IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

ARTEMIS EXPLORATION

COMPANY, a Nevada corporation Supreme Court N - .
HAROLD WYATT: AND® MARY P % |EtHfohically Filed

WYATT, District Court Case M@y@t 2018 ps4P a.m.
Appellants, Elizabeth A. Browi

vs. APPELLANTS’
RUBY [AKE ESTATES  ORDERTO SHOW CAUGE Preme Court
HOMEOWNER’S ASSOCIATION,
Respondent

—

APPELLANTS’ RESPONSE TO ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

COMES NOW Artemis Exploration Company, Harold Wyatt, and Mary Wyatt,
Appellants, by and through their undersigned counsel of Gerber Law Offices, LLP,
and file their Response to Order to Show Cause.

L. INTRODUCTION

This appeal should not be dismissed because it is taken from a Final Judgment
certified as final pursuant to NRCP 54(b). The Final Judgment was certified as final
pursuant to “NRCP 54(b)” because the Court found “there is no just reason for
delay,” and resolved Artemis’s declaratory judgment claim as to Ruby Lake Estates
Homeowner’s Association (“RLEHOA”) and Harold and Mary Wyatt (the “Wyatts™).
NRCP 54(b); (Exhibit “B” 3:14-18). Given that the Final Judgment was certified as
final, the Final Judgment was immediately appealable as to the declaratory judgment
claim against RLEHOA and the Wyatts. McLynn v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court in &
Jor Cty. of Clark, 412 P.3d 13 (Nev. 2018) (unpublished disposition); see also Mallin
v. Farmers Ins. Exch., 106 Nev. 606, 611, 797 P.2d 978, 981 (1990).

In the alternative, the Court should “disregard any error or defect in the” Final
Judgment and find that it resolved all claims as to all parties because such a finding
“does not affect the substantial rights of the parties.” NRCP 61.

/11
/11

Docket 75323 Document 2018-17007








































































