
  
  
Appellants must complete this docketing statement in compliance with NRAP 14(a).  The 
purpose of the docketing statement is to assist the Supreme Court in screening jurisdiction, 
identifying issues on appeal, assessing presumptive assignment to the Court of Appeals under 
NRAP 17, scheduling cases for oral argument and settlement conferences, classifying cases for 
expedited treatment and assignment to the Court of Appeals, and compiling statistical 
information. 
  
          WARNING  
  
This statement must be completed fully, accurately and on time.  NRAP 14(c).  The Supreme 
Court may impose sanctions on counsel or appellant if it appears that the information provided 
is incomplete or inaccurate.  Id. Failure to fill out the statement completely or to file it in a 
timely manner constitutes grounds for the imposition of sanctions, including a fine and/or 
dismissal of the appeal.   
  
A complete list of the documents that must be attached appears as Question 27 on this docketing 
statement.  Failure to attach all required documents will result in the delay of your appeal and 
may result in the imposition of sanctions. 
  
This court has noted that when attorneys do not take seriously their obligations under NRAP 14 
to complete the docketing statement properly and conscientiously, they waste the valuable 
judicial resources of this court, making the imposition of sanctions appropriate.  See KDI Sylvan 
Pools v. Workman, 107 Nev. 340, 344, 810 P.2d 1217, 1220 (1991).  Please use tab dividers to 
separate any attached documents. 
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1. Judicial District Eighth Department XVIII

County Clark Judge Judge Mark Bailus

District Ct. Case No. A-16-733764-C

2. Attorney filing this docketing statement:

Attorney Luis A. Ayon. Esq. Telephone 702-600-3200

Firm Ayon Law, PLLC 
Address 8716 Spanish Ridge Ave., Suite 115 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89148

Client(s) 145 East Harmon II Trust, Anthony Tan as Trustee of the 145 East Harmon II Trt.

If this is a joint statement by multiple appellants, add the names and addresses of other counsel and 
the names of their clients on an additional sheet accompanied by a certification that they concur in the 
filing of this statement.

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

Client(s) Residences at MGM Grand - Tower A Owners' Association 

Address 4475 S. Pecos Road, Las Vegas, Nevada 89121
Firm Singer & Larsen P.C.

Telephone 702-454-2111Attorney Brent Larsen, Esq.

Client(s)

Address
Firm

TelephoneAttorney

(List additional counsel on separate sheet if necessary)



4. Nature of disposition below (check all that apply):
Judgment after bench trial

Other disposition (specify):

ModificationOriginal
Divorce Decree:

Review of agency determination
Grant/Denial of declaratory relief
Grant/Denial of injunction
Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief
Default judgment
Summary judgment
Judgment after jury verdict

Other (specify):
Failure to prosecute
Failure to state a claim
Lack of jurisdiction

Dismissal:

Order on Atty. Fees

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

Child Custody
Venue
Termination of parental rights

6. Pending and prior proceedings in this court.  List the case name and docket number  
of all appeals or original proceedings presently or previously pending before this court which 
are related to this appeal:
None

7. Pending and prior proceedings in other courts.  List the case name, number and  
court of all pending and prior proceedings in other courts which are related to this appeal  
(e.g., bankruptcy, consolidated or bifurcated proceedings) and their dates of disposition:
None



8. Nature of the action.  Briefly describe the nature of the action and the result below:
This appeal is based on the district court's post dismissal order granting respondent 
attorney fees.  Appellant is seeking that the Supreme Court reverse the district court based 
on an abuse of discretion.  

9. Issues on appeal.  State concisely the principal issue(s) in this appeal (attach separate  
sheets as necessary):
Whether the district court abused its discretion in granting respondent's motion for attorney 
fees.  

10. Pending proceedings in this court raising the same or similar issues.  If you are  
aware of any proceedings presently pending before this court which raises the same or  
similar issues raised in this appeal, list the case name and docket numbers and identify the 
same or similar issue raised:  
Appellant is not aware of any other proceedings before this Court.  



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

N/A

No
Yes

If not, explain:

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

Reversal of well-settled Nevada precedent (identify the case(s))
An issue arising under the United States and/or Nevada Constitutions 
A substantial issue of first impression
An issue of public policy
An issue where en banc consideration is necessary to maintain uniformity of this 
court's decisions
A ballot question
If so, explain:



15. Judicial Disqualification.  Do you intend to file a motion to disqualify or have a 
justice recuse him/herself from participation in this appeal?  If so, which Justice?  
No. 

Was it a bench or jury trial? N/A

14. Trial.  If this action proceeded to trial, how many days did the trial last? 0

This matter can be assigned to the Court of Appeals.

13. Assignment to the Court of Appeals or retention in the Supreme Court. Briefly 
set forth whether the matter is presumptively retained by the Supreme Court or assigned to 
the Court of Appeals under NRAP 17, and cite the subparagraph(s) of the Rule under which 
the matter falls. If appellant believes that the Supreme Court should retain the case despite 
its presumptive assignment to the Court of Appeals, identify the specific issue(s) or circum-
stance(s) that warrant retaining the case, and include an explanation of their importance or 
significance:



TIMELINESS OF NOTICE OF APPEAL

16. Date of entry of written judgment or order appealed from 04/16/2018

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

17. Date written notice of entry of judgment or order was served 04/16/2018
Was service by:

Delivery
Mail/electronic/fax

18. If the time for filing the notice of appeal was tolled by a post-judgment motion
(NRCP 50(b), 52(b), or 59) 
  
 (a) Specify the type of motion, the date and method of service of the motion, and 
      the date of filing.

NRCP 50(b)

NRCP 52(b)

NRCP 59

Date of filing

Date of filing

Date of filing

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

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

 (c) Date written notice of entry of order resolving tolling motion was served
Was service by:

Delivery
Mail



19. Date notice of appeal filed 05/16/2018
If more than one party has appealed from the judgment or order, list the date each 
notice of appeal was filed and identify by name the party filing the notice of appeal:
N/A

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

NRAP 4(a)(1)

SUBSTANTIVE APPEALABILITY

21. Specify the statute or other authority granting this court jurisdiction to review 
the judgment or order appealed from:
(a)

NRAP 3A(b)(1)
NRAP 3A(b)(2)
NRAP 3A(b)(3)
Other (specify)

NRS 38.205
NRS 233B.150
NRS 703.376

NRAP 3A(b)(8)

(b) Explain how each authority provides a basis for appeal from the judgment or order:
An order after a final disposition of a case is an appealable order pursuant to NRAP 3A(b)
(8).  See also Lytle v. Rosemere Estates Prop. Owners, 129 Nev. 923 (2013).  



22. List all parties involved in the action or consolidated actions in the district court: 
      (a) Parties:

145 East Harmon II Trust, Anthony Tan as Trustee of the 145 East Harmon II 
Trust; MGM Resorts International; MGM Grand Condominiums, LLC; Signature 
Tower I, LLC; The Residences at MGM Grand - Tower A Owners' Association

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

N/A

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

East Harmon Trust filed a claim against for negligence, negligence per se, respondeat 
superior, conversion, trespass and breach of contract against the defendants for 
entering into plaintiff's property and causing damages to the property.  

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

Yes
No

25. If you answered "No" to question 24, complete the following:
(a) Specify the claims remaining pending below:



(b) Specify the parties remaining below:
 

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

Yes
No

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

No
Yes

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

27. Attach file-stamped copies of the following documents: 
 The latest-filed complaint, counterclaims, cross-claims, and third-party claims 
 Any tolling motion(s) and order(s) resolving tolling motion(s) 
 Orders of NRCP 41(a) dismissals formally resolving each claim, counterclaims, cross- 

      claims and/or third-party claims asserted in the action or consolidated action below, 
      even if not at issue on appeal 
 Any other order challenged on appeal 
 Notices of entry for each attached order



VERIFICATION

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

Name of appellant
145 East Harmon II Trust 

State and county where signed
Clark County, Nevada

Name of counsel of record
Luis A. Ayon, Esq.

Signature of counsel of record
/s/ Luis A. Ayon

Date
July 9, 2018

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on the 9th day of July , 2018 , I served a copy of this
completed docketing statement upon all counsel of record:

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

By personally serving it upon him/her; or

Brent Larsen, Esq. 
Singer & Larsen P.C. 
4475 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
blarsen@singerlarsen.com 

, 2018day of JulyDated this 9th 

Signature
/s/ Sara B. Pastore
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Association (collectively referred to as the "MGM Defendants"); and Does 1-X, states, asserts., and 
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ERIC 1L IRAN. Esq. 
Nevada Bar No 11876 
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Telephone; (702) 948-9770, Ext. 7033 
4 Fax (815) 550-2830 
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143 EA ST r A  1NON  H TRUST, ANTHONY 
 

-z rc-cv- TAN AS TRIJ ST 	145 LAST 
1HARMON H TRUST 

Plaintiffs, 

i 	, 
i 

: MOM 
 

RESORTS   IN,LRNA,luNA , MGM 
GRAND CONDOMINIUMS idT,C. THE 
SIGNATURE CONDOMINIUMS, 
SIGN,ATIME TOWER L LU2-, THE 

IIRESIDENCES AT MGM GRAND -TOWER A 
OWNERS' ASSOCIATION; and DOES I-X„ 

Detbndants. 

Case No. A-16-733764 
Deiot. No.: XI 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 

20 I 

21 

2 Trust. 

Plaintiffs 145 East Harmon II Trust, and Anthony Tan as Trustee of the 145 East Harmon II 

y and through their atlorney of 	i_traC N, TRAN, 	for their Complaint against 

Defendants MGM Resorts International; MOM Grand Condominiums,LLC; The Signature 

24 Lonaotrum 	LLC; Signature Tower I, LLC-, The Residences- at MGM Gran Tower A - Owners' 

28 
Page 1 of 10 



THE PARTIES 

1, At all E times relevant herein, IPIaintiff 145 East Harmon 11 Trust ( 'fleTirtisi") is the °WIWI 

I of a condominium unit located at 145 E. Hannon Ave, “Tv't # 256 1 a Las Vegas , tv acaS9109 i' the 

I Unit"). 

5 

E
R

IC
 N
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2. At all times relevant herein, Plaintiff Anthony Tan is the Trustee of the Trust, 

.At all times relevant herein- Defendant -MGM Resorts International: is a Delaware 

11 corporation that was licensed to do business and actually doing business in Clark County, Nevada. 
8 

11Based upon information and behef. Defendant MGM Resorts International is also the owner and 
9 z 

10 
operator of the condominium/hotel called the Signature at MGM Grand located at 145 E Hannon Ave 

Las Vegas Nevada 89109 where the Liiit is located. 

12 11 	4. At all times relevant herein, Defendant MGM Grand Condominiums, .1,LC was a 

r limited liability company organized and existing under the laws of the State of Nevada with its 

principal place of business in Clark Comity, Nevada. Based upon information and belief, MGM Grarid 

Condominiums, ILL is also the owner and operator of the condominium/hotel called the Signature at 

I MGM Grand located at 145 E. Harmon Ave Las Vegas:, Nevada 89109 where the Unit is located. 
17  

Based upon information and belief, Defendant MGM Grand (.,ondominiutris, LLC is a subsidiary of the 

parent company Defendant MGM RewIrts IrkteTTiat'grial Defendant 	 _ _ 	• Z. 

At all times relevant herein, Defendant The Signature Condominiums, ',Lc was a limited 

21 H liability company organized and existing under the taws of the State of Nevada with its principal place 

of business in Clark County, Nevada. In addition, The Signature Condominiums, LLC is the owner and 

operator of the condominium/hotel called the Signature at MGM Grand located at 145 R Harmon 

.Las Vegas, Nevada 89109 where the Unit is located,. Bas ed upon information and belief; Defendant The: 
25 

Signature Condominiums, LIE is a subsidiary: of the parent company Defendant MGM Resorts 
26 

International. 

At all times relevant herein, Defendant Sip -Ian -we Tower I, LEX: was a limited liability 

Page 2• of 10 
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24 

25 
11 Defendants. 

26 

27 

le, Upon information and belief, Does 	 ';? X are employees and; or agents at the - 

company organized and existing -under the laws of the State of Nevada with. its principal place of 

business in Clark County Nevada. In addition, Signature Tower 1, LLC is the owner and operator of the 

condominium/hotel called the Signature at MGM Chan -  located at 145 E. Harmon Ave Las Vegas, 

f" Nevacka -) ,v109 where the -lir& is located. Basee, upon information and belief, Defendant Signature 

Tower I TLC is a subsidiary of the parent company Defendant MGM Resorts International. 

Based -upon information and belief, Defendant MGM _Resorts International exercises 

complete control over all of its subsidiaries. 

8. At alltimes relevant herein, The Residences at MGM Grand Tower A- Owners' Association 

was a limited liability company organized and existing under the laws of the State of Nevada with its 

principal place of business in Clark County, Nevada. Based upon information and belief. 3efendant 

12 The Residences at MGM Grand Tower A- Owners Association is also the owner and operator of the 

1 - - - 3 condominium/hotel called the Signature at 'MGM Grand located at 145 E. Harmon Ave La, Vegas, z  

Nevada 89109 where the Um is located. 

The true names, identities, and capacities, whether individual, corporate., associat.e. or 
16 

otherwise, of DOES I through X inclusive are unknown t.o Plaintiffs, vv-ho therefore sue said 

iDefendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and upon that basis allege tnai 

l each of the Defendants designated herein as a DOE Defendants are responsible in some manner for 

events and happenings herein referred to and caused damages proximately thereby to Plaintiffs as 

21 herein alleged. Plaintiffs :Further allege that it will ask. leave of this Court. to amend this. Complaint to 

22 insert the true names, identities, and capacities of said DOES I: through X: 	when the same 

23 I ha.ve been ascertained by PlaintiffS, together with appropriate charging allegations. 

3 

10 

14 

tti 

17 

1 8 

19 

28  
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STATEMENT OF FACTS 

. On or about November I I , 2015, Plaintiffs attempted to enter the Unit. However, 

Plaintiffs could not enter the Unit as the electronic key card entry system malfunctioned. Plaintiffs then 

reported he electronic key card system malfunction to the MGM Defendants Latex that - 4ay, the MGM 

5-:ii Defendants sent theiremployees- and staff to fix the electronic key card system on the Unit. 

12. Prior to November 11, 2015, there was no damage o the interior of the -Unit, the 

bathroom shower in the Unit was also -completely shut. off, there were no leaks coming from the 
8 

bathroom shower, and the shower valve was not broken. Plaintiffs did not give access or authorization 

to any persons- or party to :enter the Unit for any reason, Prior to . -NoveMber Ii 201.5 , the "Do Not 

notification on the electronic. key card entry system was turned on which signals to all 

molov-es staff, personnel, of the MGM Defendants, and all other visitors to not enter the Unit, a \-1  

13 
	

13 On or about December 3, 2015, Plaintiffs re-entered the Unit for the first time since 

attem ;ating to enter t"...e Unit on November 11, 2015 and discovered that the bathroom shower was fully 

turned on to the hottest temperature and the highest pressure; and that the Unit was filled with steam 
16 r  The steam and moisture from the bathroom shower caused significant damage to the interior of the Unit 
17 1, 
18 mcluding„ but ot limited to, mold damage. 

19 
	14 To enter or gain access_ to the Unit, a person must first -  insert an electronic key-card 

20 spceifk o the -Unit through double -door entry,- then the person must imert the _same electronic :key 

21 card s ecific to the Unit through a. second. single _door to - the Unit The only persons wh.o had access to. 

the electronic key Card to enter the Unit were Plaintiffs, and the MOM Defendants their employees and 

staff .  

24 
15* Upon inthrmation and belief, the MGM IDefendants maintain records of the use of the 

25 
electronic key-  cards system which records entries to the Unit. There is also a security camera directly 

26 
outside the front door of the Unit which records who enters the Unit The security camera also shows 

28 1 who walks up and down the hallways and corridors of the Uni 

Page 4 of iO 
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16, Thereafter, Plaintiffs contacted the MGM Defericants to report the incident and damage to 

2 the Unit. Plaintiffs authorized and demanded that the MGM Defrndants retrieve and TeVieW the records 

3 j  of the hotel electronic key card access system to determine the individual(s) that entered the Unit and 

caused damage to the Unit. 

17. On or about December 11, 2015, the MOM Defendants visited the Unit to retrieve and 

download the data from the hotel key access card irdormation system, The MGM Defendants also 

coneaut,tza: an invetiga ion of the incident. 
8 

18. On or about December 99, 2011, Plaintiffs discovered through the MCiM Defendants that 
9 

the hotel -key access card system indicated that on, or about November 2.6, 2 -I .„ an employee of the 

-IS 	 ..._ 	.-. 	Z 4- 	 ..A..7- (7.1 -N. 	 4-rn 	 ves 	 +lex 	.ont. 

employee or employees entered the Unit on November 26 2015. However, the MGM Defendants 

I 13 I refused to disclose the name of the employee or employees who entered the Unit, and refrised to tuna 
k 
■ 

1 14 

 

over the data from,  the hotel key access card system showing all entries into the Unit up to December,  ; 

15 
12015 which was promised to Plaintiffs prior to Plaintiff's authorizing the download. 

16 
19, Upon information and belief, the MGM _Defendants and their employees used an electronic 

key card to enter Plaintiff's' Unit knowing that Plaintiffs were not in the Unit. The MGM Defendants 

and their employees entered theY tir,it illegally and without authorization in violation of NRS 205.900. 

4 

ii 

6 

7 

-20 

21-  authorization including -using thP. shower at the Unit. 

22 

The MGM Defendants and their employees used the Unit for their own benefit without Plaintiffs' 

20. After using the shower, the MGM Defendants and their employees did not turn off the 

4 

25 

water _and instead, left the shower running on its hottest temperature and highest. pressure. As a result of 

the MOM Defendants and their employee's iilegai entry -  into the -Unit: and. failure to -turn -off -the -shower, 

this resulted in...signifioant damage to. the Unit 

Theie0J 	

- 

26 

27  11 
28 

I I  

ii 

- 1- MGM Defend ants opened a claim with theirinsurer Fireman's 

Page 5• (11.19 



und Insurance Company ("FFIC" Both the MGM Defendants. and 'TIC have refused to conduct any 

repairs to. 

• 

laintiffS Unit, 

21 FRC infOLmea Plaintiffs that because thereis mold damage that the claim was not covered . 	5 	 -" 

under -En:Cs insurance policy. 

, Upon info'rmation and belief there are widespread incidents of the MGM Defendants and 

their employees illegally entering, the -Unit and other similar units- at 145 E. Harmon Ave __Jas Vegas,. 

1, Nevada 89109, and using the Unit and other units for their own benefits without authorization while 

the owners are away, 

1 

5 

9 

Upon information and belief, the MOM Defendants and their employees illegally entered 

the Unit on numerous other occasions and used the Unit for their benefit while Plaintiffs were not at the 

Unit 

25 Upon information and belief, there is widespread mold damage of a different species 

throughout the entire floor in which the Unit is located. The MGM Defendants have failed to maintain 

the -lhotel/condominium by cleaningthe .mold. 

R RELIEF 

CAre,,.,oligenee agailts-1 all 

P

• 

laintiffs repeat and reailege the. allegations contained in aragra ,As 1 through 25 as 

though fully set forth herehL 

27. An Defendants owe a duty of reasonable care to Plaintiffs not to enter the Unit 

without authorization. 

28. Defendants breathe, this duty of care when they entered the Unit on or at, ,out November 

; 20.15 and other oec-4sions and used the Unit for their own personal benefit without Plaintiffs' 

authorization. 

29. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants' negligent actions, Plaintiffs sustained 

damage to Plaintiffs 9  Unit in the amount in excess of Si 01/00,(A 

Page 6 of 10 
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23 
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I 
SECOND C._ A  I FO RELIEF  

(Negligence Per Se against all De6-wciap-Tis) 6 	4, 	,. 	. 2.„ 	. 

3 
	

10. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege th allegations kortafff'o   Paragraphs I a ial-41  29 as 

4 though fully set forth here in 

11, in Barnes v, Delta _iines, Inc, 99 Nev. 688 690, 669 P.2d 709, 710 (1983), the Nevada 

Supreme Court held that "when a defendant violates a statute which was designed to protect a class of 

persons to which the plaintiff belongs, and thereby proximately causes injury to the plaintiff., such a 

violation constitutes negligence  per se, 

32 . NRS 205.900 prohibits the unlawful use of hotel rooms keys to gain entrance into a 

1.••-; 

of: 
C: 

z.) 

ez.57 cs„ 

!c.4 

i hotel room under circumstances which demonstrate the person's intent to use or to allow the use of the t 

1  i  1 	. 	_,„_, l device m the commission of a crime., 
I i 

13 11 • ! i i  k t 
IA 

1  I commit an unlawful act. 

ii 

33. NRS 707.200 Prohibits the unix:WU trespass upon land or building of another with intent to 

2 

34. Plaintiffs are the class of persons to which NRS 205,900 arid NRS 2007.200 was designed to 
16 

k protect. 

I 
18 11 

, ii unauthorized -a--I illegal u- - f the electronic key access card and by preventing the unauthorized andi e 1%,. 	z...,a.t 	be 0.. , i 9 11 	- 	- 	 ./ ._ 	 1 

oil 
, 
i 
1 

21 
	

The MCO"r "Defe -adarits and their employe es 	this duty and committed a crime when . 	, 

22 ilthev illegally entered Plain -iffs 9  Unit to use the Unit ihr their own benefit 

37. The MGM Defendants failure to implement strategies., policies, and proc.edure to prevent 

their emploYeeS and others from gaining illega.- 1 access to the Unit amounts to neglipenre per se. - 

THIRD CLAIM FOR _RELIEF 
26 

27 11 

28 

(Res ondeat Suporit,r acsa*r§.1-  all rIffife -  da -c- 4-r 
) 

_  

' 0 	 - , 	- 	_ Plaintiffs repeat. and leaaege the allegations contained in Paragraphs I through 37 as 

Page 7 of W 

35, The MGM Defendants owed a duty of safety and security to Plaintiffs by preventing the 

illegal entry by the MGM Defendants and their employees into Plaintiffs Unit to commit a crime, 

2.1 

24 

25 

11 
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Nevada Bar No. • 64 
5538 S. Eastern enue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

1 	2. 	Defendant MGM Tower A's Motion to Dismiss, presently scheduled for a 

2 hearing on May 2, 2017 at 9:00 a.m., is hereby withdrawn and taken off calendar. 

3 	3. 	Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Defendant MGM Tower A reserves its right 

4 to file a Motion to recover the attorneys' fees it incurred in this matter, as may be provided 

5 for by law. 

6 	DATED this  1 7  day of April, 2017. 

SINGER & LARSEN P.C. 

Nevada Bar No. 1184 
4475 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
Attorney for Defendant MGM Tower A 

ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that all of Plaintiffs' claims against Defendant MGM 

Tower A are dismissed, with prejudice. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that MGM Tower A's Motion to Dismiss presently 

scheduled for May 2, 2017 at 9:00 a.m. is withdrawn and taken off calendar. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that MGM Tower A reserves its right to file a Motion to 

recover attorneys' fees in this matter. 

DATED this  4 i'°-day  of April, 2017. 

Submitted by: 

SINGER & LARSEN P.C. 
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J. CHARLES THOMPSON 
SENIOR DISTRICT JUDGE 

-  
BREN1 LARS41, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1184 
4475 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
Attorney for Defendant MGM Tower A 
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though filly set forth herein„ 

39 The WM Defend,ants owed a fiduciary duty to Plaintiffs to . among other things , hire train, 

3 and supervise employees so as to protect Plainti Ts  interests. 

5 

40, The MGM Defendants had a duty to use reasonable care in the training, supervision, and 

retention of its-employees:to make sure that the 'employees- were It for their -respective positions and 

roIeS„ 

41. The .MOM Defendants were required to supervise the actions of its employees,. agents and. 

epresentatives, including Does I-X employees to ensure that these employees protect the interest of 

MGM's residents including Plaintiffs. 

42. The MGM IDefendants breached its duty of supervision over its employees, agents, and 

10 

11 

1 1  representatives to Plaintiffs by  
.1 

security, and Unit interest - of residents: of MGrvris condominiums, 

the safety. 'ailing to provide the necessary Training regarding. protectin 

14 R 41. The MGM Defendants' failure to train, supervise., hire andlor require the training of 

MOM employees, failure to review associated policies„ failure to enforce statutory and hotel/ 

1 condominium policies related to securing a safe living environment resulted in injuries to Plaintiffs, 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR  RELIEF 

-s-za;-s 	e -re-idartvl' z 	As-4 	 2-- T 

44. Plaintiffs repeat and. .reallege' the allegations contained in Paragraphs I through 43 as 

91 1  though fully set forth herein., 

45 TheY MGM Defendants and their employees  intentionally and wrongfully exerted contra. 

and/or common over Plaintiffs' Unit when they illegally entered Plaintiffs' Unit, 

24 
46. The MGM Defendants and their employees intentionally and wrongfully denied Plaintiffs 

- 	I .26 

27 

.26 '  

rightful use and enjoyment of the Unit. 

47. The MGM Defendams and dieir employees actions caused damage to Piainti .fr.s Unit in 

excess of S10.000.00. 

Page 8 of 10 
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FIFTH  CLAIM FOR RELEIF 

(Trevass against all Defendants) 

48 Plaintiffs repeat and reallege the allegations containedin Paragraphs I through 47 as 

. though fully set forth herein. 

49. The MOM Defendants and their employees intentionally and wrongliilly entered Plaintiffs' 

l Unit with intent to commit a crime when they illegally entered Plaintiffs' Unit on or about November 

2015 and other occasions with the intent to use the Unit _for their own benefit. 

50 The MOM Defendants and their employees intentionally and wrongfully entered the 

Unit and remained on the Unit despite not having authorization from Plaintiffs and despite the "Do Not 

Disturb" sign being illuminated from tie electronic panel. 

SIXTH CLAIM  FOR RELIEF 

(Breach s Contract 	,Delenaan4) 

Si. . Plaintiffs repeat and. reallege the allegations contained in Paragraphs I through 50 as 

[though filly set forth herein. 

c 
.44!, A contract existed between Plaintiffs and the MGM Defendants on the date of the 

. -Incident described herein in the -form of a -Covenant, Conditions, and Restriction "CCR71- 

)3. he MGM Defendants owed contractual duties to Plaintiffs including a duty that the MOM 

Defendants would. be  provided 	access 	'nit tor legal purposes rrhe 	Defendants . 	.1_ 	 , 	_ 
• , 	 , 

2.1 breached their duties by allowing their employees- Does LX to enter no Unit for illegal purposes, 

, The MGM Defendants owed contractual duties to maintain and repair the common areas 

1 

5 

6 

8 

9 

10 

16 

18 

19 

20 

23 

241 

26- 
- 	I 
27 

28 

where the Unit is located including, -but. rot limited to -.keeping. the OOMMOA areas free of mold._ 'I he 

MOM Defendants breached this duty of failing to clean and repair the existing mold on the entire floor 

where the Unit is located. 

55 As a result thereof, Plaintiffs have been damaged in an aino Lint in excess 0:7$10,000,0 

56, Plaintiffs have been compelled to retain the services ()fan attorney to prosecute this action 

Pzw, 9 of 10 
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land are therefore entitled. to reasonable attornev-• s lees am costs incurred herein. 

WHEREFORE„ Plaintiffs pray for judgment against all Defendants, on all claims for relief as 

follows: 

General damages in excess of $10,000.00; 

Speciai damages in excess -  °ITS:10,000,W; 

	

• 
	Costs of suit incurred including reasonable attorney's fees; aid 

	

4, 	For such _other relief as the Court deems-just and proper. 
8 

 

9 

10 

11 

F.ED this 10th day of June, 2016, 

•  

By: isl 	 j 
4 

A r, A ot.  / 	cv,  
V  

ERIC N. IRAN 
Nevada Bar No 11876j  
5538 S, Eastern Ave 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
r I elephone: (702) 948-9770, Pxt. 2033 
Fax: (815) 550-2830 
EMai Erie,,Tran`wS .  
Attorneyfor 
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1 	 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

2 	I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of SINGER & LARSEN P.C.; that on 

3 2(6 I- day of April, 2017, I served a copy of the above and foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY 

4 OF ORDER, by way of: 

5 
	

0 	Electronic mail, 

6 	0-- 	Electronic means through the Clark County efiling/serving system pursuant to 
EDCR 8.05(a), 

[2— 	Mailing through the United States Postal Service, 

to the following address: 

Stephen K. Lewis, Esq. 
5538 S. Eastern Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
steve.lewis@stoamigo.com   
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Elisa L. Wyatt, Esq. 
Wood, Smith, Henning & Berman 
7674 W. Lake Mead Blvd. 
Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
ewyatt@wshblaw.corn 
Attorney for Defendant, 
The Signature Condominiums, LLC 

-2- 



Electronically Filed 
4/27/2017 3:53 PM 
Steven D. Grierson 
CLERK OF THE COU 

111 STDM 
BRENT LARSEN, ESQ. 

2! Nevada Bar No. 1184 
SINGER & LARSEN P.C. 

3 1 4475 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 

4 II (702) 454-2111 
blarsenaileaperlaw,com 

5 0 Attorney for Defendant, 
The Residences at MGM Grand - 

611 Tower A Owners' Association 

7 
DISTRICT COURT 

8 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

145 EAST HARMON II TRUST, ANTHO 
ION TAN AS TRUSTEE OF THE 145 EAST 

HARMON II TRUST, 
F, 11 " 

12 r. .4  

6 	13 
MGM RESORTS INTERNATIONAL; MGM ;. 14   
GRAND CONDOMINIUMS, LLC; THE 
SIGNATURE CONDOMINIUMS, LLC; 

> A 15 SIGNATURE TOWER', LLC; THE 
113 3 k RESIDENCES AT MGM GRAND - TOWER 

16 A OWNERS' ASSOCIATION; and DOES I- E 

17 
Defendants. 

Plaintiffs, 

V. 

Case No.: A-16-733764-C 
Dept. No.: XVIII 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR DISMISSAL  

COMES NOW the Plaintiff; 145 EAST HARMON II TRUST and ANTHONY TAN 

AS TRUSTEE OF THE 145 EAST HARMON II TRUST (hereinafter "the Plaintiff), by 

and through their attorney, STEPHEN K. LEWIS, ESQ., and the Defendant THE 

RESIDENCES AT MGM GRAND - TOWER A OWNERS' ASSOCIATION (hereinafter 

"Defendant/MGM Tower A"), by and through its attorney, BRENT LARSEN, ESQ. of the 

law firm of SINGER & LARSEN P.C., and hereby stipulate and agree to the following: 

1. 	All claims asserted in the Plaintiff's First Amended Complaint against 

Defendant MGM Tower A, are hereby dismissed with prejudice. 

/ / / 

18 

19 

20 

21 
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28 

Cse Number: A-16-733(b4-L. 



PHE ' 
Nevada Bar No. 11 A 
5538 S. Eastern A enue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that all of Plaintiffs' claims against Defendant MGM 

Tower A are dismissed, with prejudice. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that MGM Tower A's Motion to Dismiss presently 

scheduled for May 2, 2017 at 9:00 a.m. is withdrawn and taken off calendar. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that MGM Tower A reserves its right to file a Motion to 

recover attorneys' fees in this matter. 

DATED this  4 1°day of April, 2017. 

Submitted by: 

SINGER & LARSEN P.C. 

- 	 -  

BREN1 LARSBN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1184 
4475 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
Attorney for Defendant MGM Tower A 

J. CHARLES THOMPSCIN 
SENIOR DISTRICT JUDGE 

1 	2. 	Defendant MGM Tower A's Motion to Dismiss, presently scheduled for a 

2 hearing on May 2, 2017 at 9:00 a.m., is hereby withdrawn and taken off calendar. 

3 
	

3. 	Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Defendant MGM Tower A reserves its right 

4 to file a Motion to recover the attorneys' fees it incurred in this matter, as may be provided 

5 for by law. 

1  6 	DATED this ? day of April, 2017. 

SINGER & LARSEN P.C. 7 
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17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Nevada Bar No. 1184 
4475 S. Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
Attorney for Defendant MGM Tower A 
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By 

Grand Condominiums, LLC was filed on or about September 14, 2017. A copy of said Stipulation 

and Order is attached hereto for reference. 

September 15, 2017 

WOOD, SMITH, HENNING & BERMAN LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

J C  MCHAELS 
Nevada Bar No. 6062 
ELISA L. WYATT 
Nevada Bar No. 13034 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6644 
Tel. 702 251 4100 

Attorneys for Defendants, MGM Resorts 
International; MGM Grand Condominiums, LLC; 
Signature Tower I, LLC; and The Signature 
Condominiums, LLC 

LEGAL:06142-1212/7893313.1 
	 -2- 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

Pursuant to NRCP 5 b), I certify that I am an employee of Wood Smith Henning & Berman, 

LLP and that on this day of September, 2017, I did cause a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR DISMISSAL to be served upon 

each of the parties listed below via electronic service through the Court's Odyssey File and Service 

System. 

Stephen K. Lewis, Esq. 
5538 S. Eastern Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
steve.lewis@stoamigo.com   
Fax: (815) 550-2830 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

4111-kaiablltttqSk‘ 
Rikki M. Garate, . 	e of 

LEGAL:06142-1212/7893313.1 
	 -3- 



Electronically Filed 
9/14/2017 11:58 AM 
Steven D. Grierson 
CLERK OF THE CO 

SODW 
Janice M. Michaels 
Nevada Bar No. 6062 
jmichaels@wshblaw.com  
Elisa L. Wyatt 
Nevada Bar No. 13034 
ewyatt@wshblaw.com  
Wood, Smith, Henning & Berman LLP 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6644 
Telephone: 702 251 4100 
Facsimile: 702 251 5405 

Attorneys for Defendants, MGM Resorts 
International; MGM Grand Condominiums, LLC; 
Signature Tower I, LLC; and The Signature 
Condominiums, LLC 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

145 EAST HARMON II TRUST, ANTHONY 	Case No. A-16-733764-C 
TAN AS TRUSTEE OF THE 145 EAST 	Dept. No.: XVIII 
HARMON II TRUST, 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR 
Plaintiffs, 	 DISMISSAL OF COMPLAINT AGAINST 

DEFENDANTS SIGNATURE  
v. 	 CONDOMINIUMS, LLC; SIGNATURE  

TOWER I, LLC; MGM RESORTS  
MGM RESORTS INTERNATIONAL; MGM 	INTERNATIONAL & MGM GRAND  
GRAND CONDOMINIUMS, LLC; THE 	 CONDOMINIUMS, LLC WITH  
SIGNATURE CONDOMINIUMS, LLC; 	 PREJUDICE  
SIGNATURE TOWER I, LLC; THE 
RESIDENCES AT MGM GRAND - TOWER A 
OWNERS' ASSOCIATION; and DOES I-X, 

Defendants. 

Defendants, MGM Resorts International; MGM Grand Condominiums, LLC; Signature Tower 

I, LLC; and The Signature Condominiums, LLC (hereinafter "Defendants"), by and through their 

counsel of record, the law firm of Wood, Smith, Henning & Berman LLP, and Plaintiffs, 145 EAST 

HARMON II TRUST, ANTHONY TAN AS TRUSTEE OF THE 145 EAST HARMON II TRUST 

(hereinafter "Plaintiffs"), by and through their counsel of record, Stephen K. Lewis, hereby stipulate 

and agree to the following: 

/ / / 

0 Voluntary Dismissal 
El Involuntary Dismissal 
• Stipulated Dismissal 
El Motion to Dismiss by Deft(s) 

o Summary Judgment 
0 Stipulated Judgment 
0 Default Judgment 
0 Judgment of Arbitration 

LEGAL:06142-1212/7406975. I 

Case Number: A-16-733764-C 



By: 
STEPHEN K. I4EJWIS, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 064 
5538 S. Eastern Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

1. Defendants and Plaintiffs hereby agree to dismiss any and all claims, known and 

unknown, that were brought or could have been brought in this action against Defendants, and/or their 

agents, employees and affiliates, WITH PREJUDICE, each party to bear their own attorney's fees and 

costs. 

2. This Stipulation is entered into in good faith, in the interest of judicial economy, and 

not for the purposes of delay. 

3. This Stipulation may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of which shall 

constitute a duplicate original. A facsimile or other non-original signature shall still create a binding 

and enforceable agreement. 

DATED: June 't , 2017. 	 DATED: June  r,  2017. 

JANICE M. 41RCHAELS 
Nevada Bar No. 6062 
ELISA L. WYATT 
Nevada Bar No. 13034 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6644 

Attorneys for Defendants, MGM Resorts 
International; MGM Grand Condominiums, 
LLC; Signature Tower I, LLC; and The 
Signature Condominiums, LLC 

LEGAL:06 I 42-1212/7406975. I 
	 -2- 



A-16-733764-C 
145 E. Harmon II Trust, et al. v. MGM Resorts International, et al. 

ORDER 

Pursuant to the foregoing stipulation, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND 

DECREED that the Complaint against Defendants, MGM Resorts International; MGM Grand 

Condominiums, LLC; Signature Tower I, LLC; and The Signature Condominiums, LLC is hereby 

DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE, each party to bear its own fees and costs. All jury fees deposited 

by the dismissed parties will be returned to their counsel of record. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated this  a/  day of 	 17 

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

Respectfully submitted by: 

DATED: June E.,  2017 

By: 
MICHAELS 

evada Bar No. 6062 
ELISA L. WYATT 
Nevada Bar No. 13034 
7674 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128-6644 
Tel. 702 251 4100 

Attorneys for Defendants, MGM Resorts 
International; MGM Grand Condominiums, 
LLC; Signature Tower I, LLC; and The 
Signature Condominiums, LLC 

LEGAL:06142-1212/7406975.1 
	 -3- 



_WALWAVIYAI 
Rildci M.-Garate, 
WOOD, SMITH, HENNIN 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Wood Smith Henning & Berman, 

LLP and that on this  cky  of , 201 , I did cause a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR DISMISSAL OF COMPLAINT AGAINST 

DEFENDANTS SIGNATURE CONDOMINIUMS, LLC; SIGNATURE TOWER I, LLC; 

MGM RESORTS INTERNATIONAL & MGM GRAND CONDOMINIUMS, LLC WITH 

PREJUDICE to be served upon each of the parties listed below via electronic service through the 

Court's Odyssey File and Service System. 

Stephen K. Lewis, Esq. 
5538 S. Eastern Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
steve.lewisa,stoamigo.com   
Fax: (815) 550-2830 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEGAL:06142-1212/7406975.1 
	 -4- 
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