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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

DANIEL OMERZA, DARREN
BRESEE, and STEVE CARIA,

Petitioners

V.

THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL
DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA, IN AND FOR
THE COUNTY OF CLARK, AND
THE HONORABLE RICHARD F.
SCOTTI, DISTRICT JUDGE,

DEPT II.,

Respondent
and

FORE STARS, LTD., a Nevada
Limited Liability Company; 180
LAND CO., LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company;
SEVENTY ACRES, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company,

Real Parties in Interest

Electronically Filed

Jul 12 2018 04:29 p.m. |

Elizabeth A. Brown

Clerk of Supreme Court

Supreme Court Case No.:
76240

District Court Case No.:
A-18-771224-C

RESPONSE TO PETITIONERS’
“NOTICE OF SUGGESTION OF
RECUSAL”

COME NOW Real Parties in Interest, Fore Stars, Ltd., 180 Land Co.,

LLC, and Seventy Acres, LLC, by and through their attorneys, James J.

Jimmerson, Esq. and James M. Jimmerson, Esq., of THE JIMMERSON

LAW FIRM, PC, and Elizabeth Ham, Esq., and hereby submit this Response

to Petitioners’ “Notice of Suggestion of Recusal” filed July 10, 2018.

1

Docket 76240 Document 2018-26696



THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

415 South Sixth Street., Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

(702) 388-7171 - fax (702) 387-1167

O© o N O Ut kW DN

DR N NN NN N DN NN e e e e e e md et
cc 3 O Ot B W N MO PO ® 9O R WwW O N=R O

Petitioners, Daniel Omerza, Darren Bresee, and Steve Caria
(“Petitioners™), have suggested that Chief Justice Douglas and Justices
Cherry, Gibbons, Pickering, and Parraguirre recuse themselves from this
matter. Yet, Petitioners do not provide a legal basis for the suggestion. See
In re Amerco Derivative Litig., 127 Nev. 196, 229, 252 P.3d 681, 704 (2011)
(“However, appellants fail to cite any basis for disqualification under the
Nevada Code of Judicial Conduct, and thus, we conclude that reassignment
is not warranted.”). Instead they refer the Court to Supreme Court Case No.
73813, Fore Stars, Ltd. v. District Court. In Case No. 73813, the order
denying Fore Stars’ writ petition (which is currently under rehearing)
contains a footnote in which Chief Justice Douglas and Justices Cherry,
Gibbons, Pickering, Hardesty, and Parraguirre “voluntarily recused
themselves from participation in the decision in this matter.” (See Order
Denying Petition—Case No. 73813, filed Mar. 9, 2018, attached as Exhibit
1). The sole reason for the suggestion is that Petitioners presume that the
Justices of this Court recused themselves based upon a conflict with Fore
Stars, Ltd.; 180 Land Co., LLC; and Seventy Acres, LLC (collectively “the Fore
Stars et al Parties”). In reality, the order denying petition does not contain a

specific reason for the recusals. See Exhibit 1.
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It undermines Petitioners’ presumption that the Fore Stars et al Parties
are all present in pending consolidated Supreme Court Case Nos. 72410 and
72455 in which both Chief Justice Douglas and Justice Gibbons maintained
their participation in those matters. (See Order Recalling Disqualifications—
Case No. 72410, filed Dec. 6, 2017, attached as Exhibit 2). Notably, the
docket text for consolidated Supreme Court Case Nos. 72410 and 72455
reveals that Justice Hardesty recused himself based upon “Parties.” Justice
Parraguirre recused himself based upon “Voluntary Recusal.” Justice Cherry
recused himself based upon “Parties.” Justice Pickering recused herself
based upon “Parties.” At best, Petitioners’ suggestion should be in the nature

of an inquiry to determine whether those recusal bases are applicable in the

| present matter, but instead Petitioners make a sweeping presumption with

an aim to obtain all recusals. See Exhibit 3.

According to the current state of the pending cases before this Court
involving the Fore Stars et al Parties, Chief Justice Douglas, and Justices
Gibbons and Stiglich have maintained their willingness and ability to

participate in the matters.:

1 It appears that Petitioners are taking an aim at unjustified “judge
shopping”, a tactic this court has recognized as manipulation and erosion of
the power of the judiciary. See City of Las Vegas Downtown Redevelopment
Agency v. Hecht, 113 Nev. 664, 940 P.2d 134 (1997).
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The Fore Stars et al Parties are mindful of the Nevada Code of Judicial |
Conduct, Rule 2.11 (Disqualification) and that it is tempered with NCJC 2.7

(Responsibility to Decide). NCJC 2.7 specifically states, “A judge shall hear

and decide matters assigned to the judge, except when disqualification is
|

required by Rule 2.11 or other law.” The official comment to NCJC 2.7
expresses this very sentiment:

Judges must be available to decide the matters that
come before the court. Although there are times
when disqualification is necessary to protect the |
rights of litigants and preserve public confidence in
the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the
judiciary, judges must be available to decide matters
that come Dbefore the courts. Unwarranted
disqualification may bring public disfavor to the
court and to the judge personally. The dignity of the
court, the judge’s respect for fulfillment of judicial
duties, and a proper concern for the burdens that
may be imposed upon the judge’s colleagues require
that a judge not use disqualification to avoid cases
that present difficult, controversial, or unpopular
issues or involve difficult, controversial, or
unpopular parties or lawyers.

NCJC 2.11(C) outlines the process that judicial officers should follow in
disclosing potential disqualifying circumstances (other than for bias or
prejudice under NCJC 2.11(A)(1)), which calls for a disclosure, an
opportunity for the parties to consider the disclosure outside the presence of

|

the judicial officer, and whether to waive disqualification. NRS 1.230(3) also ‘

requires the stated procedure of “the judge’s own motion.” In commenting |
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upon these issues, this Court has previously explained that where no
“explanation of the nature of the claimed bias or prejudice was given and, as
such, stands unsubstantiated.” Ham v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, In & For \
Clark Cty., 93 Nev. 409, 413, 566 P.2d 420, 423 (1977). Notably, social
relationships alone do not create the basis for disqualification: “Moreover, a
judge, especially a judge in a small town, need not disqualify himself merely

because he knows one of the parties.” Jacobson v. Manfredi by Manfredi,

100 Nev. 226, 230, 679 P.2d 251, 254 (1984). This Court elaborated: |
[A judge] must have neighbors, friends, and
acquaintances, business and social relations, and be
a part of his day and generation. Evidently the
ordinary results of such associations and the
impressions they create in the mind of the judge are

not the “personal bias or prejudice” to which the
statute refers. ‘

Id. (citing Ex parte N.K. Fairbank Company, 194 F. 978, 989 (M.D. Ala.
1912)). Succinctly, this Court summarized the very principle that the Fore
Stars et al Parties now ask the Court to apply the following to Petitioners’
presumptive suggestion: “Without a valid reason for recusal, a judge has a
duty not to recuse himself.” Id.

The Fore Stars et al Parties do not dispute Justice Hardesty’s recusal but
inquire whether Justice Pickering’s prior recusal based upon the “Parties”

applies in the present matter, and similarly inquire whether Justice
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Parraguirre’s prior recusal based upon “Voluntary Recusal” applies in the
present matter. In the absence of a conflict, the Fore Stars et al Parties urge

Justice Pickering and Justice Parraguirre to maintain availability to decide

this matter.

The Fore Stars et al Parties also urge Chief Justice Douglas, Justice
Gibbons and Justice Stiglich to maintain their availability to decide this
matter based upon other pending appeals.

Dated this 12th day of July, 2018.

THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C.

/s/ James J. Jimmerson, Esq.
James J. Jimmerson, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 000264
THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, PC.
415 S. 6th Street, #100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: (702) 388-7171
Facsimile: (702) 387-1167
Email: ks@jimmersonlawfirm.com
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify and affirm that the foregoing RESPONSE TO
PETITIONERS “NOTICE OF SUGGESTION OF RECUSAL” was filed |
electronically with the Nevada Supreme Court on July ﬁ , 2018, and
Electronic Service of the foregoing document shall be made in accordance

with the Master Service List as follows:

Mitchell Langberg, Esq.

BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP
100 North City Parkway

Suite 1600

Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

Attorneys for Petitioners

With a copy by U.S. Malil to:

Honorable Richard Scotti

Eighth Judicial District

Court of Clark County, Nevada

Regional Justice Center

200 Lewis Avenue, Department 2

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

& _,:/

An Employee of THE JIMMERSON LAW FIRM, P.C. ‘
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

FORE STARS, LTD., A NEVADA No. 73813
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY; 180
LAND CO., LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY; SEVENTY
ACRES, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED

LIABILITY COMPANY; AND CITY OF | - FILED
LAS VEGAS, .
Petitioners, = MAR 09 20

Vs,

THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT BRI S0
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 8 G

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF

CLARK; AND THE HONORABLE
NANCY L. ALLF, DISTRICT JUDGE,
Respondents,

and
JACK B. BINION, AN INDIVIDUAL;
DUNCAN R. LEE AND IRENE LEE,
INDIVIDUALS AND TRUSTEES OF
THE LEE FAMILY TRUST; FRANK A.
SCHRECK, AN INDIVIDUAL; TURNER
INVESTMENTS, LTD., A NEVADA
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY;
ROGER P. WAGNER AND CAROLYN
G. WAGNER, INDIVIDUALS AND
TRUSTEES OF THE WAGNER FAMILY
TRUST; BETTY ENGLESTAD, AS
TRUSTEE OF THE BETTY
ENGLESTAD TRUST; PYRAMID LAKE
HOLDINGS, LLC; JASON AWAD AND
SHEREEN AWAD, AS TRUSTEES OF
THE AWAD ASSET PROTECTION
TRUST; THOMAS LOVE, AS TRUSTEE
OF THE ZENA TRUST; STEVE
THOMAS AND KAREN THOMAS, AS
TRUSTEES OF THE STEVE AND
KAREN THOMAS TRUST; SUSAN
SULLIVAN, AS TRUSTEE OF THE

SupreMe CouRT
OF
Nevapa

wy 197 B8

B i




KENNETH J. SULLIVAN FAMILY
TRUST; DR. GREGORY BIGLER; AND
SALLY BIGLER,

Real Parties in Interest.

ORDER DENYING PETITION

This original petition for a writ of prohibition or mandamus
challenges a district court order denying petitioners’ motion for summary
judgment. Having reviewed the petition, we are not convinced that
petitioners have met their burden of demonstrating that our intervention is
warranted. See Pan v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 120 Nev. 222, 228, 88
P.3d 840, 844 (2004). We therefore

ORDER the petition DENIED.!

1 :
[ ¢ CBAY , Sr. J.
Rose

STIGLICH, J., dissenting:

I dissent. I would entertain the writ petition.

Abgld 3

Stiglich :

IThe Honorables Michael L. Douglas, Chief Justice, and Michael A.
Cherry, Mark Gibbons, Kristina Pickering, James W. Hardesty, and Ron
Parraguirre, Justices, voluntarily recused themselves from participation in
the decision in this matter.

SurreME Counr
OF
NEVADA
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Supreme Counr
OF
NEVADA

W) 19474 <S5

CC.

B T

Hon. Nancy L. Allf, District Judge
Las Vegas City Attorney

The Jimmerson Law Firm, P.C
Pisanelli Bice, PLLC

Eighth District Court Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

ROBERT N. PECCOLE; AND NANCY A.
PECCOLE,

Appellants,

vs.

FORE STARS, LTD., A NEVADA
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY; 180
LAND CO., LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY; SEVENTY
ACRES, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY; EHB
COMPANIES, LLC, A NEVADA
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY;
YOHAN LOWIE, AN INDIVIDUAL;
VICKIE DEHART, AN INDIVIDUAL;
AND FRANK PANKRATZ, AN
INDIVIDUAL,

Respondents.

ROBERT N. PECCOLE; AND NANCY A.
PECCOLE, INDIVIDUALS,

Appellants,

Vs,

FORE STARS, LTD., A NEVADA
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY; 180
LAND CO., LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY; SEVENTY
ACRES, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY; EHB
COMPANIES, LLC, A NEVADA
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY;
YOHAN LOWIE, AN INDIVIDUAL;
VICKIE DEHART, AN INDIVIDUAL;

No. 72410

FILED

DEC 06 2017

ELIZABETH AL BRO
CLERK OF SUPREME D\%aI,JRT

BY D
DEFUTY CLERK

No. 72455
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AND FRANK PANKRATZ, AN
INDIVIDUAL,
Respondents.

ORDER RECALLING DISQUALIFICATIONS

On November 9, 2017, a notice was entered disqualifying
Justice Michael Douglas and Justice Mark Gibbons from participating in
this matter. Further review has revealed that those disqualifications were
inadvertently entered. Accordingly, the disqualifications entered for
Justice Douglas and Justice Gibbons are hereby recalled and they will
participate in this matter.

It is so ORDERED.

As el , ACJ.

Stiglich

cc:  Peccole & Peccole, Litd.
The Jimmerson Law Firm, P.C
Sklar Williams LLP
EHB Companies, LL.C
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The Suprewe Court

of thevada

Appellate Case Management System

C-Track, the browser based CMS for Appellate Courts

Find Case...

‘Cases

e

Disclaimer: The information and documents avallable here should not be relied upon az an official record of
action.
Cnily filed documents can be viewad. Some documents received in 3 case may not be available for viewing.
Some documents originating from a lower court, inciuding records and appendices, may not be available for
viewing.
For official records, please contact the Clerk of the Supreme Court of Nevada at [775) 6B4-1800.

Caze information: T2410

PECCOLE vS. FORE ETARS, LTD.

D227

0242112017

o2r22207

03/06/2017

03062017

03062017

D5/062017

03062017

D3/06/2017

O3/062017

03ioa207

031062017

D3/BB2017

03/08/2017

Filed Netice of Appeal. Appeal docketad in the

Netles of Appeal Dociments

mailed to counsel for appellant.)
Issued Notice of Referral to Setilement

Notice/Oulgeing

Program. This appeal may be assigned to the
settiement program, Timelines for requesting

transeripts and filing briefs are stayed,
|sswnd Notice: Assignment to Settlemaont

Seftternent Notice

Ara H. Shitinian.

Dotketing Statement

Notice/Oulgoing Seftiement Judge (Docketing Statement).
Exhibit Filed Exhibits to Docketing Statemnent
Amended Compilaint.
" Filed Exhibiis to Docketing Statement Lettor
Exhiblt from Hackel.
i s Filed Exhthits to Docketing Statement Letter
Extrbit to Hacket.
Exhibit Filed Exhiits to Docketing Statement
Defendants Supplement.
Eehsit Filed Exhiblls to Docketing Statement
Response to Supplement.
Exhibit g:::r Exhihits to Docketing Stalement Minute
Exhibit Filed Exhibits to Docketing Statement Nalice
of Entry of Order.
Exhibit Filed Exhibits to Docketing Statement Order
and Judgment Granting Aflorney Fess.
Noticefincorming Filad Certificale of Sarvice rpon Settlarment

Judlge (Dockating Statement).

Program. |ssued Assignment Notice fo NRAP
16 Settfenmant Program. Settiement Judge:

Filed Dotketing Statemant Civik Appeals.
Issuad Motice 1o Provide Proof of Sarvice on

Supreme Courl this day. (Dockeling statemsiit

1705568

17-05870

17-06228

17-07503

17-07507

17-07515

170757

17-07518

17-07519

17-07520

I7-07522

17-07525

1707526

17-07B33

Bhort Caption; CIVW 72455 Classilication: Civil Appeal - Ganeral ~ Other
. Related

Consclidated: 72410°, 72453 Case(s): 71554, 71608, 72455, 75386

Lower Court Clark Co, - Eighth Judicial District - Case Status: Transferred to Court of Appeals

Case(s); AT39554

Disqualificetions: Cherry, Hardesty, Parraguirre, Pickering Panel Assipned: Pane!

Replacement;

Yo $PlJudge; 0212212017 / Shirinian, Ara 8P Slatus: Completed

Cral Argurment: migz?“m

Submission , "

Date: How Submitted:

+ Pawty Iinformation
 Docket Eniries

Date Type Description Pending? Document
' ) Fifing Fee Paid, $250.00 fram Robert M. '

0272172017 Filing Fea Peccole St., Esq. Chock no. 1183,



03092017

03114/2017

031152017

0373172017

Der21/2017

D7072017

07124/2007

Daf4r2017

Darz4r2my

11/08/2017

1102017

10W2017

1170802017

1210682017

121082017

Setllernent Program Report

Notice/incaming

Docketing Statement

Seiflement Program Report

Order/Procedural

Malion

Mation

Cther

Other

Other

Other

Dther

Other

Order/Procedural

Cther

Filed ECAR/Appropriate for Settlement
Program. This case is appropriate for
mediation and a settlsment conference is
scheduled for 3/24/17 at 10:00 a.m.

Filed Errata to the Docketing Statemeant,

Filed Respondent's Response to Appellant's
Dotketing Statement.

Filed Final ReportiNo Setffiernent. The parties
were unable io agree o a seltlement of this
matter.

Flled Order Consolidaling Appeals, Directing
Apgpellants to Show Cause, and Denying
Motion for Stay. We consolidate these appeals
for all appeliate purposes. Appellants shail
have 30 days from the date of this arder within
which to show cause why the appeal in
Docket No, 72455 should not be dismissed for
lack of jurisdiction. Respondents may file any
reply within ten days fram the date that
appellants’ rasponsa s served. Appellants
have filed 8 maolion to stay enforcement of the
ardar appealed from in Docket Mo. 72455
pending resolution of that appeal,
Respondents oppose the motion. Appellants
have filad a reply, Having considerad the
motion, opposition, and reply, we conclude
that appellants have feiled fo demonstrate that
a stay |s warranied at this ime, and we
tharafors deny the stay. n2(No good cause
appearing, appellants’ motion to direct the
district court clerk W tramsmit the video
recording of the January 31, 2017, hearing is
denied without prejudice to appellants’ right to
refile it ifthe issue becomes significant to the
issues on appeat.) Nos. 72410/72455.

Filed Appellants® Show Cause as to Why
Appeal, Dacket 72455 Shauld Net Be
Dismissed. Nos. T2410/72455.

Filed Respondents Reply to Appellant's Show
Cause Statermant and In Support of Order to
Show Cause and Dismissal of Case No.
72455. Nos. 72410/72455.

Justice James W, Hardesty disqualified froen
participation in this matter, Disgualificafion
Reasen: Parties.

Justice Ren Parraguime disqualified from
participation in this malter. Disqualificafion
Reason: Voluntary Recusal,

Chief Justice Michacl A. Cherry disqualified
from participation in this matter.
Disqualificatiors Reason; Paries

Justice Michaet L. Douglas disqualified from
participation In this matior. Disqualification
Reason; Parties

Justice Mark Glbbans disqualified from
participation in this matter, Disqualification
Reason: Partles

Justice Kristing Pickering disqualified from
participation in this matter, Disgualification
Reason: Parties

Filed Order Recalling Disoualifications. On
November 8, 2017, a nofice was entered
disqualifying Justice Michae! Douglas and
Justice Mark Gibbons from participating in this
matter. Farther review has revealed that those
disgualifications wers inadverisntly entered.
Accordingly, the disgualifications entered for
Justice Douglas and Justics Gibbons are
hereby recalled and they wilf participate in this
matter. Nos. 72410/72455.

Chief Justice Michael A. Charry disqualified
from participation in this matter,
Disgualification Reason: Parties

17-0BDST

17-08539

17-08636

17-10834

17-20636

17-23555

17-24357

17-42022
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1272712017

01102018

Dir62ms

017232018

20142018

D2A6/2018

02162018

02M16/2018

0211612018

02M6:2018

02116/2018

03ns/2018

D3N 92018

o4ng2me

041972018

04/189/2018

D4/1972018

0411972018

04/19/2018

D4/19/2018

D4 azms

0411972018

04/19/2018

Crder/Pracedural

Transeripl Request

Motion

Maotion

Mation

OrderProcedural

Brief

Apperwdix
Appondix
Apperdiz
Appendix

Appendix

Mation

NoticssOulgeitg

Notice/Culgoing

Appendix
Appenglix
Appendix
Appendix
Appenix
Appendix
Appendix
Appencdix

Appendix

Filed Qnder Dismissing Appealin Part and
Reinstating Briefing. 'We dismiss the sppeal in
Docket No. 72455 as to the order entered
November 30, 2016. The consolidated
appeals shalf proceed from the order entered
January 31, 2017, order granting respondents’
motion for atiorney fees and costs. Transcript
Reguest Form due: 15 deys. Opening Brief
and Appendix dua: 80 days. Nazs.
72410172455,

Filed Certificale of No Transcript Request,
Mos. 7241072455,

Filed Respondents' Mation for Clarification of
Order Filad December 22, 2017. Nos.
T2410/72455.

Filed Appellants” Response to Respondents®
Metion for Clarification of Order. Nos.
72410172455,

Fited Respondents' Reply in Support of
Respondents, Fore Stars, Ltd., 180 Land Co,,
LLC, Sevanly Acras LLC, EHB Companies,
LLC, Yohan Lewde, Vickie Dahart; and Frank
Pankratz's Motion for Clarification of Ordar
Filed December 22, 2017, Nos. 72410/72455,
Filed Order Denying Malion, We conelxde that
respondents’ proposed dlarifications are
closely related te or inlertwined with the
subistantive merils of lhe appeal and are
therefore not & proper basis for resolution at
this point in the proceedings. Accordingly, we
deny the motion for clarification. Nos,
T2410{72455.

Filed Appellant's Opening Brief. Nos.
7241072455

Filad Appendiy to Opening Brief, Vol. 1. Nos.
7241072455

Filed Appendix iz Opening Brief, Vo, 2. Nes,
72410172455

Filed Appendlx to Opening Brief, Vol. 2
(eont.. ). Nos. 72410/72455

Fiked Appendix to Opening Briaf, Vol. 3. Nos.
72410072455

Filed Appendix to Opening Brief, Vol, 4. Nos,
72410072455

Fiked Respondents' Motion Fer Extension Of
Time To File Respondents’ Answering Briaf
And Appendix. Nos. 72410/72455.

Issued Notice Motion/Stiputation Approved,
Respondents' Answeting Briaf due: April 18,
2018, Nos. 72410472455,

|ssued Notice of Deficient Brief, Carrected
Answering Brief due: § days. Nes.
7241Q/72455,

Filed Respondants' Appendix < Master Index.
Nes. 72410/72455.

Filed Respondents' Appendix Yolume 1. Nas.
7241072455,

Filed Respondents' Appendix Volume 2 Parl
1. Nosg, 72410572455,

Filad Respondants’ Appendix Volume 2 Parl
2, Mos. 72410072455,

Filed Respondents’ Appendix Volume 3, Nos,
72410172455,

Filed Respondents' Appendix Violume 4 Part
1. Nas, 72410v72455,

Filed Respondants’ Appendix Vialuime 4 Pad
2. Nos. 7241072455,

Filed Respandents’ Appendix Volume 5. Nas.,
72410172455,

Filed Rospondents' Appendix Volume 6. Nos,
72410172455,
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18-06481
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18-13082
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18-15144
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18-15154



D4he2018

0418/2018

04/18/2018
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04/19/2018

D4182018

D41192018

0411912018

04/23/2018

D4127/2018

042702018

051712018

oshakpe

D5/23/2018

DG07I2018

Appendix
Appendix
Appandix
Appendix
Appendix
Appendix
Appendix
Appendix
Brief
Brief
Case Status Update
Motion

Matian

DrderProcedural

Notlea/Oulgsing

Filed Respondents' Appendix Volume 7, Nos,
T2410/72455.

Filed Respondents' Appendix Volume 8. Nos,
724101724355,

Fiiad Respondants’ Appendix Volume B Par
1. Nos, 72410472455,

Filed Respondents’ Appendix Volume B Part
2. Neos. 7241072458,

Filed Respondants’ Appendix Volume 10.
Nos. 72410/72455.

Fitad Respondents’ Agpendix Voliifne 11, Nos.
72410172455,

Filed Respondents’ Appendix Volume 12.
Nos. 72410{72455.

Filed Respondents' Appendix Volume 13.
Nos. 72410172455.

Fllad Raspondents’ Answarlng Briaf. Nos.
72410172455,

Filed Appellant's Reply Brief. Mos.
T2410/72455.

EBrigfing CompletedTo Screening. Mes.
72410/72455.

Filed Respoidents’ Motion for Leave % File
Reply Brief. Nos, 724 10/72455,

Filed Appellants’ Opposition to Maolion far
Leave to File Roply Brief. Nos. 72410/72455.
Fiied Order Denying Molion. The clerk of this
court shall ralurm, unfiled, he sur-reply
received on May 17, 2018. Nos, 72410/72455.
Issued Notice of Transfer Case to Court of

Appoals. Nos. 724 10472455
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