on Pardee's Emergency Motion to 
Stay Execution of Judgment; and Ex Parte 
Order Shortening Time  

62 JA009753-
JA009754 

01/12/2017 Order on Plaintiffs' Countermotion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant to 
NRS 18.010 and EDCR 7.60  

86 JA013643-
JA013644 

04/02/2013 Order re Order Denying Defendants 
Motion for Summary Judgment 

16 JA002462-
JA002464 

03/14/2013 Order re Order Granting Plaintiffs 
Countermotion for Summary Judgment  

14 JA002351-
JA002353 

10/12/2017 Order Re: Defendant Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment and Post-Judgment Orders  

88 JA014144-
JA014146 

11/29/2011 Order Setting Civil Non-Jury Trial 1 JA000031-
JA000032 

11/02/2017 Pardee Amended Notice of Appeal 88 JA014152-
JA014154 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/15/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Consolidated 
Opposition To: (1) Plaintiff's Motion to 
Strike Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015 
Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59; 
and (2) Plaintiffs' Motion Pursuant to 
NRCP 52(b) and 59 to Amend the Court's 
Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015  

63 JA009919-
JA009943 

09/12/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Consolidated 
Reply in Support of (1) Motion to Retax 
Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs Filed 
June 19, 2015; and (2) Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs 

68 JA010812-
JA010865 

12/30/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Consolidated 
Response to: (1) Plaintiffs' Notice of Non-
Reply and Non-Opposition to Plaintiffs' 
Opposition to Pardee's Motion to Amend 
Judgment and Countermotion for 
Attorney's Fees; and (2) Plaintiffs' 
Supplement to Plaintiffs' Opposition to 
Pardee's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

69 JA010946-
JA010953 

06/01/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Motion to 
Amend Judgment 

72 JA011455-
JA011589 

07/02/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Motion to 
Amend Judgment  

59 JA009207-
JA009283 

06/27/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Opposition to 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

82 JA013025-
JA013170 

07/15/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

62 JA009759-
JA009771 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

08/10/2015 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Opposition to 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Reconsideration of 
the Order on Pardee's Emergency Motion 
to Stay Execution of Judgment  

67 JA010582-
JA010669 

06/30/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Reply in 
Support of Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

82 JA013171-
JA013182 

06/30/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Reply in 
Support of Motion to Amend Judgment; 
and Opposition to Plaintiffs' 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees  

82 JA013183-
JA013196 

07/01/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Reply in 
Support of Motion to Retax Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Costs Filed May 23, 
2016  

82 JA013197-
JA013204 

03/23/2016 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Response to 
Plaintiffs' Motion to Settle Two (2) Sets of 
Competing Judgments and Orders 

71 JA011214-
JA011270 

08/25/2014 Pardee Homes of Nevada's Supplemental 
Brief Regarding Future Accounting  

49 JA007699-
JA007707 

02/08/2017 Pardee Notice of Appeal 86 JA013657-
JA013659 

07/08/2015 Pardee's Emergency Motion to Stay 
Execution of Judgment: and Ex Parte 
Order Shortening Time 

62 JA009663-
JA009710 

06/06/2016 Pardee's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs 

72 JA011590-
JA011614 

05/28/2015 Pardee's Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

49 JA007718-
JA007734 

06/24/2014 Pardee's Motion to Expunge Lis Pendens 
– section filed under seal 

48 JA007411-
JA007456 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

06/24/2015 Pardee's Motion to Retax Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Costs Filed June 19, 
2015  

52 JA008192-
JA008215 

05/31/2016 Pardee's Motion to Retax Plaintiffs' 
Memorandum of Costs Filed May 23, 
2016  

71 JA011442-
JA011454 

04/07/2017 Pardee's Motion to Stay Execution of 
Judgment and Post-Judgment Orders 

86 JA013660-
JA013668 

05/10/2017 Pardee's Reply in Support of Motion to 
Stay Execution of Judgment and Post-
Judgment Orders 

88 JA014069-
JA014071 

10/17/2016 Pardee's Supplemental Brief Regarding 
Pre- and Post-Judgment Interest Pursuant 
to the Court's Order  

86 JA013591-
JA013602 

07/08/2015 Pardee's Supplemental Briefing in Support 
of its Emergency Motion to Stay 
Execution of Judgment 

62 JA009711-
JA009733 

08/25/2014 Plaintiff's Accounting Brief Pursuant to 
the court's Order Entered on June 25, 2014

49 JA007647-
JA007698 

09/12/2016 Plaintiffs' Brief on Interest Pursuant to the 
Court's Order Entered on August 15, 2016 

86 JA013566-
JA013590 

05/23/2016 Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs and 
Disbursements  

71 JA011397-
JA011441 

06/08/2016 Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs 

77 JA012115-
JA012182 

06/29/2015 Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

52-53 JA008216-
JA008327 

07/24/2015 Plaintiffs' Motion for Reconsideration, Ex 
Parte (With Notice) of Application for 
Order Shortening Time Regarding Stay of 
Execution and Order Shortening Time 
Regarding Stay of Execution  

67 JA010482-
JA010522 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

07/18/2013 Plaintiffs' Motion in Limine To Permit 
James J. Jimmerson, Esq. To Testify 
Concerning Plaintiffs' Attorney's Fees and 
Costs (MIL #25) 

17 JA002732-
JA002771 

06/29/2015 Plaintiffs' Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) 
and 59 to Amend The Court's Judgment 
Entered on June 15, 2015, to Amend the 
Findings of Fact/conclusions of Law and 
Judgment Contained Therein, Specifically 
Referred to in the Language Included in 
the Judgment at Page 2, Lines 8 Through 
13 and the Judgment At Page 2, Lines 18 
Through 23 to Delete the Same or Amend 
The Same to Reflect the True Fact That 
Plaintiff Prevailed On Their Entitlement to 
the First Claim for Relief For an 
Accounting, and Damages for Their 
Second Claim for Relief of Breach of 
Contract, and Their Third Claim for Relief 
for Breach of the Implied Covenant for 
Good Faith and Fair Dealing and That 
Defendant Never Received a Judgment in 
its Form and Against Plaintiffs 
Whatsoever as Mistakenly Stated Within 
the Court's Latest "Judgment  – sections 
filed under seal

54-56 JA008395-
JA008922 

03/14/2016 Plaintiffs' Motion to Settle Two (2) 
Competing Judgments and Orders  

70 JA011168-
JA011210 

06/21/2016 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendant, 
Pardee Homes of Nevada's, Motion to 
Amend Judgment and Plaintiffs' 
Countermotion for Attorneys' Fees and 
Costs Pursuant to NRS 18.010 and EDCR 
7.60  

81 JA012813-
JA013024 

08/06/2013 Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment  

17 JA002830-
JA002857 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

03/20/2013 Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendant's 
Motion in Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs 
Claim for Attorney’s Fees as an Element 
of Damages MIL 1  

15 JA002359-
JA002408 

03/20/2013 Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants 
Motion in Limine to Plaintiffs Claim for 
Damages in the form of compensation for 
time MIL 2  

15 JA002409-
JA002433 

07/17/2015 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee Homes of 
Nevada's Motion to Amend Judgment and 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees  

65-67 JA010203-
JA010481 

06/30/2015 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

57-58 JA008923-
JA009109 

06/21/2016 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs  

80 JA012625-
JA012812 

05/12/2017 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
Stay Execution of Judgment and Post-
Judgment Orders 

88 JA014072-
JA014105 

07/08/2015 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
to Retax Costs 

60-61 JA009284-
JA009644 

06/20/2016 Plaintiffs' Opposition to Pardee's Motion 
to Retax Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs 
Filed May 23, 2016  

77-79 JA012183-
JA012624 

11/04/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply Brief in Support of Brief 
on Interest Pursuant to the Court's Order 
Entered on August 15, 2016  

86 JA013603-
JA013612 

04/23/2013 Plaintiffs Reply in Further Support of 
Motion for Leave to File Second 
Amended Complaint  
 

16 JA002503-
JA002526 
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01/17/2013 Plaintiffs' Reply in Further Support of 
Their Counter Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 

13 JA002102-
JA002144 

08/02/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply in Support of 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees and 
Costs  

84-85 JA013358-
JA013444 

08/02/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply in Support of Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs  

83-84 JA013205-
JA013357 

01/11/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendants 
Consolidated Response to (1) Plaintiffs' 
Notice of Non-Reply and Non-Opposition 
to Plaintiff's Opposition to Pardee's 
Motion to Amend Judgment and 
Countermotion for Attorney's Fees And 
(2) Plaintiffs' Supplement to Plaintiffs' 
Opposition to Pardee's Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs 

69 JA010954-
JA010961 

07/15/2013 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants 
Counterclaim  

17 JA002724-
JA002731 

09/11/2015 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's 
Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs 

68 JA010680-
JA010722 

09/11/2015 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's 
Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion Pursuant 
to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend 
the Court's Judgment Entered on June 15, 
2015  

68 JA010768-
JA010811 

09/11/2015 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's 
Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike 
"Judgment" Entered June 15, 2015 
Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59  

68 JA010723-
JA010767 

04/20/2016 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendant's Response 
and Supplement to Plaintiffs' Motion to 
Settle Two (2) Sets of Competing 
Judgments and Orders 

71 JA011271-
JA011384 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

04/27/2017 Plaintiffs' Response to Pardee's Motion to 
Stay Execution of Judgment and Post-
Judgment Orders  

88 JA014066-
JA014068 

05/10/2013 Plaintiffs Supplement to Motion for Leave 
to File a Second Amended Complaint 
Pursuant to the Courts order on Hearing 
on April 26, 2013 

16 JA002627-
JA002651 

12/08/2015 Plaintiffs' Supplement to Plaintiffs' 
Opposition to Pardee's Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs

68 JA010866-
JA010895 

09/27/2013 Plaintiffs Supplement to Their Opposition 
to Defendants Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 

19-21 JA002988-
JA003203 

07/22/2013 Plaintiffs Supplemental Opposition to 
Defendants Motion in Limine to Plaintiffs 
Claim for Damages in the Form of 
Compensation for Time MIL 2 

17 JA002787-
JA002808 

10/25/2013 Plaintiffs Trial Brief Pursuant to EDCR 
7.27 

31 JA004818-
JA004847 

06/19/2015 Plaintiffs, James Wolfram and Walt 
Wilkes' Memorandum of Costs and 
Disbursements  

52 JA008159-
JA008191 

03/16/2016 Release of Judgment  71 JA011211-
JA011213 

01/07/2013 Reply Brief in Support of Defendant's 
Motion for Summary Judgment  

13 JA002081-
JA002101 

09/16/2013 Reply in Support of Defendant's Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment  

17 JA002858-
JA002864 

09/16/2013 Reply in Support of Defendant's Motion in 
Limine to Exclude Plaintiff's Claim for 
Attorney's Fees as An Element of 
Damages  

17 JA002865-
JA002869 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

09/16/2013 Reply in Support of Defendant's Motion in 
Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs' Claim for 
Damages in the Form of Compensation for 
Time  

17 JA002870-
JA002874 

07/15/2014 Reply in Support of Pardee's Motion to 
Expunge Lis Pendens 

48 JA007560-
JA007570 

08/17/2015 Reply Points and Authorities in Support of 
Motion for Reconsideration  

67 JA010670-
JA010678 

11/08/2011 Scheduling Order 1 JA000028-
JA000030 

06/06/2013 Second Amended Complaint  16 JA002670-
JA002677 

04/17/2013 Second Amended Order Setting Civil 
Non-Jury Trial  

16 JA002501-
JA002502 

12/15/2011 Stipulated Confidentiality Agreement and 
Protective Order 

1 JA000033-
JA000039 

08/29/2012 Stipulation and Order to Extend Discovery 
Deadlines (First Request)  

1 JA000051-
JA000054 

06/30/2015 Supplement to Plaintiffs' Pending Motion 
for Attorney's Fees and Costs, Motion to 
Strike Judgment, Motion Pursuant to 
NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend the 
Court's Judgment, and Plaintiffs' 
Opposition to Pardee's Motion for 
Attorney's Fees and Costs  

59 JA009110-
JA009206 

09/27/2013 Supplemental Brief in Support of 
Defendant's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment  

21 JA003204-
JA003209 

07/12/2007 Supplemental Order Regarding Plaintiffs' 
Entitlement to, and Calculation of, 
Prejudgment Interest 

88 JA014106-
JA014110 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

03/05/2013 Transcript of Proceedings - March 5, 2013 14 JA002211-
JA002350 

10/25/2011 Transcript re Discovery Conference  1 JA000024-
JA000027 

08/27/2012 Transcript re Hearing 1 JA000049-
JA000050 

04/26/2013 Transcript re Hearing 16 JA002527-
JA002626 

07/09/2013 Transcript re Hearing 17 JA002688-
JA002723 

09/23/2013 Transcript re Hearing 18 JA002875-
JA002987 

07/17/2014 Transcript re Hearing 49 JA007579-
JA007629 

07/31/2014 Transcript re Hearing 49 JA007630-
JA007646 

07/10/2015 Transcript re Hearing 62 JA009734-
JA009752 

01/15/2016 Transcript re Hearing 70 JA010962-
JA011167 

08/15/2016 Transcript re Hearing - August 15, 2016 86 JA013445-
JA013565 

12/06/2012 Transcript re Status Check 13 JA002066-
JA002080 

07/23/2013 Transcript re Status Check 17 JA002809-
JA002814 

10/23/2013 Transcript re Trial 22 JA003213-
JA003403 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/24/2013 Transcript re Trial 29-30 JA004463-
JA004790 

10/28/2013 Transcript re Trial – filed under seal 32-33 JA004848-
JA005227 

10/29/2013 Transcript re Trial – filed under seal 35 JA005264-
JA005493 

10/30/2013 Transcript re Trial 37-38 JA005512-
JA005815 

12/09/2013 Transcript re Trial – filed under seal 40-41 JA005821-
JA006192 

12/10/2013 Transcript re Trial 42-43 JA006193-
JA006530 

12/12/2013 Transcript re Trial – filed under seal 44-45 JA006533-
JA006878 

12/13/2013 Transcript re Trial - Part 1 46 JA006953-
JA007107 

12/13/2013 Transcript re Trial - Part 2 47-48 JA007108-
JA007384 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit A 23 JA003404-
JA003544 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit B – filed under seal 23 JA003545-
JA003625 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit C 23 JA003626-
JA003628 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit D 23 JA003629-
JA003631 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit E – filed under seal 23 JA003632-
JA003634 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit F 23 JA003635-
JA003637 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit G 23 JA003638 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit H 23 JA003639-
JA003640 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit I 23 JA003641-
JA003643 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit J – filed under seal 24 JA003644-
JA003669 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit K 24 JA003670-
JA003674 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit L 24 JA003675-
JA003678 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit M 24 JA003679-
JA003680 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit N 24 JA003681-
JA003683 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit O – filed under seal 25-26 JA003684-
JA004083 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit P 27 JA004084 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit Q 27 JA004085 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit R 27 JA004086-
JA004089 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit S 27 JA004090 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit T 27 JA004091-
JA004092 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit U 27 JA004093 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit V 27 JA004094 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit W 27 JA004095-
JA004096 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit X 27 JA004097 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit Y 27 JA004098 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit Z 27 JA004099-
JA004100 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 1 27 JA004289-
JA004292 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 10 – filed under seal 27 JA004320-
JA004329 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 11 – filed under seal 28 JA004330-
JA004340 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 12 – filed under seal 28 JA004341-
JA004360 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 13 – filed under seal 28 JA004361-
JA004453 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 15 34 JA005228-
JA005232 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 18 34 JA005233-
JA005235 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 19 34 JA005236-
JA005237 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 20 34 JA005238-
JA005254 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 21 28 JA004454 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 23 34 JA005255-
JA005260 

10/30/2013 Trial Exhibit 23a 39 JA005816-
JA005817 

10/28/2013 Trial Exhibit 24 34 JA005261-
JA005263 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 25 28 JA004455-
JA004462 

10/24/2013 Trial Exhibit 26 31 JA004792-
JA004804 

10/30/2013 Trial Exhibit 27 39 JA005818-
JA005820 

10/29/2013 Trial Exhibit 28 36 JA005494-
JA005497 

10/29/2013 Trial Exhibit 29 36 JA005498-
JA005511 

10/24/2013 Trial Exhibit 30 31 JA004805-
JA004811 

12/13/2013 Trial Exhibit 31a 48 JA007385-
JA007410 

12/12/2013 Trial Exhibit 39 46 JA006936-
JA006948 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

12/12/2013 Trial Exhibit 40 46 JA006949-
JA006950 

12/12/2013 Trial Exhibit 41 46 JA006951-
JA006952 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 6  – filed under seal 27 JA004293-
JA004307 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 7 – filed under seal 27 JA004308-
JA004310 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 8 – filed under seal 27 JA004311-
JA004312 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit 9 – filed under seal 27 JA004313-
JA004319 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit AA 27 JA004101-
JA004102 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit BB 27 JA004103 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit CC 27 JA004104 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit DD 27 JA004105 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit EE 27 JA004106-
JA004113 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit FF 27 JA004114-
JA004118 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit GG 27 JA004119-
JA004122 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit HH 27 JA004123 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit II 27 JA004124 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit JJ 27 JA004125 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit KK 27 JA004126-
JA004167 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit LL 27 JA004168 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit MM 27 JA004169 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit NN 27 JA004170-
JA004174 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit OO 27 JA004175-
JA004183 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit PP 27 JA004184-
JA004240 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit QQ 27 JA004241-
JA004243 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit RR 27 JA004244-
JA004248 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit SS 27 JA004249-
JA004255 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit TT 27 JA004256-
JA004262 

10/23/2013 Trial Exhibit UU 27 JA004263-
JA004288 

10/24/2013 Trial Exhibit VV 31 JA004791 
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Date Document Description Volume Labeled 

12/10/2013 Trial Exhibit WW 43 JA006531-
JA006532 

12/12/2013 Trial Exhibit XX 46 JA006879-
JA006935 

 

Dated this 28th day of February, 2018. 

McDONALD CARANO LLP 

 
 
By:   /s/ Rory T. Kay   

Pat Lundvall (NSBN 3761) 
Rory T. Kay (NSBN 12416) 
2300 W. Sahara Ave., 12th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
Telephone:  (702) 873-4100 
Facsimile:  (702) 873-9966 
lundvall@mcdonaldcarano.com 
rkay@mcdonaldcarano.com  

Attorneys for Appellant 
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PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA'S
RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION
TO SETTLE TWO (2) SETS OF
COMPETING JUDGMENTS AND
ORDERS
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Although Defendant Pardee Homes of Nevada ("Pardee") has no objection to

Plaintiffs' request that the Court enter one of the competing judgments and one of the

competing orders submitted by the parties or draft a judgment and/or order of the

Court's own, Pardee does fundamentally disagree with Plaintiffs' decision to request

that relief in an unneeded motion, which only increases both parties' attorney's fees in

this matter. Indeed, at the January 15, 2016 hearing on all post-judgment motions, the

Court clearly stated that she expected counsel to adhere to her standing orders found

on her court website concerning preparation and submission of proposed orders, and

that she would "ask .for a hearing" if she needed one to resolve any competing

judgments and orders. Transcript of January 15, 2016 Hearing at 177:1-5, attached as

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

1

JA011214



1 Exhibit A. Nevertheless, Plaintiffs rushed to file a motion in which they have forced

2 such a hearing on the Court rather than letting the Court perform its usual and

3 customary function in reviewing competing submissions. The Motion includes a "notice

4 of motion" setting a hearing for April 27, 2016, directly contradicting the Court's website

5 instructions and specific instruction from the January hearing.

Beyond this flaw, Plaintiffs' Motion only requests that the Court mandatorily take

7 action under EDCR 7.21 and its own standing order on competing orders to resolve the

8 competing submissions. Specifically, Plaintiffs ask only for the Court to "review and

9 settle these Orders between the parties." Motion at 3:1-2. EDCR 7.21 already provides

10 for this relief, and the Court's department rules, clearly listed on the Court's website,

0 1 11 state that the "Judge will make a ruling on an Order" when the parties submit contested

|So 12 or competing orders. Thus, Plaintiffs' Motion is essentially nothing more than a request

13 that the Court comply with its own rules. The nonsensical and unneeded nature of such

a motion is readily apparent.

Accordingly, Pardee respectfully requests that the Court deny Plaintiffs' Motion

£ 16 as either moot or unnecessary. The Court is competent to do its job without Plaintiffs

prompting it to review all competing orders and judgments. Moreover, as the Court

18 expressed during the January hearing, if it needs to hold a hearing on the proposed

19 judgments and orders, the Court—and not the. Plaintiffs—will order one.

DATED this 23rd day of March, 2016.
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MCDONALD CARANO WILSON LLP21

22

	 Is/ Rorv T. Kay	

Pat Lundvall (NSBN 3761)

RoryT. Kay (NSBN 12416)
2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 1200

Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

(702) 873-4100
(702) 873-9966 Facsimile
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27 Attorneys for Defendant Pardee Homes of
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I. STATEMENT OF FACTS.1

Given the extensive hearing on January 15, 2016, Pardee will not repeat the

3 facts relevant to the competing proposed judgments and orders. However, Pardee

4 does believe a recitation of the parties' dealings since that hearing would be helpful to

5 the Court in resolving Plaintiffs' Motion.

A. The Parties' Proposed Judgments.

After the conclusion of the January hearing, and consistent with the Court's

8 instructions that Pardee prepare the first draft of the judgment, Pardee's counsel

9 prepared a draft judgment and cover letter and submitted them to Plaintiffs' counsel via

10 Wiznet on February 5, 2016. See Letter and Proposed Judgment Dated February 5,

11 2016, attached as Exhibit B. In the letter, Pardee's counsel asked for Plaintiffs' desired

modifications on or before February 12, 2016 so that the parties could comply with

Q|gs 13 EDCR 7.21's ten-day rule regarding submission of proposed orders. On the eve of this

14 deadline, Plaintiffs' counsel asked for an extension to respond with proposed

q -S3 15 modifications until February 16, 2016. Pardee's counsel granted this first extension.

However, February 16 passed without Plaintiffs' proposed modifications or any
UJ ® §

Z pS4 17 response as to why they failed to propose modifications. Accordingly, on February 22,

7^8 18 2016, Pardee's counsel contacted Plaintiffs' counsel to ask if Plaintiffs intended to

19 submit proposed modifications.1 Plaintiffs' counsel was unavailable that day, but

20 responded on February 23, 2016 by asking for a second extension of time to propose

21 modifications. Because the parties were already well past EDCR 7.21's ten-day rule

22 regarding submission, Pardee declined Plaintiffs' request for a second extension and

23 instead submitted a proposed judgment and cover letter pursuant to the Court's

2
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24
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26 1 As the Court is no doubt aware, customary practice in this district is to submit a
proposed order if the other party fails to respond to a request for approval or
disapproval of a proposed order. In this case, however, Pardee graciously allowed
Plaintiffs additional time to review Pardee's proposed judgment.

27

28
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1 standing order on submission of orders and/or judgments.2 See Letter to Judge Earley

2 Dated February 24, 2016, attached as Exhibit C; see also Exh. 4 to Plaintiffs' Motion.

B. The Parties' Proposed Draft Orders.

During the same time, the parties were also contemplating an omnibus draft

5 order on the Court's ruling regarding all post-judgment motions filed by the parties. On

6 February 11, 2016, Plaintiffs' counsel sent Pardee's counsel a proposed draft order

7 regarding the post-judgment motions. After reviewing the hearing transcript and

8 Plaintiffs' proposed draft orders, Pardee's counsel sent proposed edits to the draft order

9 back to Plaintiffs' counsel via Wiznet on February 23, 20 16.3

Plaintiffs' counsel then contacted Pardee's counsel on February 29, 2016 to say

P| 11 that the redlined edits did not come through on the email. Accordingly, on March 1,

gso 12 2016, Pardee's counsel emailed another copy of them to Plaintiffs' counsel and

informed counsel that Pardee would not submit any proposed draft order until March 3

23 14 2016. On March 3, 2016, Plaintiffs' counsel informed Pardee's counsel that Plaintiffs

Sg 15 could not respond to Pardee's proposed edits until March 7, 2016. Because of this

£ 16 email, Pardee did not submit its proposed draft order on March 3, 2016, instead waiting

again for Plaintiffs to respond with their approval of Pardee's proposed edits or counter-

18 edits of their own.
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Indeed, although EDCR 7.21 requires drafting counsel to submit a proposed

order to the clerk or judge within 10 days after counsel is notified of the ruling, Plaintiffs
had failed to provide proposed modifications to Pardee's draft judgment more than 17
days after Pardee served Plaintiffs with the draft judgment.

Although Pardee's counsel was actually prepared to send these proposed edits
sooner than February 23, 2016, Plaintiffs had requested a mutual extension of the
deadlines to propose modifications so that they could review Pardee's proposed
judgment. Pardee has included a copy of a separate letter as Exhibit D that it sent to
the Court on March 22, 2016.
communications after the January 15, 2016 hearing.

23

24

25 3

26

27
This letter more fully describes the parties'
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Plaintiffs' approval or counter-edits never came. On the contrary, Plaintiffs filed

2 I the current Motion on March 14, 201 6.4

1

II. ARGUMENT.3

A- Plaintiffs' Motion Contradicts the Court's Express Instructions at the January4

15, 2016 Hearing.
5

The first basis for the Court to deny Plaintiffs' unneeded Motion is that it plainly

violates the Court's oral instructions from the bench. Indeed, mindful of saving the

parties time and expense in an already contentious case, the Court instructed the

I parties to submit the various proposed competing judgments and orders, at which time

the Court could then "ask for a hearing" if it felt one was needed. See Jan. 15, 2016

Trans., Exh. A at 177:1-5. Yet by violating the Court's instructions and filing the Motion,

which forced a hearing upon the Court rather than permitting the Court to call one if

necessary, the Plaintiffs have defied the Court's instructions. This alone is a clear

reason to deny Plaintiffs' Motion.

B. Rather Than Working With Pardee, Plaintiffs' Hastily Filed a Proposed Order

Violates the Court's Standing Order on Submission of Competing Orders.

Given that it was a prominent feature of the January hearing, one would think

that Plaintiffs' counsel would be well versed in the Court's standing order regarding

6
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Plaintiffs duplicitously and misleadingly include a grossly outdated copy of

Pardee's proposed draft order on Plaintiffs' Motion to Strike as Exhibit 2 to their Motion.
This is absurd and entirely unrepresentative of the parties' dealings. Pardee initially
proposed that the parties draft individual orders on those motions for which each was
successful.

20

21

22
When Plaintiffs' counsel disagreed and instead submitted to Pardee an omnibus

proposed draft order covering all post-judgment motions, Pardee willingly complied and
submitted redlined edits to Plaintiffs' proposed order. Those edits are the effective
version that was pending between the parties before Plaintiffs rushed to file their
Motion, and so Pardee now provides it to the Court as Exhibit E to correct Plaintiffs'
deception. See Letter from Rory T. Kay to Plaintiffs' Counsel Dated February 23, 2016
and Attached Proposed Edits. Other than pure deceit, Pardee's counsel has no idea
why Plaintiffs' counsel omitted the relevant copy of Pardee's proposed edits in their
exhibits and instead included a copy of a draft order that the parties never considered.

So that there can be no mistake, Exhibit E, which is Pardee's redlined edits to
Plaintiffs' proposed order, is the relevant document for the Court to evaluate in deciding
which of the competing orders to enter.
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submission of competing orders and/or judgments. As with the Court's oral instruction

above, its standing order cannot be clearer:

"Counsel designated to prepare the order is requested to provide a draft

to opposing counsel(s) prior to submission. Non-drafting counsel is

required to sign the order prior to submission. Disputes may be resolved

by submission to chambers of an explanatory letter, copied on all parties,

with or without a draft of a competing order."5

1

2

3

4

5

6 But despite the parties' counsel collegially working to draft an agreeable proposed order
7

on the post-judgment motions, Plaintiffs' counsel short-circuited this collegiality by filing

the Motion rather than approving Pardee's proposed edits or proposing counter-edits to

the same. This is particularly troublesome considering Pardee's counsel provided the

proposed edits on February 23, 2016, and granted Plaintiffs' counsel an extension to

March 3, 2016 to respond to them.

There was no "dispute" that required submission of competing orders to the

Court via motion or otherwise. Indeed, the parties, despite Plaintiffs' counsel's delay in

reviewing Pardee's proposed edits, were working cooperatively and may have resolved

any differences in the proposed order's language but for Plaintiffs rush to the Court to

file the Motion. This violation of the Court's standing order is yet another basis by

which the Court can deny Plaintiffs' Motion.
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The Court did alter the language of its standing order after the January 15, 2016

hearing. Specifically, before the hearing and up to January 19, 2016, the Court's
website listed Department 4's rule on Submission of Orders as follows:

Department 4 requires proposed orders to be submitted to chambers
within ten (10) days of notification pursuant to EDCR 7.21. Counsel
designated to prepare the order is not required to provide a draft to
opposing counsel(s). Non-drafting counsel is not required to sign the
order prior to submission. Disputes may be resolved by submitting
competing orders with explanatory letters for chambers' review.

Pardee has attached a copy of this previous language as Exhibit F. And despite
this changed language, the most recent version has been available at the
Court's website since the parties began drafting the post-hearing judgments and
orders.
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C. Plaintiffs' Motion Asks for Superfluous Relief Already Required by the Court's1

Own Rules.
2

Perhaps the most confusing act in a sea of bizarre post-hearing actions,

Plaintiffs' requested relief is that the Court "review and settle these Orders between the

parties." Motion at 3:1-2. Apparently trying to help the Court with its own job

description, Plaintiffs suggest that the Court "may choose to write its own Orders." Id.
6

at 3:2. But Plaintiffs' requested relief, done by affirmatively setting a hearing rather than

waiting for the Court to do so, is entirely redundant of what EDCR 7.21 and the Court's

internal operating procedures already require it to do.

That the Court should "review and settle" competing orders between parties is so

obvious that it needs not be said and certainly not by filing a motion requiring an

opposing litigant to spend unnecessary attorney's fees in opposing the same. EDCR

7.21 requires parties to furnish any proposed "order, judgment or decree ... to the clerk

or judge in charge of the court within 10 days after counsel is notified of the ruling." The

Court's own standing order expressly states that "both parties must submit their

'Proposed Order' to chambers and the Judge will make a ruling on an Order." See

Court's Department Rules, attached as Exhibit G and available at

http://www.clarkcountycourts.us/DC-Departments/Dept4/DC_Department-4-new.html#l.

Instead of filing the Motion and asking the Court to do what it already said it will

do, the proper procedure Plaintiffs should have chosen is to wait for the Court to enter

one of the competing proposed judgments and one of the competing proposed orders

and then move for reconsideration of the same if necessary under EDCR 2.24. But

rather than taking a reasonable approach to this post-judgment litigation, Plaintiffs have

chosen to impose both time and money on the Court and Pardee in responding to and

hearing Plaintiffs' unnecessary Motion. Such a waste of scarce judicial resources is not

only frustrating, but also sanctionable conduct. See EDCR 7.60(b)(1) and (3)

(permitting the "imposition of fines, costs or attorney's fees" when a litigant, without just
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cause, presents an unnecessary motion or "multiplies the proceedings in a case as to

increase costs unreasonably and vexatiously.").

D. Plaintiffs' Contentions Regarding Pardee's Proposed Judgment Are
Misleading and Meritless.

1

2

3

4

Plaintiffs contend in their Motion that Pardee's proposed judgment is the

"grossest of revisionist history" and purportedly "nowhere recites accurately the Court's
6

Order from June 25, 2014." Motion at 2:9-11. This repeats Plaintiffs' refrain from four

unsolicited letters to the Court between February 26, 2016 and March 18, 2016. In the

5

7

8

most expansive of those letters to the Court, Plaintiffs incorrectly claim that the

proposed judgment "contains more gamesmanship" from Pardee. See March 18, 2016

Letter from Michael Flaxman to Judge Earley, on file with the Court. Plaintiffs also

claim that Pardee's proposed judgment does not incorporate any of the Court's

previous Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. See id. Although Pardee's

proposed judgment speaks for itself, apparently Plaintiffs believe that providing the
q££ 14

Court with unsolicited opinions without analysis via letter will sway the Court's ultimate

decision.
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To be clear, Pardee's proposed judgment expressly references the Court's

Previous Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. See Exh. 4 to Plaintiff's Motion at

1:18-27 (noting the Court entered the June 25, 2014 Findings of Fact and Conclusions

of Law and also the Court's order therein regarding supplement briefing on the

accounting issue). Indeed, Pardee's proposed judgment states that it is "[i]n

accordance with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law entered on June 25,

2014 and the Accounting Order entered on April 20, 2015." Id. at 2:4-6. Moreover, in

drafting the proposed judgment, Pardee's counsel painstakingly reviewed not only the

transcript of the January 15, 2016 hearing, but also the entirety of the record from this
i

case, including the theories and arguments advanced at trial. In fact, at the hearing the

Court made its own observations reflecting Pardee's proposed judgment:

The Court:

17
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So when you say "future," that's not really - that's
that's28 I don't understand that one, because not
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future, not for future if they were selling the future, but

may have been owed if, once you got all those

documents and all those amendments and we had

discussion, I understand it completely, I went

through it, you felt like your position was that

they had already sold property under that option

agreement.

1

2

3

4

5
Mr. Jimmerson: Right.

6

The Court: The Court disagreed.
7

Mr. Jimmerson: Agreed.
8

The Court: I looked at the evidence, but that's what you were

talking about.
9

10
an

Mr. Jimmerson: That's exactly -2
o§
00 8

11
The Court: Not future, as in future that I would have thought of by

this accounting.

Correct.

o 12h-H .< o

:>

Oiif 13 Mr. Jimmerson:

8M 14 The Court: So it wasn't future, so that was very unclear until I -sA •
5 Q
O Z

3 15^ — tu rv

O t-f $
A
{ ) HON
' J Vl/NN

Aii

Mr. Jimmerson: Right.

S 16
The Court: That was not what it really was, it was potentially

past commissions -17
OS
Q I Mr. Jimmerson: You got it.18sU 2

19 The Court: under the Commission Agreement letter, which

I'm, I almost know word for word right now, the

Commission Agreement based on your interpretation,

what your interpretation was. I understood it.

the testimony.

20

read
21

22
Mr. Jimmerson: Right.

23
The Court: Which I admit, during trial I did not, I did not find

that I thought any would be due and owing.24

25 See Jan. 15, 2016 Trans., Exh. A, at 26:16-27:23 (emphasis added). The Court further

26 confirmed that it "did not feel that there was anything more due and owning" to Plaintiffs

for any commissions. Id. at 28:10-11. The Court also agreed with Pardee's counsel

that Plaintiffs presented "two different theories of liabilities" and that Plaintiffs "lost on a

27

28

9
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1 theory of liability" that they should recover past commissions for Pardee's purported

2 breach of the Commission Agreement. Id. at 65:20-12, 68:3, and 67:21-22 (the Court

3 agreeing that Plaintiffs were seeking "not future, [but] past [commissions]" in the

4 lawsuit).

In crafting the proposed judgment, Pardee drafted, as it must under EDCR 7.21

6 and the Court's standing order, a good faith proposed judgment that complies with the

7 Court's previous orders and the litigation's actual events and occurrences, including

8 Plaintiffs' attempts to recover money damages under the Commission Agreement for

9 Pardee's purported failure to pay allegedly past or outstanding commissions due on

10 sales of Option Property. Once the Court no doubt reviews the entire record in this

Os 11 matter, Pardee is confident that the Court will see the merit in Pardee's proposed
00 §

lgo 12 judgment and entirely reject Plaintiffs' meritless claims of gamesmanship.
UJ v£>
7. rv O

•A C4

5

Z

3

5,
—v £88 n

• < r-

III. CONCLUSION.

lis 14
rr1 Z .

It is unfortunate the Plaintiffs' suddenly overeager counsel, after weeks of their

own delay processing the proposed draft judgment and order, have now rushed to file a

motion violating both the Court's oral instruction from January 15, 2016 and the Court's

standing order on submission of competing orders. Perhaps Plaintiffs took this action

to divert attention from the constant extensions that their counsel had to request from

Pardee to complete the proposed draft judgments and orders. In any event, Plaintiffs'

o Z

2 15
9 13 *

q|1p

<r^<l« s 12 o

16

Z*2S 17
OS

Q § 18

£
19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

10
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1 blatant violations preclude their superfluous relief. As the Court previously stated, it will

2 review the proposed judgments and orders, and schedule a hearing as necessary once

3 it has done so. Accordingly, Pardee respectfully requests that the Court deny Plaintiffs'

4 Motion.

DATED this 23rd day of March, 2016.5

MCDONALD CARANO WILSON LLP6

	 /s/ Rorv T. Kay	

Pat Lundvall (NSBN 3761)

Rory T. Kay (NSBN 12416)

2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 1200

Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

(702) 873-4100
(702) 873-9966 Facsimile
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10
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Attorneys for Defendant Pardee Homes of
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m os

x ~ u-<

• < r-

ill 14
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE1

2 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of McDonald Carano Wilson LLP

3 and that on the 23rd day of March, 2016, I served a true and correct copy of the

4 foregoing PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA'S OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION

5 TO SETTLE TWO (2) SETS OF COMPETING JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS, via e-

6 service through Wiznet as utilized in the 8th Judicial District on the following:

7

James J. Jimmerson
8 Holly A. Fic

Kim Stewart
9 JIMMERSON, HANSEN, P.C.

415 S. Sixth Street, Ste 100
Las Vegas, NV 8910110

dm

OS 11
CO s

Attorney for Plaintiffs

£ s o 12
> £33

^ S § 1 ^O £87
. < £

Sis 14
e 08

and

John W. Muije
John W. Muije & Assoc.
1840 E. Sahara Ave., #106
Las Vegas, NV 89104

r , 2gS K
CJfcYs

• Bol Co-counsel for Plaintiffs
Q ai n m

h- vO -I /-

16
<l§5s

17
Isi Sally Wexler

An Employee of McDonald Carano Wilson LLP
OS
Q * 18U s
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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

)JAMES WOLFRAM,

)
)PLAINTIFF,

)
) CASE NO. A632338vs .

)
)PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA,

)
)DEFENDANT .

)

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT

OF

PROCEEDINGS

BEFORE THE HONORABLE KERRY L. EARLEY

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

HELD ON FRIDAY, JANUARY 15, 2016

AT 10:00 A.M.

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

APPEARANCES :

For the Plaintiff: JAMES J. JIMMERSON, ESQ.

MICHAEL C. FLAXMAN, ESQ.

For the Defendant : PATRICIA K. LUNDVALL, ESQ.

RORY T. KAY, ESQ.

Reported by: Loree Murray, CCR No. 426
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1 due now. Not anything.

What is said, in fact, to you in our opening

3 statement by myself is we don't know. We're looking

4 for whether or not future commissions are owed. We

2

need the information.5

THE COURT: And by "future commissions," you

7 mean if I had agreed that when they change, where -

8 the option property, and if I had agreed with that,

9 that your claim was that they had already, Pardee had

10 already sold to -- bought from CSI, what property that

11 was option property, and that would have been due and

6

12 owing .

MR. JIMMERSON : Correct.13

Under the commission.THE COURT:14

MR. JIMMERSON: Right.15

So when you say "future," that'sTHE COURT:16

not really -- that's, that's

one, because not future, not for future if they were

selling in the future, but may have been owed if, once

you got all those documents and all those amendments

and we had discussion, I understand it completely, I

went through it, you felt like your position was that

they had already sold property under that option

agreement .

I don't understand that17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

MR. JIMMERSON: Right.25

JA011228



Page 27

The Court disagreed.THE COURT:1

MR. JIMMERSON: Agreed.2

I looked at the evidence, butTHE COURT:3

that ' s what you were talking about .4

MR. JIMMERSON: That's exactly --5

THE COURT: Not future, as in future that I6

would have thought of by this accounting.7

MR. JIMMERSON: Correct.8

So it wasn't future, so that wasTHE COURT:9

very unclear until I10

MR. JIMMERSON: Right.11

That was not what it really was,THE COURT:12

it was potentially past commissions -

You got it .

-- under the commission agreement

letter, which I'm, I almost know word for word right

now, the commission agreement based on your

13

MR. JIMMERSON:14

THE COURT:15

16

17

interpretation, what your interpretation was.

understood it .

I18

I read the testimony.19

MR . JIMMERSON : Right .20

Which I admit, during trial I did

not, I did not find that I thought any would be due and

THE COURT:21

22

23 owing .

MR. JIMMERSON: I understand.24

There was never anything that ITHE COURT:25

JA011229



Page 28

I don't even remember if I had gone that way how I

2 would have figured an amount out. In fact, when I was

3 looking at it, I'm not gonna go through it, I didn't.

MR. JIMMERSON: Right.

1

4

I didn't go there, because ITHE COURT:5

found that I did not the feel that what I said6

MR. JIMMERSON: Right.7

It's in my findings.THE COURT:8

MR. JIMMERSON: Right.

THE COURT: I told you my reasoning. I did

not feel that there was anything more due and owing.

MR. JIMMERSON: You're correct.

9

10

11

12

And I felt that they -- that wasTHE COURT:13

my choice.

changes that were done did not make it option property

and did not make it something that commissions were -

I was very clear, and that was obviously -

I'm really glad, I'm really

You are a

I was the trier of fact. I felt that the14

15

16

17

MR. JIMMERSON:18

glad that you prepared for today's hearing,

hot bench right now.

19

You really know this stuff.20

THE COURT: Well, this21

So thank you .MR . JIMMERSON :22

I invested so much time for bothTHE COURT:23

of you, I felt in my heart,

know .

I wanted this right, you24

25
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Mr. Jimmerson.1

THE COURT : Okay .

MS . LUNDVALL : You exchanged with him the

4 fact that if you had agreed with his theory about the

5 purchases of option property, then there would have

6 been monies that would have been due and owing.

THE COURT: If I had had the testimony.

MS. LUNDVALL: If you --

2

3

7

8

If I'd had the testimony, which ITHE COURT:9

didn ' t .10

MS. LUNDVALL: And it was11

And you know what I was gonna do, .

Ms. Lundvall, I was gonna then have to do an accounting

for it because I had absolutely no-- I didn't get to

there, because I had no information on what it would

THE COURT:12

13

14

15

have been .16

MS. LUNDVALL: Precisely. He set up his case17

He set up his case alleging twoin a two-part step.18

The firstdifferent forms of breach of contract.19

I agree, two different theoriesTHE COURT:20

of liability.21

MS. LUNDVALL: Yes.22

For the breach.THE COURT:23

MS. LUNDVALL: Two different theories of24

liability. One is that there were purchases of option25
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1 was on what options, because there were facts that they

2 were not aware of . He was not aware of any of that

3 before he filed the lawsuit, don't you agree, .

4 Ms. Lundvall? He was not aware of the facts on moving

5 easterly on the option, that theory, or he wasn't aware

6 that they had sold, you know, first was it multi-family

7 and then changed them -- well, yes, it was, remember,

8 to multi and then single family, but I didn't find them

9 single-family detached residential property, as you

10 knowi

So I look at the case, I'll be honest, it was

definitely a claim to get information, and then once he

got the information, whether, based on that commission

agreement, he had any other claims. I truly believe

that, that this how it happened.

MS. LUNDVALL: And you, as far as discussed

with him in the course of this very hearing that if I

had agreed with your theory concerning the purchases of

option property, then, in fact, there would have been

additional commissions that were due and owing.

THE COURT: Past ones. Not future, past

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22 ones .

MS. LUNDVALL: And he acknowledged that and23

he admitted that .24

THE COURT : Okay .25
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MS. LUNDVALL: And so to the extent though,

2 the point being made here is he lost on that.

THE COURT: He lost on a theory of liability,

and

1

3

but he didn't lose on a claim. That doesn't4

5 you're trying to say that because he lost on that, that

6 makes you the prevailing party?

MS. LUNDVALL: Let me as far as see if I can7

8 as far as initially, because one, just because one of

9 the things that I wanted to do then is to be able to

10 walk the Court then through the history then of this

11 case, so the Court --

THE COURT: Oh, okay. I'm aware of it, but I12

would be glad to be walked again.13

Well, what I want to do is to

make sure that you understand that his theory and he

was asking for money damages from the very beginning

until all the way to the end, and he lost on that

And the point that we had tried to

make is that that loss on that theory, the flip side of

that is a win to Pardee.

MS . LUNDVALL :14

15

16

17

theory, your Honor.18

19

20

THE COURT : No . You have to say the win

makes you the prevailing party over him being the

prevailing party over the other claims.

MS. LUNDVALL: So what I'm trying to do is to

stick as far as to this motion to amend.

21

22

23

24

25
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THE COURT: I have to agree, because as soon

2 as I do something outside the normal course, as with

. 3 this case, then I have issues.

And if I feel like I need a hearing, I'm not

5 shy, I will ask for a hearing.

1

4

MR. JIMMERSON: Very good, your Honor.

THE' COURT: I would like to do it that way.

MR. JIMMERSON: It's getting to the point

9 where if I suggest today is a Friday, I'm going to get

10 an opposition. '

6

7

8

I'm with you. We'll just submit it.

THE COURT: Okay. It's all important. I

take no dispersions. It's all important. I get that.

MR. JIMMERSON: So as I understand it, we're

11

12

13

14

going to exchange between ourselves, try to reach an

accommodation.

15

If not, we'll be sending letters served

upon the opposing side so each side has --

16

17

Okay, here's what I would like to

One of you does the proposed

judgment, excuse me,

The other one looks at it, says what their

THE COURT:18

do, here's how it works:19

order . The other one looks at20

j udgment .

issue is and whether they can approve it or not.

not, you try to work together.

If you can't, then whoever, then each of you,

the first one who proposed the judgment and the second

21

If22

23

24

25
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preparing the order. It's okay.

THE COURT: Unfortunately, the way it started

out in the first place, I'm going to keep consistent.

I'm fine. No one's waiving any rights.

MS . LUNDVALL : Thank you , your Honor .

THE COURT: You know, no one has to take

1

2

3

4

5

6

their ball and go home, okay?

okay?

We're okay, I promise,7

8

You got it.

Thank you for staying so long.

Thank you for all your time

I appreciate everybody's

MR. JIMMERSON:9

THE COURT:10

MR. JIMMERSON:11

and your staff's time too.12

efforts .13

THE COURT: You're welcome, okay.14

15

ATTEST:16

Full, true, and accurate transcription of proceedings.17

18

19

20

21

Loree Murray, CCR #426
22

23

24

25
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Mcdonald•carano-wilson^

Rory T. Kay Reply to Las Vegas

rkav@mcdonaldcarano.com ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

02/05/2016 01:49:34 PM

February 5, 2016

VIA WIZNET ELECTRONIC FILING

James J. Jimmerson
Michael C. Flaxman
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.
415 S. Sixth Street, Suite 100

Las Vegas, NV89101

iii@iimmersonhansen.com

mcf@iimmersonhansen.com

Re: James Wolfram, Walt Wilkes v. Pardee Homes ofNevada
A-10-632338-C: Draft Judgment

Dear Messrs. Jimmerson and Flaxman:

Pursuant to the Court's oral instruction at the January 16, 2016 hearing and the

Court's updated standing order available on the Court's website regarding submission

of proposed orders, please see the attached draft judgment resolving this matter. As

the Court instructed at the hearing, this judgment will be a final order in accordance with

the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law that the Court entered on June 25, 2014

and the Court's subsequent Accounting Order entered on April 20, 201 5.

Please execute the attached or indicate any desired modifications to the

judgment on or before February 12, 2016. Contact me if you would like to discuss this

issue in more detail.

Sincerely

/.
Rory T. Kay

Conrad Smuckercc:

100 WEST LIBERTY ST., 10™ FLOOR
RENO, NEVADA 89501

2300 WEST SAHARA AVENUE

SUITE 1200
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102

702-873-4100
FAX 702-873-9966

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
oAJvq,

&

-VIII 7s
P.O. BOX 2670, RENO, NEVADA 89505
775-788-2000 • FAX 775-788-2020 WWVVMCWLAW.COM
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1 JUDG
PAT LUNDVALL (NSBN 3761)

2 RORY T. KAY (NSBN 12416)
Mcdonald carano wilson llp

3 2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 1200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

4 (702)873-4100
(702) 873-9966 Facsimile

5 lundvall@mcdonaidcarano.com
rkay@mcdonaldcarano.com

6 Attorneys for Defendant
Pardee Homes of Nevada

7
DISTRICT COURT

8
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

9

JAMES WOLFRAM
WALT WILKES

CASE NO.: A-10-632338-C
DEPT NO.: IV

10

Z
Os
CO 3
hJ g

11
Plaintiffs

JUDGMENT12
>zSS
>ds3
Ois!

vs.

13
. 5 C

8l£ 14 PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA,

Defendant

2 •
£ O
o Z

5 15- C — UJ rN

JL. w o T
Q PBic -
rmmm3

^|as
ZSS* ,7

£ 16
AND RELATED CLAIMS

5
if

On October 23, 2013, the above-referenced matter came on for bench trial

19 before the Honorable Judge Kerry Earley.

testimony of witnesses, the documentary evidence, stipulations of counsel, the papers

submitted by the respective parties, and considered the arguments of counsel at trial in

this matter, entered Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law on June 25, 2014.

In the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Court ordered the parties to

provide supplemental briefing within 60 days detailing what information Defendant

Pardee Homes of Nevada ("Pardee") and its successors and/or assigns should provide

Plaintiffs James Wolfram and Walt Wilkes ("Plaintiffs") and their successors and/or

assigns consistent with the Court's decision on the accounting cause of action.

18u —

2
The Court, having reviewed the record,

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

1
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After reviewing the parties' supplemental briefing, the Court then entered an

2 order on April 20, 2015 reflecting its decision on the supplemental briefing (the

3 "Accounting Order").

1

In accordance with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law entered on June

5 25, 2014 and the Accounting Order entered on April 20, 2015, the Court finds the

6 following:

4

In their NRCP 16.1 disclosures, Plaintiffs stated they were entitled to $1,952,000

8 in total damages related to their asserted causes of action. Specifically, Plaintiffs

9 disclosed $1,800,000 in damages related to lost future commissions from Pardee's

10 purported breach of the Commission Agreement, $146,500 in attorney's fees incurred

Os 11 as special damages in prosecuting the action, and $6,000 in consequential damages
00 8

1 <

12 for time and effort expended searching for information regarding what Pardee
<; £ss

O IP 13 purportedly owed them under the Commission Agreement
)~3'

BIS 14 Plaintiffs' asserted causes of action included accounting, breach of contract and

7

dn

z

-> z .u. *& P O
o 2

breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. Each asserted claim was

predicated upon allegations of breach of contract by Pardee of the Commission

Agreement. Plaintiffs asserted two theories of breach by Pardee: failure to properly pay

commissions owed and failure to properly inform Plaintiffs.

Having considered the entire record presented at trial, including testimony of

witnesses, the documentary evidence, stipulations of counsel, the papers submitted by

the respective parties, and the arguments of counsel at trial in this matter, the Court

enters judgment as follows:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS

ENTERED against Plaintiffs and for Pardee on Plaintiffs' causes of action for

accounting, breach of contract and breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair

dealing as to Plaintiffs' theory that Pardee owed them money damages under the

Commission Agreement. Pardee has not breached the Commission Agreement in such

3 15

5 16
<L( S « O -
^ 2d£ i <7

5t 17
91 18
2

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

2
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1 a way as to deny Plaintiffs any commissions, and Pardee has paid all commissions due

2 and owing under the Commission Agreement.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS3

4 ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Plaintiffs' causes of action for

5 breach of contract and breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing as

6 to Plaintiffs' theory that Pardee failed to properly inform Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs are entitled

7 to damages from Pardee in an amount totaling $141,500.00, of which $6,000 are

8 consequential damages from Pardee's breach of the Commission Agreement and the

9 remaining $1 35,500.00 are special damages in the form of attorney's fees and costs.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT

O f 11 Pardee shall provide Plaintiffs with future accountings related to the Commission
CO ®

12 Agreement consistent with the Accounting Order entered by the Court on April 20,

oil! 13 2015'
h-V , < f-

10
on

Z

H-) S

>§§!
, Goto

Sil 14 IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT

JUDGMENT IS ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Pardee's cause

of action for breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. Pardee is not

sjz .

s 98 -o Z S

15- ? — IU <N

O £?§
* UJ o TA 222

( ) j-ON

3liii
l/S

£ 16

entitled to any damages on this cause of action.

This Judgment may be amended upon entry of any further awards of interest,

costs and/or attorney's fees.

DATED this

17
OS
r-\ s

.a s 18

£
19

day of February, 2016.20

21

22

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
23

24

25

26

27

28

3
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Mcdonald •carano-wilsons

Rory Kay

rkay@mcdonaIdcarano.com
Reply to Las Vegas

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

02/24/2016 02:06:58 PM

February 24, 2016

Via Hand Delivery

The Honorable Kerry Earley

Eighth Judicial District Court

Regional Justice Center

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

Re: Pardee Homes ofNevada adv. James Wolfram, etai

Case No. A-1 0-632338 - Proposed Judgment

Dear Judge Earley:

During the January 15, 2016 hearing, you instructed Pardee to prepare a

draft judgment and submit it to Plaintiffs' counsel consistent with your standing

order available on the Court's website. Accordingly, I have attached a draft

proposed judgment for your review after previously sending the same to

Plaintiffs' counsel.

The Court's updated website states that proposed orders shall be

submitted to Department 4 as follows:

Department 4 requires proposed orders to be

submitted to chambers within ten (10) days of

notification pursuant to EDCR 7.21.

designated to prepare the order is requested to

provide a draft to opposing counsel(s) prior to

submission. Non-drafting counsel is required to sign

the order prior to submission. Disputes may be

resolved by submission to chambers of an

explanatory letter, copied on all parties, with or

without a draft of a competing order.

Counsel

100 WEST LIBERTY ST., 10th FLOOR

RENO, NEVADA 89501

2300 WEST SAHARA AVENUE

SUITE 1200

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102

702-873-4100
FAX 702-873-9966

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

RO. BOX 2670, RENO, NEVADA 89505
775-788-2000 • FAX 775-788-2020 WWWMCWLAW.COM
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Honorable Kerry Earley

February 24, 2016

Page 2

EDCR 7.21 also states that drafting counsel shall submit a draft proposed

order to the Court within 10 days after counsel is notified of the ruling, unless

additional time is allowed by the court.

Consistent with this guidance, I served a cover letter and draft judgment

upon Plaintiffs' counsel on February 5, 2016 via Wiznet, requesting that counsel

provide me with any desired modifications to the draft judgment on or before

February 12, 2016. On that date, I spoke on the telephone with Michael

Flaxman, Plaintiffs' counsel, who requested an extension of time until February

17, 2016 to respond to the draft judgment. Pardee agreed to do so.1

On February 22, 2016, I followed up with Mr. Flaxman because I had not

yet received Plaintiffs' proposed modifications. I asked if Plaintiffs intended to

submit modifications to the draft judgment and indicated to him that Pardee was

prepared to submit its proposed modifications to Plaintiffs' draft order on all post-

judgment motions. Mr. Flaxman indicated that Plaintiffs did have proposed

modifications to the draft judgment, but that Mr. Jimmerson had not yet reviewed

them because he was preparing for trial with a client. Mr. Flaxman stated that he

would again try to get Mr. Jimmerson's approval and contact me before close of

business on that date with Mr. Jimmerson's response.

On February 23, 2016, Mr. Flaxman contacted me and said that Mr.

Jimmerson requested a second extension until the close of business on February

26, 2016. I declined this additional extension because of my concern with EDCR

7.21 's ten-day period for submitting proposed orders and also the Court's

previous statement at the January 15, 2016 hearing that it required strict

compliance with the rules.

Pardee submitted the draft judgment to Plaintiffs on February 5, 2016, and

an extension to February 26, 2016 would be well beyond the ten-day period

prescribed by EDCR 7.21. Although Pardee initially granted a limited extension

for Plaintiffs to submit proposed modifications, a second extension due solely to

Mr. Jimmerson's schedule would put the parties in substantial violation of EDCR

7.21.

At this time, Plaintiffs also agreed to extend to the same date the deadline for

Pardee to submit desired modifications to Plaintiffs' draft order covering all post-

judgment motions. Pardee has been ready to submit those desired modifications

since February 17, 2016, and served them upon Plaintiffs on February 23, 2016.
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Thus, Pardee submits the attached proposed judgment for the Court's

In doing so, Pardee expects that Plaintiffs will submit a competingreview.

proposed judgment for the Court's review whenever Mr. Jimmerson has time to
review Mr. Flaxman's proposed modifications or separately drafted proposed

judgment. Should Plaintiffs submit a competing proposed judgment, Pardee
does not waive its right to respond to any modifications that Plaintiffs make to the

proposed judgment.

Sincerely,

Enclosures

James J. Jimmerson (via Wiznet)

Michael C. Flaxman (via Wiznet)

cc:
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PAT LUNDVALL (NSBN 3761)

2 RORYT. KAY (NSBN 12416)
Mcdonald carano wilson llp

3 2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 1200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

4 (702)873-4100
(702) 873-9966 Facsimile

5 lundvall@mcdonaldcarano.com
rkav@mcdonaldcarano.com

6 Attorneys for Defendant
Pardee Homes of Nevada

7
DISTRICT COURT

8
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

9

JAMES WOLFRAM
WALT WILKES

CASE NO.: A-10-632338-C
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AND RELATED CLAIMS

OS
Q * the above-referenced matter came on for bench trialOn October 23, 2013

before the Honorable Judge Kerry Earley.

testimony of witnesses, the documentary evidence, stipulations of counsel, the papers

18

£
The Court, having reviewed the record,19

20

submitted by the respective parties, and considered the arguments of counsel at trial in

this matter, entered Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law on June 25, 2014.

In the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Court ordered the parties to

provide supplemental briefing within 60 days detailing what information Defendant

Pardee Homes of Nevada ("Pardee") and its successors and/or assigns should provide

Plaintiffs James Wolfram and Walt Wilkes ("Plaintiffs") and their successors and/or

assigns consistent with the Court's decision on the accounting cause of action.

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28
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After reviewing the parties' supplemental briefing, the Court then entered an

2 I order on April 20, 2015 reflecting its decision on the supplemental briefing (the

3 | "Accounting Order").

In accordance with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law entered on June

5 I 25, 2014 and the Accounting Order entered on April 20, 2015, the Court finds the

6 following:

1

4

In their NRCP 16.1 disclosures, Plaintiffs stated they were entitled to $1,952,000

8 I in' total damages related to their asserted causes of action. Specifically, Plaintiffs

9 disclosed $1,800,000 in damages related to lost future commissions from Pardee's

10 purported breach of the Commission Agreement, $146,500 in attorney's fees incurred

O? 11 I as special damages in prosecuting the action, and $6,000 in consequential damages
*| < I

o 12 for time and effort expended searching for information regarding what Pardee
Q-in'V I

q sfi? 13 I purportedly owed them under the Commission Agreement.

14

7

OO S

Plaintiffs' asserted causes of action included accounting, breach of contract and

cjz-sjg 15 1 breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. Each asserted claim was

16 predicated upon allegations of breach of contract by Pardee of the Commission
fcoz

<Ih uj « o

*Z 17 Agreement. Plaintiffs asserted two theories of breach by Pardee: failure to properly pay
O S
08 18 commissions owed and failure to properly inform Plaintiffs.

Having considered the entire record presented at trial, including testimony of

20 I witnesses, the documentary evidence, stipulations of counsel, the papers submitted by

21 the respective parties, and the arguments of counsel at trial in this matter, the Court

-J Z •
u. *

S O
o Z

2
19

enters judgment as follows:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS

ENTERED against Plaintiffs and for Pardee on Plaintiffs' causes of action for

accounting, breach of contract and breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair

dealing as to Plaintiffs' theory that Pardee owed them money damages under the

Commission Agreement. Pardee has not breached the Commission Agreement in such

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

2
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1 a way as to deny Plaintiffs any commissions, and Pardee has paid all commissions due

2 and owing under the Commission Agreement

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT JUDGMENT IS3

4 ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Plaintiffs' causes of action for

5 breach of contract and breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing as

6 to Plaintiffs' theory that Pardee failed to properly inform Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs are entitled

7 to damages from Pardee in an amount totaling $141,500.00, of which $6,000 are

8 consequential damages from Pardee's breach of the Commission Agreement and the

9 remaining $135,500.00 are special damages in the form of attorney's fees and costs.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT

11 Pardee shall provide Plaintiffs with future accountings related to the Commission

Agreement consistent with the Accounting Order entered by the Court on April 20,

OlsK 13 2015.
-IS
813 14

10
din

£
Oi\	/ m

00 §

; ggo 12
>K1AO'

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT

JUDGMENT IS ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against Pardee on Pardee's cause

of action for breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. Pardee is not

entitled to any damages on this cause of action.

tu u*

a?2
p O'S
&ZQ

CJg?jg 15
tnSP 16
BSsfr> O

17
OS
Q I This Judgment may be amended upon entry of any further awards of interest,

costs and/or attorney's fees.

DATED this

18a §
£

19

day of February, 2016.20

21

22

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
23

24

25

26

27

28
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McDONALD-CARANO-WILSON;

Rory Kay Reply to Las Vegas

rkay@mcdonaldcarano.com

March 23, 2016

Via Hand Delivery

The Honorable Kerry Earley

Eighth Judicial District Court

Regional Justice Center

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

Pardee Homes of Nevada adv. James Wolfram, etal

Case No. A-1 0-632338 - Proposed Judgment and Proposed

Order on Post-Judgment Motions

Re:

Dear Judge Earley:

Plaintiffs, rather than complying with the Court's clearly stated instructions

on its website, sent multiple unnecessary letters to you about the pending

proposed judgments and orders on all post-judgment motions. After Plaintiffs'

four separate unsolicited letters to the Court, all of which misstate both the

factual and legal record, Pardee must respond to set the record straight.

The Parties' Proposed Judgments

Initially, and in compliance with the Court's oral instruction at the January

15, 2016 hearing, Pardee prepared a draft proposed judgment and submitted it to

Plaintiffs on February 5, 2016 for their review and comments by February 12,

2016. On February 11, 2016, Plaintiffs' counsel asked for an extension until

February 16, 2016 to review Pardee's proposed judgment; Pardee willingly

granted this extension. On February 22, 2016, because Plaintiffs still had not

responded to Pardee's draft proposed judgment, I emailed Plaintiffs' counsel

asking whether they intended to make changes. Although Plaintiffs had over two

weeks to review Pardee's proposed judgment and recommend changes,

Plaintiffs' counsel had not made any requested changes.

100 WEST LIBERTY ST., 10™ FLOOR
RENO, NEVADA 89501

2300 WEST SAHARA AVENUE

SUITE 1200
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102

702-873-4100
FAX 702-873-9966

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
,Milo

&•A

*V7fiV5
RO. BOX 2670, RENO, NEVADA 89505

775-7S8-2000 • FAX 775-788-2020 WWWMCWLAW COM
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Plaintiffs' counsel responded on February 23, 2016 with a request for

additional time to review the proposed judgment. Because of our concern with

EDCR 7.21 's ten-day submission requirement and the Court's previous

instructions concerning strict adherence to the Court's website instructions.

Pardee rejected this extension and instead submitted the proposed judgment

along with an explanatory cover letter consistent with the Court's standing order.

Pardee's proposed judgment expressly referenced the Court's previous findings

of fact and conclusions of law. Pardee's proposed judgment also expressly

tracked the Court's comments made at the January 15, 2016 hearing concerning

the contents of the proposed judgment to be prepared by Pardee:

1

That was not what it really was, it was potentially past commissions

. . . under the Commission Agreement, which I'm, I almost know

word for word right now, the Commission Agreement based on your

interpretation, what your interpretation was. I understood it. I read

the testimony . . . [wjhich I admit, during trial I did not, I did not find

that I thought any would be due and owning.

See January 15, 2016 Transcript at 27:12-23 (Plaintiffs' counsel's interruptions

omitted) and 28:10-11 ("I told you my reasoning. I did not feel that there was

anything more due and owing" to Plaintiffs for any past commissions under the

Commission Agreement). Indeed, the Court agreed with Pardee's counsel that

Plaintiffs presented "two different theories of liabilities" and that Plaintiffs "lost on

a theory of liability" that they should recover past commissions for Pardee's

purported breach of the Commission Agreement. Id. at 65:20-12, 68:3, and

67:21-22 (the Court agreeing that Plaintiffs were seeking "not future, [but] past

[commissions]" in the lawsuit). . '

Thus, Pardee's proposed judgment is entirely consistent with the Court's

findings during the January 15, 2016 hearing:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT

JUDGMENT IS ENTERED against Plaintiffs and for Pardee on

Plaintiffs' causes of action for accounting, breach of contract, and

breach of the implied duty of good faith and fair dealing as to

Plaintiffs' theory that Pardee owed them money damages

1
Indeed, in Plaintiffs' letter to the Court dated February 26, 2016, Plaintiffs'

counsel confirmed that my office's "recitation of recent communications is

accurate."
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under the Commission Agreement. Pardee has not breached

the Commission Agreement in such a way as to deny Plaintiffs

any commissions, and Pardee has paid all commissions due

and owing under the Commission Agreement.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT

JUDGMENT IS ENTERED in favor of Plaintiffs and against

Pardee on Plaintiffs' causes of action for breach of contract and

breach of the implied duty of good faith and fair dealing as to

Plaintiffs' theory that Pardee failed to properly inform

Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs are entitled to damages from Pardee in an

amount totaling $141,500.00, of which $6,000 are
consequential damages from Pardee's breach of the

Commission Agreement and the remaining $135,000.00 are

special damages in the form of attorney's fees and costs.

See Pardee's Proposed Judgment at 2:23-3:9 (emphasis added), on file with the
Court.

After Pardee provided this proposed judgment to the Court, Plaintiffs'

counsel wrote to the Court on February 26, 2016 promising to provide the Court
"with its proposed Judgment on behalf of Plaintiffs ... on or before Tuesday,
March 1, 2015 (sic)." However, Plaintiffs did not submit a draft proposed
judgment to the Court by March 1, 2016 as they had promised. Instead,

Plaintiffs' counsel again wrote to the Court on March 1 stating that Plaintiffs

would not be able to provide a draft proposed judgment until March 2, 2016.

Finally, on March 2, nearly one month after Pardee submitted its proposed draft
judgment to Plaintiffs, Plaintiffs Sent a proposed draft judgment to the Court for its

review.

Notably, Plaintiffs' letter does not comply with the Court's standing order

that any proposed order or judgment include an explanatory letter discussing the
process by which the parties tried to reach an agreement on the relevant
language. Instead, Plaintiffs' letter improperly editorializes by suggesting that

Pardee is engaging "in revisionist history" in its proposed judgment. As
addressed more fully in Pardee's concurrently filed Opposition to Plaintiffs'

Motion to Settle Two Sets of Competing Judgments and Orders (the "Motion"),
Pardee's proposed judgment complies not only with the Court's Findings of Fact
and Conclusions of Law, but also with all of the discovery and proceedings in this
case as well as the proof and arguments advanced by Plaintiffs' counsel at trial.
Plaintiffs' proposed draft judgment expressly ignores its second theory of
recovery, i.e., damages sought for commissions allegedly not paid. Plaintiffs'
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proposed draft judgment makes no mention of that theory of recovery advanced
throughout the case and at trial, but for which Plaintiffs were not successful.

Apparently not content with their editorial cover letter from March 2,

Plaintiffs, hoping to gain an improper procedural advantage in this litigation, sent

yet another unsolicited letter to this Court over two weeks later on March 18,

2016. In this letter, Plaintiffs engage in argument regarding the parties'

submitted judgments. Plaintiffs accuse Pardee of "willfully failing to incorporate

any of the prior Orders into the final Judgment" and claim that Pardee's proposed

judgment is "inaccurate." Plaintiffs' accusation is a bit like the pot calling the

kettle black.

To be clear, Pardee vehemently disagrees not only with the procedural

impropriety of Plaintiffs' editorializing letter sent after submitting their proposed

judgment, but also with their substantive arguments therein. Pardee's proposed
judgment reflects accurately all events in this case, not merely those events

Plaintiffs may wish occurred.

The Parties' Proposed Order on All Post-Judgment Motions

At the same time as the parties were considering Pardee's proposed draft

judgment, they were also contemplating a proposed order on all post-judgment

motions that the Court considered during the January 15, 2016 hearing.

Accordingly, on February 11, 2016, Plaintiffs' counsel sent my office a proposed

draft order regarding these post-judgment motions. After reviewing the hearing

transcript, I sent Pardee's proposed edits to the draft order to Plaintiffs' counsel

on February 23, 201 6. 2 To date, however, and contrary to the Court's standing
order, Pardee has not received Plaintiffs' response to Pardee's proposed edits.

Instead, Plaintiffs requested one extension to respond (which Pardee granted)

and then Plaintiffs unilaterally filed their Motion on March 14, 2016, in which they

claim that it is "clear that the Court will need to review and settle these Orders

between the parties." Motion at 3:1-2.

Had Plaintiffs simply approved Pardee's proposed edits or suggested

counter-edits as required by the Court's website instructions, any time between

when Pardee supplied them on February 23 and when Plaintiffs filed their Motion

on March 14, the parties may have worked out any differences between

2 Pardee was prepared to send these edits to Plaintiffs before February 23, but
Plaintiffs asked for a mutual extension so that they could review Pardee's

proposed draft judgment. Believing that Plaintiffs would in fact timely review

Pardee's proposed draft judgment Pardee agreed to this extension.
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themselves. Now, however, after failing to approve Pardee's proposed edits or
suggest any counter-edits, Plaintiffs impose upon the Court and Pardee the time
and expense necessary to prepare for and attend a hearing to resolve the
competing draft orders. This time and expense was entirely unnecessary had
Plaintiffs simply complied with the Court's standing order and worked with
Pardee to reach a draft order acceptable to both parties.

Conclusion

Pardee and the Court must now deal with Plaintiffs' consistent delay in
responding to both Pardee's proposed judgment and also Pardee's edits to
Plaintiffs' proposed order. Pardee will respond to Plaintiffs' incorrect substantive
arguments in its Opposition to their Motion. Nevertheless, after Plaintiffs' wave of
unsolicited and misleading letters, Pardee felt compelled to provide the Court
with the entirety of the dealings between the parties as they drafted these
proposed judgments and orders. Should the Court have any questions, my office
will be happy to address them at any hearing on Plaintiffs' unnecessary Motion.
Thank you for your consideration of these matters.

Sincerely

Rory T. Kay

Enclosures

James J. Jimmerson (via Wiznet)

Michael C. Flaxman (via Wiznet)

cc:
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Rory T. Kay

rkav@mcdonaldcarano.com

Reply to Las Vegas

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

02/23/2016 02:36:32 PM

February 23, 2016

VIA WIZNET ELECTRONIC FILING

James J. Jimmerson
Michael C. Flaxman
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.
41 5 S. Sixth Street, Suite 1 00
Las Vegas, NV 89101

iii@iimmersonhansen.com

mcf@iimmersonhansen.com

Re: James Wolfram, Walt Wilkes v. Pardee Homes of Nevada
A-10-632338-C: Draft Judgment

Dear Messrs. Jimmerson and Flaxman:

Pursuant to my. telephone conversation with Mr. Flaxman, please find attached

Pardee's proposed revisions to the draft omnibus order covering all post-judgment

motions from the January 15, 2016 hearing (the "Draft Order"). We have included

proposed edits in various parts of the Draft Order for the following reasons:

• To affirm that the parties did not waive any substantive arguments in the motions

that the Court ruled were "moot" and to clarify that the Court has made no

substantive findings or conclusions regarding the same;

• To comply with the Court's updated language on its website as to how it wishes

the parties to submit proposed orders to chambers;1

The Court's website is available at http://www.clarkcountycourts.us/DC-

Departments/Dept4/DC Department-4-new.html. Therein, the Court's updated section on

submission of orders requires an "explanatory letter, copied on all parties, with or without a draft

of the competing order" when the parties cannot agree on the language of a proposed order.

100 WEST LIBERTY ST., 10™ FLOOR
RENO, NEVADA 89501

P.O. BOX 2670, RENO, NEVADA 89505
775-788-2000 • FAX 775-788-2020

2300 WEST SAHARA AVENUE

SUITE 1200

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102

702-873-4100

FAX 702-873-9966

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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Amy"*
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• To remove the Court's two factual findings, as the Court made numerous factual
findings, all of which should either be included or excluded, and it would be
impracticable to include them all.

Please review our proposed changes and let us know by February 29, 2016 as
to whether they are acceptable or whether you wish for the parties to submit competing
proposed orders consistent with the Court's updated instruction. Contact me if you
would like to discuss this issue in more detail.

Sincerely,

Rory T. Kay
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JAMES J. JIMMERSON, ESQ.

2 Nevada Bar No. 000264
1 MICHAEL C. FLAXMAN, ESQ.

3 Nevada Bar No. 0012963

THE JIMMERSON LAW GROUP, P.C.
4 415 South Sixth Street, Suite 100
5 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone: (702) 388-7171

6 Facsimile: (702)380-6406

1
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mcf@iimmersonhansen.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

7

8
DISTRICT COURT

9
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

10

11
JAMES WOLFRAM and WALTER D. WILKES

and ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-WILKES LIVING

TRUST, ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-WILKES,
TRUSTEE,

CASE NO.: A-10-632338

DEPT. NO.: IV
12

13

•f Formatted: Right: 0.13"ORDERS FROM JANUARY 15,

2016 HEARINGS14 Plaintiffs,

15
v.

16

PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA,
17

18
Defendant.

19

20 \ Formatted: Une spacing: Exactly 24 pt
This matter coming on for a hearing on the 15th day of January, 2016, on """"

Plaintiffs' Motion to Strike "Judgment" Entered June 15, 2015 Pursuant to NRCP 52(b)

and NRCP 59 et al.t Plaintiffs' Motion Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend

the Court's Judgment Entered on June 15, 2015 et al., Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorney's

Fees and Costs, Plaintiffs' Motion for Order Requiring Defendant, When Serving by

Electronic Means, to Serve Three Specific Persons, Defendant's Motion for Attorney's

Defendant's Motion to Retax and Defendant's Motion to Amend

21

22

23

24

25

26

Fees and Costs

Judgment, James J. Jimmerson, Esq. and Michael C. Flaxman, Esq. appearing on

27

28
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1 behalf of Plaintiffs, JAMES WOLFRAM and ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-WILKES as

2 trustee of the WALTER D. WILKES AND ANGELA L. LIMBOCKER-WILKES LIVING

3 TRUST and Plaintiff James Wolfram being present, and Pat Lundvall, Esq, and Rory T.

4 Kay, Esq. appearing on behalf of DEFENDANTt PARDEE HOMES OF NEVADA, and

5 the Court having reviewed the papers and pleadings on file herein, and heard the

6 arguments of counsel, and for good cause appearing:

{ Formatted: All caps

,>{ Field Code Changed7

8

9

10

11 ---• Formatted: Indent: First line: 0", Une
spacing: Exactly 24 pt	

12
erroneous, did not comport with the Court's prieFfindings and Orders, and did net

13

14 —1 Formatted: Une spacing: Exactly 24 pt
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiffs' Motion

to Strike "Judgment" Entered June 15, 2015 Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59, as

Unnecessary and Duplicative Orders of Final Orders Entered on June 25, 2014 and

May 13, 2015, and as such, is a Fugitive Document, is denied.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiffs' Motion

Pursuant to NRCP 52(b) and NRCP 59 to Amend the Court's Judgment Entered on

June 15, 2015 et al.( is granted.

15

16

17

18

19

20 |

21

22

striekenThe Judgment entered on June 15. 2015 is of no force or effect.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Court

expects to enter a final judgment pursuant to NRCP 58(a) once the parties have

submitted a proposed judgment or competing proposed judgments for the Court's

review. Pardee shall prepare a proposed judgment and submit it to Plaintiffs for their

review and approval or disapproval. —Should the parties ding deem it necessary to

23

24

25

26

27

28
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1 submit competing proposed judgments for the Court's review, each party shall comply

2 with the Court's updated standing order on the Court's website and explicitly

3 I enumerate in an explanatory -eeve^letter to the Court both the efforts made by the
4 parties in attempting reach an agreement on the proposed judgment and the issues

5 that precluded the parties from reaching an agreement on the language to be

® contained in the proposed judgment.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Court's

Order entered July 10, 2015 shall remain in full force and effect. -That Order stays any

g

execution upon a final judgment until ten (10) days after written notice of entry of orders

resolving all parties' post-judgment motions, including any motions to amend or alter

the final judgment and motions resolving the parties' competing claims for attorney's

7

8

10

11

12

13
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiffs' Motion for

Order Requiring Defendant, When Serving by Electronic Means, to Serve Three

Specific Persons is denied in consideration of Defendant's counsel's concession that

any and all Orders, Judgments and/or electronic communications submitted by

Defendant's counsel prospectively be served upon Plaintiffs' counsel and staff via

Wiznet.

14

15

16

17

18

19
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiffs' Motion for

20
Attorney's Fees and Costs is denied as moot in consideration that the Court has stricken

in doing so. the Court has not ruled on any substantive
21

the June 15, 2015 Judgment..
22

arguments therein.
23

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendant's Motion

to Amend Judgment is denied as moot in consideration that the Court has stricken the

June 15, 2015 Judgment. In doing so. the Court recognizes and affirms that Pardee has

not waived any argument regarding its contentions in its Motion to Amend Judgment, nor

24

25

26

27

28
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1 has the Court ruied on anv substantive arguments therein.—^-Plaintiffs' Countermotion for

Attorney's Fees is also denied as moot2

3 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendant's Motion

4 for Attorney's Fees is denied as moot in consideration that the Court has stricken the June

15, 2015 Judgment. In doing so, the Court has not ruled on anv substantive arguments

therein.

5

6

.--{Formatted: Une spacing: Exactly 24 pt7

8
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendant's Motion

to Retax is denied as moot in consideration that the Court has stricken the June 15, 2015

Judgment. In doing so. the Court has not ruled on anv substantive arguments therein.

9

10
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11
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DATED this day of , 2016.
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15 DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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18 Respectfully submitted by: APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:
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Nevada State Bar No. 3761
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Welcome to the Clark County Courts in Las Vegas
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Department IV

David Barker
ChiefJudge, Eighth
Judicial
District Court

Department

Rules

Kerry Earley

Department IV

Main Line - (702) 671-4306

Law Clerk - (702) 671-4303

deot04te@darkcountvcourts.us
Fax No. -(702) 671-4305

Regional Justice Center, Courtroom

hi

Courtroom

Protocol

Steven D. Grierson
Court Executive

Officer

16B

200 Lewis Ave., Las Vegas, NV 891 55

Biography

0 Current assignment

° Motion calendar schedule

° Other regularly scheduled court sessions
° Regularly scheduled court sessions
° Discovery Commissioner assigned

° Court Reporter or a Court Recorder for its official record
° Telephonic appearance request
° Unopposed motions

° Default judgment prove-ups
0 Submission of Orders
° Contested Orders

ElOr Court Horn*

About The Court
Courts & ludaes
Court Case Lookup

Clerk of the Court
Court Forms

Court Rules & Orders
Self-Help Centers
Programs & Services
luror Information

News and Media

httpy/www.c!arkcountycourtsAJs/DC-Departments/Dept4/DCJ3 epartment-4-new.html
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Questions & Answers
Welcome to the Clark County Courts in Las Vegas

0 Electronic Signatures

° inry selection

Current Assignment

o Department 4 is currently assigned a Civil and Criminal Court docket.
Motion calendar schedule

o Department 4 hears all Civil Court matters on Wednesday at 9:00AM.
Other regularly scheduled court sessions

o Department 4 also conducts pre-trial calendar calls on Wednesday at 1 1 :00AM.
Regular chambers calendar

o Department 4 has a chamber calendar on Mondays.
Discovery Commissioner assigned

o Commissioner Chris Beecroft
Court Reporter for Its official record

o Department 4 uses a Court Reporter.
Telephonic appearance request

o Department 4 requires telephonic appearances be made via Court Call. Counsel must arrange appearance via Court Call
prior to their scheduled appearance.

Unopposed motions

o Department 4 does grant unopposed motions in advance. Counsel is not required to appear for unopposed motions.
Default judgment prove-ups

o A DefaultJudgment prove-up hearing is not required unless damages are not readily ascertainable.
Submission of Orders

o Department 4 requires proposed orders to be submitted to chambers within ten (10) days of notification of the ruling,
pursuant to EDCR 7.21 . Counsel designated to prepare the order is not required to provide a draft to opposing counsel(s).
Non-drafting counsel is not required to sign the order prior to submission. Disputes may be resolved by submitting
competing orders with explanatory letters for chambers review.

Contested Orders

o In District Court Department IV, if counsel cannot agree on the form and content of an order, counsel can send a competing
order for review.

Electronic Signatures

o In District Court Department IV, Judge Earley wants one original signature.
Jury selection

o Department 4 uses the "Arizona Method" of jury selection, requiring voir dire to be directed toward the minimum number of
jurors necessary to be qualified, rather than the entire venire.

Translate th»s page

j Spanish DO
MiccscnV Translator [

Regional Justice Center

200 Lewis Avenue

Us Vegas, NVB91S5 Pr^acvStaemefic Court Rules Hcfidre Links Bcb FAQ

FamfyCourts and Services Center 	

http://www.clarkcounlycourts.us/DC-Departments/Dept4/DC_Department-4-new.html
2/3

JA011266



EXHIBIT G

JA011267



Welcome to the Clark County Courts in Las Vegas Page 1 of 3

li
I

A

fci I:i ;

u: .

msm

[

; rm i iF4 &»f
Ml

iMiwifiiip
	 - m

'Department IV

David Barker

ChiefJudge, Eighth
Department

Rules
Kerry Earley

Department IV

Main Line - (702) 671-4306

Law Clerk -(702) 671 -4303

Judicial

District Court

Courtroomdept041c@clarkcountvcourts.usSteven D. Crierson

Court Executive

Officer

ProtocolFax No. - (702) 671-4305

Regional Justice Center, Courtroom

16B

200 Lewis Ave., Las Vegas, NV 891 55

Biography

o Current assignment

° Motion calendar schedule

0 Other regularly scheduled court sessions

0 Regularly scheduled court sessions

0 Discovery Commissioner assigned

° Court Reporter or a Court Recorder for its official record

° Telephonic appearance request

° Unopposed motions

° Default judgment prove-ups

° Submission of Orders

° Contested Orders
o Electronic Signatures

EIDC Court Home

About The Court

Courts & judges

Court Case Lookup

Clerk of the Court

Court Forms

Court Rules & Orders

Self-Help Centers

Programs & Services

juror Information

News and Media

http://www.clarkcountycourts.us/DC-Departments/Dept4/DC_Department-4-new.html 3/23/2016
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Questions & Answers ° lurv selection

Current Assignment

© Department IV is currently assigned a Civil and Criminal Court docket.
Motion calendar schedule

o Department IV hears all Civil Court matters on Wednesday at 9:00AM.
Other regularly scheduled court sessions

o Department IV also conducts pre-trial calendar calls on Wednesday at 1 1 :00AM.
Regular chambers calendar

© Department IV has a chamber calendar on Mondays.
Discovery Commissioner assigned

o Commissioner Chris Beecroft

Court Reporter for its official record

o Department IV uses a Court Reporter.
Telephonic appearance request

o Department IV requires telephonic appearances be made via Court Call. Counsel must arrange appearance via Court Call

prior to their scheduled appearance.
Unopposed motions

o Department IV may grant unopposed motions in advance. Counsel is required to appear for unopposed motions unless

otherwise notified by the Court .
Default judgment prove-ups

o A Default Judgment prove-up hearing is not required unless damages are not readily ascertainable.
Submission of Orders

o Department IV requires proposed orders to be submitted to chambers within ten (1 0) days of notification of the ruling,

pursuant to EDCR 7.2 1 . Counsel designated to prepare the order is requested to provide a draft to opposing counsel(s) prior
to submission. Non-drafting counsel is required to sign the order prior to submission. Disputes may be resolved by
submission to chambers of an explanatory letter, copied on all parties, with or without a draft of a competing order.

Contested Orders

o For contested orders in District Court Department IV, both parties must submit their "Proposed Order" to chambers and the

Judge will make a ruling on an Order.
Electronic Signatures

o In District Court Department IV, Judge Earley wants one original signature.
Jury selection

o Department IV uses the "Arizona Method" ofjury selection, requiring voir dire to be directed toward the minimum number of

jurors necessary to be qualified, rather than the entire venire.

[Spanish

Microsoft 1 ron-s'iotor

30 :

Regional Justice Center

200 Lewis Avenue
Privacy Statement Court Rules Holidays Links Help FAQLas Vegas. NV 891 55

http://www.clarkcountycourts.us/DC-Departments/Dept4/DC_Department-4-new.html 3/23/2016
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Family Courts and Services Center

60! MFfecos Nevada Supreme Court Clark County Telephone Directory Site Man

Las Vegas, NV 891 55
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