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Chronological I ndex

Doc Description Vol. Bates Nos.
No.
1 Complaint, filed 10/08/2012 I AA000001-
AA000008
2 Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss Complaint, I AA000009-
filed 11/15/2012 AA000015
3 Response in Opposition to Defendants I AA000016-
Motion to Dismiss, filed 12/06/2012 AA000059
4 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to I AA000060-
Dismiss Complaint, filed 01/10/2013 AA000074
5 First Amended Complaint, filed 01/30/2013 | | AA000075-
AA000081
6 Decision and Order, filed 02/11/2013 I AA000082-
AA000087
7 Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration, I AA000088-
filed 02/27/2013 AA000180
8 Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to I AA000181-
Defendants’ Motion Seeking AA000187
Reconsideration of the Court’s February 8,
2013 Order Denying Defendants' Motion to
Dismiss, filed 03/18/2013
9 Defendant’s Motion to Strike Amended I AA000188-
Complaint, filed 03/25/2013 AA000192
10 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion for | | AA000193-
Reconsideration, filed 03/28/2013 AA000201
11 Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to [ AA000202-
Defendants' Motion to Strike First Amended AA000231

Complaint and Counter-Motion for a Default
Judgment or Sanctions Pursuant to EDCR
7.60(b), filed 04/11/2013




12 Defendant A Cab, LLC' s Answer to [ AA000232-
Complaint, filed 04/22/2013 AA000236
13 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to [ AA000237-
Strike Amended Complaint, filed 04/22/2013 AA000248
14 Minute Order from April 29, 2013 Hearing 1 AA000249
15 Order, filed 05/02/2013 [ AA000250-
AA000251
16 Defendant A Cab, LLC' s Answer to First [ AA000252-
Amended Complaint, filed 05/23/2013 AA000256
17 Motion to Certify this Case asaClass Action | I AA000257-
Pursuant to NRCP Rule 23 and Appoint a AA000398
Specia Master Pursuant to NRCP Rule 53,
filed 05/19/2015
18 Defendant’ s Opposition to Motion to Certify | 111 AA000399-
Case as Class Action Pursuant to NRCP 23 AA000446
and Appoint a Special Master Pursuant to
NRCP 53, filed 06/08/2015
19 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | 111 AA000447-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Certify thisCase as a AA000469
Class Action Pursuant to NRCP Rule 23 and
Appoint a Special Master Pursuant to NRCP
Rile 53, filed 07/13/2018
20 Defendant’s Motion for Declaratory Order [l AA000470-
Regarding Statue of Limitations, filed AA000570
08/10/2015
21 Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs [l AA000571-
Second Claim for Relief, filed 08/10/2015 AA000581
22 Second Amended Supplemental Complaint, | I AA000582-
filed 08/19/2015 AA000599
23 Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to v AA000600-
Defendants' Motion for Declaratory Order AA000650

Regarding Statue of Limitations, filed




08/28/2015

24 Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to v AA000651-
Defendants' Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs AA000668
Second Claim for Relief, filed 08/28/2015

25 Defendants Reply In Support of Motion to v AA000669-
Dismiss Plaintiffs' Second Claim for Relief, AA000686
filed 09/08/2015

26 Defendant’ s Reply In Support of Motion for | IV AA000687-
Declaratory Order Regarding Statue of AA000691
Limitations, filed 09/08/2015

27 Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs vV AA000692-
First Claim for Relief, filed 09/11/2015 AA000708

28 Defendant A Cab, LLC s Answer to Second | IV AA000709-
Amended Complaint, filed 09/14/2015 AA000715

29 Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss and for vV AA000716-
Summary Judgment Against Plaintiff AA000759
Michael Murray, filed 09/21/2015

30 Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss and for Vv,V AA000760-
Summary Judgment Against Plaintiff AA000806
Michael Reno, filed 09/21/2015

31 Response in Opposition to Defendants \% AA000807-
Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’ First Claim for AA000862
Relief, filed 09/28/2015

32 Defendant Creighton J. Nady’s Answer to V AA000863-
Second Amended Complaint, filed AA000869
10/06/2015

33 Response in Opposition to Defendants \% AA000870-
Motion to Dismiss and for Summary AA000880
Judgment Against Plaintiff Michael Murray,
filed 10/08/2015

34 Response in Opposition to Defendants V AA000881-
Motion to Dismiss and for Summary AA000911




Judgment Against Plaintiff Michael Reno,
filed 10/08/2015

35 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to V AA000912-
Dismiss and for Summary Judgment Against AA000919
Plaintiff Michael Murray, filed 10/27/2015

36 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to V AA000920-
Dismiss and for Summary Judgment Against AA000930
Plaintiff Michael Reno, filed 10/27/2015

37 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to V AA000931-
Dismiss Plaintiffs’ First Claim for Relief, AA001001
filed 10/28/2015

38 Transcript of Proceedings, November 3, 2015 | VI AA001002-

AA001170

39 Minute Order from November 9, 2015 VI AA001171
Hearing

40 Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part VI AAQ001172-
Defendant’s Motion for Declaratory Order AA001174
Regarding Statue of Limitations, filed
12/21/2015

41 Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion to Certify | VI AAQ001175-
Class Action Pursuant to NRCP Rule AA001190
23(b)(2) and NRCP Rule 23(b)(3) and
Denying Without Prejudice Plaintiffs
Motion to Appoint a Special Master Under
NRCP Rule 53, filed 02/10/2016

42 Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to VI AA001191-
Dismiss and For Summary Judgment Against AA001192
Michael Murray, filed 02/18/2016

43 Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to \ AA001193-
Dismiss and for Summary Judgment Against AA001194
Michael Reno, filed 02/18/2016

44 Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration, VII AA001195-

filed 02/25/2016

AA001231




45

Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to
Defendants’ Motion Seeking
Reconsideration of the Court’s Order
Granting Class Certification, filed
03/14/2016

VII

AA001232-
AA001236

46

Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for
Reconsideration, filed 03/24/2016

VI, VI

AA001237-
AA001416

a7

Minute Order from March 28, 2016 Hearing

VIl

AA001417

48

Order Denying Plaintiffs' Motion to Impose
Sanctions Against Defendants for Violating
This Court’s Order of February 10, 2016 and
Compelling Compliance with that Order on
an Order Shortening Time, filed 04/06/2016

VIl

AA001418-
AA001419

49

Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion to Certify
Class Action Pursuant to NRCP Rule
23(b)(2) and NRCP Rule 23(b)(3) and
Denying Without Prejudice Plaintiffs
Motion to Appoint a Special Master Under
NRCP Rule 52 as Amended by this Court in
Response to Defendants' Motion for
Reconsideration heard in Chambers on
March 28, 2016, filed 06/07/2016

VIl

AA001420-
AA001435

50

Motion to Enjoin Defendants from Seeking
Settlement of Any Unpaid Wage Claims
Involving Any Class Members Except as Part
of this Lawsuit and for Other Relief, filed
10/14/2016

VIl

AA001436-
AA001522

51

Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
to Enjoin Defendants from Seeking
Settlement of any Unpaid Wage Claims
Involving any Class Members Except as Part
of this Lawsuit and for Other Relief, filed
11/04/2016

VIl

AA001523-
AA001544

52

Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Enjoin Defendants

VIl

AA001545-
AA001586




From Seeking Settlement of any Unpaid
Wage Claims Involving any Class Members
Except as Part of this Lawsuit and for Other
Relief, filed 11/10/2016

53 Defendants' Motion for Judgment on the VIl AA001587-
Pleadings Pursuant to NRCP 12(c) with AA001591
Respect to All Claims for Damages Outside
the Two-Y ear Statue of Limitations, filed
11/17/2016

54 Defendants' Motion for Leave to Amend X AA001592-
Answer to Assert a Third-Party Complaint, AA001621
filed 11/29/2016

55 Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for IX AA001622-
Judgment on the Pleadings, Counter Motion AA001661
for Toll of Statue of Limitations and for an
Evidentiary Hearing, filed 12/08/2016

56 Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Leave | IX, X, AA001662-
to Amend Answer to Assert Third-Party Xl AA002176
Complaint and Counter-Motion for Sanctions
and Attorney’s Fees, filed 12/16/2016

57 Notice of Withdrawal of Defendants’ Motion | XI AA002177-
for Leave to Amend Answer to Assert a AA002178
Third-Party Complaint, filed 12/16/2016

58 Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for | Xl AA002179-
Judgment on the Pleadings Pursuant to AA002189
NRCP 12(c) with Respect to All Claims for
Damages Outside the Two-Y ear Statue of
Limitation and Opposition to Counter
Motion for Toll of Statue of Limitations and
for an Evidentiary Hearing, filed 12/28/2016

59 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed | XI1, AA002190-
01/11/2017 X111, AA002927

X1V,

XV




60 Motion to Bifurcate Issue of Liability of XV, AA002928-
Defendant Creighton J. Nady from Liability | XVI AA003029
of Corporate Defendants or Alternative
Reli€f, filed 01/12/2017

61 Erratato Plaintiffs Motion for Partial XVI AA003030-
Summary Judgment, filed 01/13/2017 AA003037

62 Defendants Motion for Leave to Amend XVI AA003038-
Answer to Assert a Third-Party Complaint, AA003066
filed 01/27/2017

63 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XVI AA003067-
to Bifurcate Issue of Liability of Defendant AA003118
Creighton J. Nady from Liability of
Corporate Defendants or Alternative Relief,
filed 01/30/2017

64 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XVI AA003119-
for Partial Summary Judgment, filed AA003193
02/02/2017

65 Plaintiffs Motion on OST to Expedite XVII, AA003194-
Issuance of Order Granting Motion Filedon | XVIII AA003548
10/14/2016 to Enjoin Defendants from
Seeking Settlement of Any Unpaid Wage
Claims Involving any Class Members Except
as Part of this Lawsuit and for Other Relief
and for Sanctions, filed 02/03/2017

66 Transcript of Proceedings, February 8, 2017 | XVIII AA003549-

AA003567

67 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XVIII, | AA003568-

on OST to Expedite Issuance of Order XIX AA003620

Granting Motion Filed on 10/14/16 to Enjoin
Defendants from Seeking Settlement of any
Unpaid Wage Claims Involving any Class
Members Except as Part of this Lawsuit and
for Other Relief and for Sanctions, filed
02/10/2017




68 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’s Opposition | XIX AA003621-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion on OST to Expedite AA003624
I ssuance of Order Granting Motion Filed on
10/14/2016 to Enjoin Defendants From
Seeking Settlement of Any Unpaid Wage
Claims Involving Any Class Members
Except as Part of This Lawsuit and For Other
Relief and for Sanctions, filed 02/10/2017
69 Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Leave | XIX AA003625-
to Amend Answer to Assert Third-Party AA003754
Complaint and Counter-Motion for Sanctions
and Attorneys' Fees, filed 02/13/2017
70 Transcript of Proceedings, February 14, 2017 | XIX AA003755-
AA003774
71 Order Granting Certain Relief on Motionto | XIX AAQ003775-
Enjoin Defendants From Seeking Settlement AAQ003776
of Any Unpaid Wage Claims Involving Any
Class Members Except as Part of this
Lawsuit and for Other Relief, filed
02/16/2017
72 Supplement to Order For Injunction Filed on | X1X AAQ03777-
February 16, 2017, filed 02/17/2017 AA003780
73 Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part XIX AA003781-
Plaintiffs' Motion to Have Case Reassigned AA003782
to Dept | per EDCR Rule 1.60 and
Designation as Complex Litigation per
NRCP Rule 16.1(f), filed on 02/21/2017
74 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XIX, AA003783-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial Summary XX AA003846
Judgment, filed 02/22/2017
75 Plaintiffs’ Supplement to Plaintiffs’ Reply to | XX AA003847-
Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion AA003888

for Partial Summary Judgment, filed
02/23/2017




76 Declaration of Charles Bass, filed XX AA003889-
02/27/2017 AA003892
77 Transcript of Proceedings, May 18, 2017 XX, AA003893-
XXI AA004023
78 Supplement to Defendants’ Opposition to XXI AA004024-
Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summary AA004048
Judgment, filed 05/24/2017
79 Supplement to Defendants’ Opposition to XXI AA004049-
Plaintiffs Motion to Bifurcate | ssue of AA004142
Liability of Defendant Creighton J. Nady
From Liability of Corporate Defendants or
Alternative Relief, filed 05/31/2017
80 Motion on Order Shortening Timeto Extend | XXI AA004143-
Damages Class Certification and for Other AA004188
Relief, filed 06/02/2017
81 Decision and Order, filed 06/07/2017 XXI AA004189-
AA004204
82 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion | XXI| AA004205-
on Order Shortening Time to Extend AA004222
Damages Class Certification and for Other
Relief, filed 06/09/2017
83 Transcript of Proceedings, June 13, 2017 XXI1 AA004223-
AA004244
84 Plaintiffs' Motion to Impose Sanctions XXII AA004245-
Against Defendants for Violating this AA004298
Court’s Order of March 9, 2017 and
Compelling Compliance with that Order,
filed 07/12/2017
85 Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial | XXI1I AA004299-
Summary Judgment, filed 07/14/2017 AA004302
86 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXI1I AA004303-

AA004304




87 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXII AA004305-
AA004306
88 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXII AA004307-
AA004308
89 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion | XXI| AA004309-
to Impose Sanctions Against Defendants for AA004336
Violating this Court’s Order of March 9,
2017 and Compelling Compliance with that
Order, filed 07/31/2017
90 Order Denying Plaintiff’s Counter-Motion XXI1 AA004337-
for Sanctions and Attorneys Fees and Order AA004338
Denying Plaintiffs” Anti-SLAPP Motion,
filed 07/31/2017
91 Declaration of Plaintiffs Counsel Leon XXII, AA004339-
Greenberg, Esq., filed 11/02/2017 XX, AA004888
XXV,
XXV
92 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and XXV AA004889-
Motion to Place Evidentiary Burden on AA004910
Defendants to Establish “Lower Tier”
Minimum Wage and Declare NAC
608.102(2)(b) Invalid, filed 11/02/2017
93 Motion for Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issues | XXV AA004911-
for Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed 11/03/2017 AA004932
94 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XXV, AA004933-
for Partial Summary Judgment and Motionto | XXVI AA005030
Place Evidentiary Burden on Defendants to
Establish “Lower Tier” Minimum Wage and
Declare NAC 608.102(2)(b) Invalid, filed
11/20/2017
95 Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment, | XXVI AA005031-
filed 11/27/2017 AA005122
96 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XXVI AA005123-

for Bifurcation and/or to Limit |ssues for

AA005165




Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed 11/27/2017

97 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendant’s Opposition | XXVI, | AA005166-
to Plaintiffs’ Motions for Partial Summary XXVII | AA005276
Judgment and to Place Evidentiary Burden
on Defendants to Establish “Lower Tier”

Minimum Wage and Declare NAC
608.102(2)(b) Invalid, filed 11/29/2017

98 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendants' Opposition | XXVII AAQ005277-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Bifurcation and/or to AA005369
Limit Issues for Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed
12/01/2017

99 Minute Order from December 7, 2017 XXVII AA005370-
Hearing AA005371

100 Response in Opposition to Defendant’s XXVII, [ AA005372-
Motion for Summary Judgment, filed XXVII | AA005450
12/14/2017

101 Transcript of Proceedings, December 14, XXVIII | AA005451-
2017 AA005509

102 Defendants Motion in Limine to Exclude XXVIII | AAOO5510-
Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Experts, filed AA005564
12/22/2017

103 Plaintiffs Omnibus Motionin Limine # 1- XXVIII, | AA005565-
25, filed 12/22/2017 XXIV AA005710

104 Defendants' Reply in Support of Motion for | XXIV AA005711-
Summary Judgment, filed 12/27/2017 AA005719

105 Transcript of Proceedings, January 2, 2018 XXV AA005720-

AA005782

106 Defendants' Supplement as Ordered by the XXIV AA005783-
Court on January 2, 2018, filed 01/09/2018 AA005832

107 Plaintiffs’ Supplement in Support of Motion | XXX AA005833-
for Partial Summary Judgment, filed AA005966

01/09/2018




108 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs XXX AA005967-
Omnibus Motion in Limine #1-25, filed AA006001
01/12/2018

109 Plaintiffs Response to Defendants' Motion | XXX, AA006002-
in Limine to Exclude Expert Testimony, filed | XXXI AA006117
01/12/2018

110 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XXXI AA006118-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine #1-#25, filed AA006179
01/17/2018

111 Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion in XXXI AA006180-
Limine to Exclude the Testimony of AA001695
Plaintiffs Experts, filed 01/19/2018

112 Order, filed 01/22/2018 XXXI AA006196-

AA006199

113 Minute Order from January 25, 2018 Hearing | XXXI AA006200-

AA006202
114 Transcript of Proceedings, January 25, 2018 | XXXI AA006203-
AA006238

115 Plaintiffs’ Supplement in Connection with XXXII AA006239-
Appointment of Special Master, filed AA006331
01/31/2018

116 Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for XXXII AA006332-
Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issuesfor Trial AA006334
Per NRCP 42(b), filed 02/02/2018

117 Transcript of Proceedings, February 2, 2018 | XXXIlI [ AA006335-

AA006355

118 Defendants' Supplement Pertaining to an XXXII | AA006356-
Order to Appoint Special Master, filed AA006385
02/05/2018

119 Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion to Appoint | XXX AA006386-
a Special Master, filed 02/07/2018 AA006391

120 Defendants’ Supplement to Its Proposed XXXII | AA006392-




Candidates for Special Master, filed AA006424
02/07/2018

121 Order Modifying Court’s Previous Order of | XXXII | AA006425-
February 7, 2019 Appointing a Special AA006426
Master, filed 02/13/2018

122 Transcript of Proceedings, February 15, 2018 | XXXI1, | AA006427-

XXXII | AA006457

123 NC Supreme Court Judgment, filed XXX | AA006458-
05/07/2018 AA006463

124 Pages intentionally omitted XXXII | AA006464-

AA006680

125 Plaintiffs Motion on OST to Lift Stay, Hold | XXXIlI, | AAOO6681-
Defendants in Contempt, Strike Their XXXIV | AA006897
Answer, Grant Partial Summary Judgment,
Direct a Prove Up Hearing, and Coordinate
Cases, filed 04/17/2018

126 Plaintiff Jasminka Dubric’s Opposition to XXXIV | AAO0O6898-
Michael Murray and Michael Reno’s Motion AA006914
for Miscellaneous Relief, filed 04/23/2018

127 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon XXXIV | AAOO6915-
Greenberg, Esq., filed 04/26/2018 AA006930

128 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Jasminka Dubric’'s XXXIV | AAOO6931-
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for AA006980
Miscellaneous Relief, filed 04/26/2018

129 Supplemental Declaration of Class Counsel, | XXXIV | AA006981-
Leon Greenberg, Esq., filed 05/16/2018 AA007014

130 Second Supplemental Declaration of Class XXXIV | AA007015-
Counsel, Leon Greenberg, Esq., filed AA007064
05/18/2018

131 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs XXXV | AA007065-
Declarations, Motion on OST to Lift Stay, AA007092

Hold Defendants in Contempt, Strike Their




Answer, Grant Partial Summary Judgment,
Direct a Prove up Hearing, and Coordinate
Cases, filed 05/20/2018

132 Plaintiffs Reply to A Cab and Nady’'s XXXV | AA0O07093-
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for AA007231
Miscellaneous Relief, filed 05/21/2018

133 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon XXXV | AA007232-
Greenberg, Esq., filed 05/30/2018 AA007249

134 Defendants' Response to Plaintiffs XXXVI | AA007250-
Additiona Declaration, filed 05/31/2018 AA007354

135 Memorandum re: Legal Authorities on the XXXVI | AAO07355-
Court’s Power to Grant a Default Judgment AA007359
as a Contempt or Sanctions Response to
Defendants' Failure to Pay the Special
Master, filed 06/04/2018

136 Defendants’ Supplemental List of Citations | XXXVI | AA007360-
Per Court Order, filed 06/04/2018 AA007384

137 Transcript of Proceedings, filed 07/12/2018 | XXXVI, [ AA007385-

XXXVII | AA007456
138 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon XXXVII | AA007457-
Greenberg, Esq., filed 06/20/2018 : AA008228
XXXVII
l,
XXXIX,
XL

139 Plaintiffs Supplement in Support of Entry of | XL, XLI | AA008229-
Final Judgment Per Hearing Held June 5, AA008293
2018, filed 06/22/2018

140 Defendants' Objection to Billing By Stricken | XLI AA008294-
Specia Master Michael Rosten, filed AA008333
06/27/2018

141 Opposition to Additional Relief Requested in | XLI AA008334-
Plaintiffs Supplement, filed 07/10/2018 AA008348




142 Defendants' Supplemental Authority in XLI AA008349-
Response to Declaration of June 20, 2018, AA008402
filed 07/10/2018

143 Michael Rosten’s Response to Defendants XLI AA008403-
Objection to Billing by Stricken Special AA008415
Master Michael Rosten, filed 07/13/2018

144 Plaintiffs Supplement in Reply and In XLlI, AA008416-
Support of Entry of Final Judgment Per XLII AA008505
Hearing Held June 5, 2018, filed 07/13/2018

145 Defendants' Supplemental Authority in XLII AA008506-
Response to Plaintiffs’ Additional AA008575
Supplement Filed July 13, 2018, filed
07/18/2018

146 Plaintiffs Supplement in Reply to XLII AA008576-
Defendants' Supplement Dated July 18, AA008675
2018, filed 08/03/2018

147 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Judgment, | XLIII AA008676-
filed 08/22/2018 AA008741

148 Motion to Amend Judgment, filed XLII AA008742-
08/22/2018 AA008750

149 Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration, XLII AA008751-
Amendment, for New Trial, and for AA008809
Dismissal of Claims, filed 09/10/2018

150 Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion to Amend XLII AA008810-
Judgment, filed 09/10/2018 AA008834

151 Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XLIII, AA008835-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Amend Judgment, XLIV AA008891
filed 09/20/2018

152 Defendant’ s Ex-Parte Motion to Quash Writ | XLIV AA008892-
of Execution and, in the Alternative, Motion AA008916

for Partial Stay of Execution on Order
Shortening Time, filed 09/21/2018




153 Notice of Appeal, filed 09/21/2018 XLIV AA008917-
AA008918

154 Plaintiffs Response to Defendants' Ex-Parte | XLIV AA008919-
Motion to Quash Writ of Execution on an AA008994
OST and Counter-Motion for Appropriate
Judgment Enforcement Reli€f, filed
09/24/2018

155 Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to XLIV AA008995-
Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration, AA009008
Amendment, for New Trial and for Dismissal
of Claims, filed 09/27/2018

156 Plaintiffs Supplemental Response to XLIV AA009009-
Defendants' Ex-Parte Motion to Quash Writ AA009029
of Execution on an OSt, filed 09/27/2018

157 Defendant’ s Exhibitsin support of Ex-Parte | XLIV, AA009030-
Motion to Quash Writ of Execution and, In XLV AA009090
the Alternative, Motion for Partial Stay of
Execution on Order Shortening Time, filed
10/01/2018

158 Claim of Exemption from Execution- A Cab | XLV AA009091-
Series, LLC, Administration Company, filed AA009096
10/04/2018

159 Claim of Exemption from Execution- A Cab | XLV AA009097-
Series, LLC, CCards Company, filed AA009102
10/04/2018

160 Claim from Exemption from Execution - A XLV AA009103-
Cab Series, LLC, Employee Leasing AA009108
Company Two, filed 10/04/2018

161 Claim of Exemption from Execution- A Cab | XLV AA009109-
Series, LLC, Maintenance Company, filed AA009114
10/04/2018

162 Claim from Exemption from Execution - A XLV AA009115-
Cab Series, LLC, Medallion Company, filed AA009120

10/04/2018




163 Claim from Exemption from Execution - A XLV AA009121-
Cab Series, LLC, Taxi Leasing Company, AA009126
filed 10/04/2018

164 Claim of Exemption from Execution - A Cab, | XLV AA009127-
LLC, filed 10/04/2018 AA009132

165 Plaintiffs Motion for an Order Granting a XLV AA009133-
Judgment Debtor Examination and for Other AA009142
Relief, filed 10/05/2018

166 Plaintiffs Motion for an Award of Attorneys | XLV AA009143-
Fees and Costs as Per NRCP Rule 54 and the AA009167
Nevada Constitution, filed 10/12/2018

167 Plaintiffs’ Objectionsto Claims from XLV AA009168-
Exemption from Execution and Notice of AA009256
Hearing, filed 10/15/2018

168 Opposition to Plaintiffs' Counter-Motion for | XLV AA009257-
Appropriate Judgment Relief, filed AA009263
10/15/2018

169 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Responseto | XLV AA009264-
Plaintiffs Counter-Motion for Appropriate AA009271
Judgment Enforcement Reli€f, filed
10/16/2018

170 Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for | XLV AA009272-
Reconsideration, Amendment, for New Trial, AA009277
and for Dismissal of Claims, filed
10/16/2018

171 Defendants' Motion for Dismissal of Claims | XLV AA009278-
on Order Shortening Time, filed 10/17/2018 AA009288

172 Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to XLVI AA009289-
Defendants' Motion for Dismissal of Claims AA009297
on an Order Shortening Time, filed
10/17/2018

173 Notice of Entry of Order, filed 10/22/2018 XLVI AA009298-

AA009301




174 Order, filed 10/22/2018 XLVI AA009302-
AA009303
175 Transcript of Proceedings, October 22, 2018 | XLVI AA009304-
AA009400

176 Plaintiffs Motion to File a Supplement in XLVI AA009401-
Support of an Award of Attorneys Fees and AA009413
Costs as Per NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada
Constitution, filed 10/29/2018

177 Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for an XLVI, AA009414-
Award of Attorneys Fees and Costs Per XLVII AA009552
NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada Constitution,
filed 11/01/2018

178 Resolution Economics Application for XLVII AA009553-
Order of Payment of Special Master’s Fees AA009578
and Motion for Contempt, filed 11/05/2018

179 Affidavit in Support of Resolution XLVII AA009579-
Economics Application for Order of AA009604
Payment of Special Master’s Fees and
Motion for Contempt, filed 11/05/2018

180 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XLVII AA009605-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion for an Award of AA009613
Attorneys Fees and Costs as Per NRCP Rule
54 and the Nevada Constitution, filed
11/08/2018

181 Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion to Filea XLVII AA009614-
Supplement in Support of an Award of AA009626
Attorneys Fees and Costs Per NRCP Rule 54
and the Nevada Constitution, filed
11/16/2018

182 Plaintiffs' Ex Parte Motion for Temporary XLVII AA009627-
Restraining Order and Motion on an Order AA009646

Requiring the Turnover of Certain Property
of the Judgment Debtor Pursuant to NRS
21.320, filed 11/26/2018




183 Opposition to Resolution Economics XLVII AA009647-
Application for Order of Payment of Special AA009664
Master’s Fees and Motion for Contempt,
filed 11/26/2018

184 Plaintiffs Response to Special Master’s XLVII AA009665-
Motion for an Order for Payment of Fees and AA009667
Contempt, filed 11/26/2018

185 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XLVII AA009668-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to File a Supplement in AA009674
Support of an Award of Attorneys Fees and
Costs as Per NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada
Congtitution, filed 11/28/2018

186 Defendant’ s Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Ex- XLVII AA009675-
Parte Motion for a Temporary Restraining AA009689
Order and Motion on an Order [sic]

Requiring the Turnover of Certain Property
of the Judgment Debtor Pursuant to NRS
21.320, filed 11/30/2018

187 Resolution Economics' Reply to Defendants' | XLVII AA009690-
Opposition and Plaintiffs Responseto its AA009696
Application for an Order of Payment of
Special Master’s Fees and Motion for
Contempt, filed 12/03/2018

188 Minute Order from December 4, 2018 XLVIIT | AAO09697-
Hearing AA009700

189 Transcript of Proceedings, December 4, 2018 | XLVIII | AA009701-

AA009782

190 Transcript of Proceedings, December 11, XLVIIT | AAO09783-
2018 AA009800

191 Defendant’ s Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XLVIII | AA009801-
for Other Relief, Including Receiver, filed AA009812
12/12/2018

192 Transcript of Proceedings, December 13, XLVII | AAO09813-
2018 AA009864




193 Notice of Entry of Order Denying Motionto | XLVIII | AAO09865-
Quash, filed 12/18/2018 AA009887

194 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Objections | XLVIII | AA0O09888-
to Claims from Exemption of Execution, AA009891
filed 12/18/2018

195 Plaintiffs Objections to Claims of XLIX AA009892-
Exemption from Execution and Notice of AA009915
Hearing, filed 12/19/2018

196 Order on Motion for Dismissal of Claimson | XLIX AA009916-
Order Shortening Time, filed 12/20/2018 AA009918

197 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion for | XLIX AA009919-
Judgment Enforcement, filed 01/02/2019 AA009926

198 Order Denying Defendants’ Counter-Motion | XLIX AA009927-
to Stay Proceedings and Collection Actions, AA009928
filed 01/08/2019

199 Amended Notice of Appeal, filed 01/15/2019 | XLIX AA009929-

AA009931

200 Motion to Amend the Court’s Order Entered | XLIX AA009932-
on December 18, 2018, filed 01/15/2019 AA009996

201 Motion to Distribute Funds Held by Class XLIX, L [ AAO09997-
Counsdl, filed 01/5/2019 AA010103

202 Defendants' Motion to Pay Special Master on | L AA010104-
Order Shortening Time, filed 01/17/2019 AA010114

203 Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to L AA010115-
Defendants' Motion to Pay Special Master on AA010200
an Order Shortening Time and Counter-
Motion for an Order to Turn Over Property,
filed 01/30/2019

204 Judgment and Order Granting Resolution L AA010201-
Economics Application for Order of AA010207

Payment of Special Master’s Fees and Order
of Contempt, filed on 02/04/2019




205 Minute Order from February 5, 2019 Hearing | L AA01208-
AA01209
206 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Resolution | L AA010210-
Economics Application for Order of AA010219
Payment and Contempt, filed 02/05/2019
207 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ | L AA010220-
Motion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs, filed AA010230
02/07/2019
208 Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration of L AA010231-
Judgment and Order Granting Resolution AA010274
Economics Application for Order of
Payment of Special Master’s Fees and Order
of Contempt, filed 02/25/2019
209 Order, filed 03/04/2019 L AA010275-
AA010278
210 Order Denying in Part and Continuing in Part | L AA010279-
Plaintiffs Motion on OST to Lift Stay, Hold AA010280
Defendants in Contempt, Strike Their
Answer, Grant Partial Summary Judgment,
Direct a Prove Up Hearing, and Coordinate
Cases, filed 03/05/2019
211 Order on Defendants’ Motion for L AA010281-
Reconsideration, filed 03/05/2019 AA010284
212 Second Amended Notice of Appeal, filed L AA010285-
03/06/2019 AA010288
213 Specia Master Resolution Economics’ LI AA010289-
Opposition to Defendants Motion for AA010378
Reconsideration of Judgment and Order
Granting Resolution Economics Application
for Order of Payment of Special Master’'s
Fees and Order of Contempt, filed
03/28/2019
214 Notice of Entry of Order Denying LI AA010379-
Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration of AA010384




Judgment and Order Granting Resolution
Economics Application for Order of Payment
of Special Master’s Fees and Order of
Contempt, filed 08/09/2019

215 Transcript of Proceedings, September 26, LI AA010385-
2018 AA010452

216 Transcript of Proceedings, September 28, LI, LIl AA010453-
2018 AA010519

217 Minute Order from May 23, 2018 Hearing LIl AA10520

218 Minute Order from June 1, 2018 Hearing LIl AA10521

Alphabetical Index
Doc Description Vol. Bates Nos.
No.

179 Affidavit in Support of Resolution XLVII AA009579-
Economics Application for Order of AA009604
Payment of Special Master’s Fees and
Motion for Contempt, filed 11/05/2018

199 Amended Notice of Appeal, filed 01/15/2019 | XLIX AA009929-

AA009931

160 Claim from Exemption from Execution - A XLV AA009103-
Cab Series, LLC, Employee Leasing AA009108
Company Two, filed 10/04/2018

162 Claim from Exemption from Execution - A XLV AA009115-
Cab Series, LLC, Medallion Company, filed AA009120
10/04/2018

163 Claim from Exemption from Execution - A XLV AA009121-
Cab Series, LLC, Taxi Leasing Company, AA009126
filed 10/04/2018

164 Claim of Exemption from Execution - A Cab, | XLV AA009127-

LLC, filed 10/04/2018

AA009132




158 Claim of Exemption from Execution- A Cab | XLV AA009091-
Series, LLC, Administration Company, filed AA009096
10/04/2018

159 Claim of Exemption from Execution- A Cab | XLV AA009097-
Series, LLC, CCards Company, filed AA009102
10/04/2018

161 Claim of Exemption from Execution- A Cab | XLV AA009109-
Series, LLC, Maintenance Company, filed AA009114
10/04/2018

1 Complaint, filed 10/08/2012 I AA000001-

AA000008

6 Decision and Order, filed 02/11/2013 I AA000082-

AA000087
81 Decision and Order, filed 06/07/2017 XXI AA004189-
AA004204

76 Declaration of Charles Bass, filed XX AA003889-
02/27/2017 AA003892

127 Declaration of Class Counsal, Leon XXXIV [ AA006915-
Greenberg, Esq., filed 04/26/2018 AA006930

133 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon XXXV | AA007232-
Greenberg, Esqg., filed 05/30/2018 AA007249

138 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon XXXVII | AA007457-
Greenberg, Esqg., filed 06/20/2018 : AA008228

XXXVII
l,
XXXIX,
XL

91 Declaration of Plaintiffs Counsel Leon XXII, AA004339-

Greenberg, Esq., filed 11/02/2017 XX, | AA0043888
XXI1V,
XXV
12 Defendant A Cab, LLC' s Answer to [ AA000232-




Complaint, filed 04/22/2013 AA000236

16 Defendant A Cab, LLC’s Answer to First [ AA000252-
Amended Complaint, filed 05/23/2013 AA000256

28 Defendant A Cab, LLC s Answer to Second | IV AA000709-
Amended Complaint, filed 09/14/2015 AA000715

32 Defendant Creighton J. Nady’s Answer to V AA000863-
Second Amended Complaint, filed AA000869
10/06/2015

152 Defendant’ s Ex-Parte Motion to Quash Writ | XLIV AA008892-
of Execution and, in the Alternative, Motion AA008916
for Partial Stay of Execution on Order
Shortening Time, filed 09/21/2018

157 Defendant’ s Exhibitsin support of Ex-Parte | XLIV, AA009030-
Motion to Quash Writ of Execution and, In XLV AA009090
the Alternative, Motion for Partial Stay of
Execution on Order Shortening Time, filed
10/01/2018

20 Defendant’ s Motion for Declaratory Order [l AA000470-
Regarding Statue of Limitations, filed AA000570
08/10/2015

7 Defendant’ s Motion for Reconsideration, I AA000088-
filed 02/27/2013 AA000180

29 Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss and for Vv AA000716-
Summary Judgment Against Plaintiff AA000759
Michael Murray, filed 09/21/2015

30 Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss and for Vv,V AA000760-
Summary Judgment Against Plaintiff AA000806
Michael Reno, filed 09/21/2015

2 Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss Complaint, I AA000009-
filed 11/15/2012 AA000015

21 Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs [l AA000571-
Second Claim for Relief, filed 08/10/2015 AA000581




27 Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs v AA000692-
First Clam for Relief, filed 09/11/2015 AA000708

9 Defendant’s Motion to Strike Amended I AA000188-
Complaint, filed 03/25/2013 AA000192

18 Defendant’ s Opposition to Mation to Certify | 111 AA000399-
Case as Class Action Pursuant to NRCP 23 AA000446
and Appoint a Special Master Pursuant to
NRCP 53, filed 06/08/2015

186 Defendant’ s Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Ex- XLVII AA009675-
Parte Motion for a Temporary Restraining AA009689
Order and Motion on an Order [sic]
Requiring the Turnover of Certain Property
of the Judgment Debtor Pursuant to NRS
21.320, filed 11/30/2018

191 Defendant’ s Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XLVIII | AA0O09801-
for Other Relief, Including Receiver, filed AA009812
12/12/2018

10 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion for | | AA000193-
Reconsideration, filed 03/28/2013 AA000201

13 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to [ AA000237-
Strike Amended Complaint, filed 04/22/2013 AA000248

4 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to I AA000060-
Dismiss Complaint, filed 01/10/2013 AA000074

35 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to \ AA000912-
Dismiss and for Summary Judgment Against AA000919
Plaintiff Michael Murray, filed 10/27/2015

36 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to V AA000920-
Dismiss and for Summary Judgment Against AA000930
Plaintiff Michael Reno, filed 10/27/2015

37 Defendant’ s Reply in Support of Motion to V AA000931-
Dismiss Plaintiffs’ First Claim for Relief, AA001001

filed 10/28/2015




26 Defendant’ s Reply In Support of Motion for | IV AA000687-
Declaratory Order Regarding Statue of AA000691
Limitations, filed 09/08/2015

25 Defendants Reply In Support of Motion to v AA000669-
Dismiss Plaintiffs' Second Claim for Relief, AA000686
filed 09/08/2015

171 Defendants' Motion for Dismissal of Clams | XLV AA009278-
on Order Shortening Time, filed 10/17/2018 AA009288

53 Defendants' Motion for Judgment on the VIl AA001587-
Pleadings Pursuant to NRCP 12(c) with AA001591
Respect to All Claims for Damages Outside
the Two-Y ear Statue of Limitations, filed
11/17/2016

54 Defendants' Motion for Leave to Amend X AA001592-
Answer to Assert a Third-Party Complaint, AA001621
filed 11/29/2016

62 Defendants' Motion for Leave to Amend XVI AA003038-
Answer to Assert a Third-Party Complaint, AA003066
filed 01/27/2017

149 Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration, XLII AA008751-
Amendment, for New Trial, and for AA008809
Dismissal of Claims, filed 09/10/2018

44 Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration, VII AA001195-
filed 02/25/2016 AA001231

208 Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration of L AA010231-
Judgment and Order Granting Resolution AA010274
Economics Application for Order of
Payment of Special Master’s Fees and Order
of Contempt, filed 02/25/2019

95 Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment, | XXVI AA005031-
filed 11/27/2017 AA005122

102 Defendants' Motion in Limine to Exclude XXVII | AA0O05510-
Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Experts, filed AA005564




12/22/2017

202 Defendants' Motion to Pay Special Master on | L AA010104-
Order Shortening Time, filed 01/17/2019 AA010114

140 Defendants' Objection to Billing By Stricken | XLI AA008294-
Specia Master Michael Rosten, filed AA008333
06/27/2018

131 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs XXXV | AA007065-
Declarations, Motion on OST to Lift Stay, AA007092
Hold Defendants in Contempt, Strike Their
Answer, Grant Partial Summary Judgment,
Direct a Prove up Hearing, and Coordinate
Cases, filed 05/20/2018

108 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs XXX AA005967-
Omnibus Motion in Limine #1-25, filed AA006001
01/12/2018

94 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion | XXV, AA004933-
for Partial Summary Judgment and Motionto | XXVI AA005030
Place Evidentiary Burden on Defendants to
Establish “Lower Tier” Minimum Wage and
Declare NAC 608.102(2)(b) Invalid, filed
11/20/2017

51 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | VI AA001523-
to Enjoin Defendants from Seeking AA001544
Settlement of any Unpaid Wage Claims
Involving any Class Members Except as Part
of this Lawsuit and for Other Relief, filed
11/04/2016

82 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion | XXI| AA004205-
on Order Shortening Time to Extend AA004222
Damages Class Certification and for Other
Relief, filed 06/09/2017

96 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion | XXVI AA005123-
for Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issues for AA005165

Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed 11/27/2017




64 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XVI AA003119-
for Partial Summary Judgment, filed AA003193
02/02/2017

63 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XVI AA003067-
to Bifurcate Issue of Liability of Defendant AA003118
Creighton J. Nady from Liability of
Corporate Defendants or Alternative Relief,
filed 01/30/2017

89 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XXI| AA004309-
to Impose Sanctions Against Defendants for AA004336
Violating this Court’s Order of March 9,

2017 and Compelling Compliance with that
Order, filed 07/31/2017

67 Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion | XVIII, AA003568-
on OST to Expedite I ssuance of Order XIX AA003620
Granting Motion Filed on 10/14/16 to Enjoin
Defendants from Seeking Settlement of any
Unpaid Wage Claims Involving any Class
Members Except as Part of this Lawsuit and
for Other Relief and for Sanctions, filed
02/10/2017

104 Defendants' Reply in Support of Motion for | XXIV AA005711-
Summary Judgment, filed 12/27/2017 AA005719

134 Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs XXXVI | AA0O7250-
Additiona Declaration, filed 05/31/2018 AA007354

106 Defendants’ Supplement as Ordered by the XXIV AA005783-
Court on January 2, 2018, filed 01/09/2018 AA005832

118 Defendants' Supplement Pertaining to an XXXII | AA0O06356-
Order to Appoint Special Master, filed AA006385
02/05/2018

120 Defendants' Supplement to Its Proposed XXXII | AA006392-
Candidates for Specia Master, filed AA006424
02/07/2018

145 Defendants' Supplemental Authority in XLII AA008506-




Response to Plaintiffs’ Additional AA008575
Supplement Filed July 13, 2018, filed
07/18/2018
142 Defendants' Supplemental Authority in XLI AA008349-
Response to Declaration of June 20, 2018, AA008402
filed 07/10/2018
136 Defendants' Supplemental List of Citations | XXXVI | AA007360-
Per Court Order, filed 06/04/2018 AA007384
61 Erratato Plaintiffs Motion for Partial XVI AA003030-
Summary Judgment, filed 01/13/2017 AA003037
5 First Amended Complaint, filed 01/30/2013 | | AA000075-
AA000081
204 Judgment and Order Granting Resolution L AA010201-
Economics Application for Order of AA010207
Payment of Special Master’s Fees and Order
of Contempt, filed on 02/04/2019
135 Memorandum re: Legal Authorities on the XXXVI | AAO07355-
Court’s Power to Grant a Default Judgment AA007359
as a Contempt or Sanctions Response to
Defendants' Failure to Pay the Special
Master, filed 06/04/2018
143 Michael Rosten’s Response to Defendants XLI AA008403-
Objection to Billing by Stricken Special AA008415
Master Michael Rosten, filed 07/13/2018
14 Minute Order from April 29, 2013 Hearing I AA000249
99 Minute Order from December 7, 2017 XXVIlI | AAO05370-
Hearing AA005371
113 Minute Order from January 25, 2018 Hearing | XXXI AA006200-
AA006202
188 Minute Order from December 4, 2018 XLVIT | AAO09697-
Hearing AA009700
205 Minute Order from February 5, 2019 Hearing | L AA01208-




AA01209

218 Minute Order from June 1, 2018 Hearing LIl AA10521
47 Minute Order from March 28, 2016 Hearing | VIII AA001417
217 Minute Order from May 23, 2018 Hearing LIl AA10520
39 Minute Order from November 9, 2015 VI AA001171
Hearing
93 Motion for Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issues | XXV AA004911-
for Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed 11/03/2017 AA004932
92 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and XXV AA004889-
Motion to Place Evidentiary Burden on AA004910
Defendants to Establish “Lower Tier”
Minimum Wage and Declare NAC
608.102(2)(b) Invalid, filed 11/02/2017
59 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed | XII, AA002190-
01/11/2017 X111, AA002927
X1V,
XV
80 Motion on Order Shortening Time to Extend | XXI AA004143-
Damages Class Certification and for Other AA004188
Relief, filed 06/02/2017
148 Motion to Amend Judgment, filed XLI AA008742-
08/22/2018 AA008750
200 Motion to Amend the Court’s Order Entered | XLIX AA009932-
on December 18, 2018, filed 01/15/2019 AA009996
60 Motion to Bifurcate Issue of Liability of XV, AA002928-
Defendant Creighton J. Nady from Liability | XVI AA003029
of Corporate Defendants or Alternative
Relief, filed 01/12/2017
17 Motion to Certify this Case asaClass Action | I AA000257-
Pursuant to NRCP Rule 23 and Appoint a AA000398

Specia Master Pursuant to NRCP Rule 53,
filed 05/19/2015




201 Motion to Distribute Funds Held by Class XLIX,L | AAO09997-
Counsdl, filed 01/5/2019 AA010103
50 Motion to Enjoin Defendants from Seeking | VIII AA001436-
Settlement of Any Unpaid Wage Claims AA001522
Involving Any Class Members Except as Part
of this Lawsuit and for Other Relief, filed
10/14/2016
123 NC Supreme Court Judgment, filed XXX | AA006458-
05/07/2018 AA006463
153 Notice of Appedl, filed 09/21/2018 XLIV AA008917-
AA008918
214 Notice of Entry of Order Denying LI AA010379-
Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration of AA010384
Judgment and Order Granting Resolution
Economics Application for Order of Payment
of Special Master’s Fees and Order of
Contempt, filed 08/09/2019
193 Notice of Entry of Order Denying Motionto | XLVIII | AAO09865-
Quash, filed 12/18/2018 AA009887
173 Notice of Entry of Order, filed 10/22/2018 XLVI AA009298-
AA009301
147 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Judgment, | XLIII AA008676-
filed 08/22/2018 AA008741
197 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion for | XLIX AA009919-
Judgment Enforcement, filed 01/02/2019 AA009926
194 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Objections | XLVIII | AAO09888-
to Claims from Exemption of Execution, AA009891
filed 12/18/2018
207 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ | L AA010220-
Motion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs, filed AA010230
02/07/2019
206 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Resolution | L AA010210-




Economics Application for Order of AA010219
Payment and Contempt, filed 02/05/2019

57 Notice of Withdrawal of Defendants' Motion | XI AA002177-
for Leave to Amend Answer to Assert a AA002178
Third-Party Complaint, filed 12/16/2016

141 Opposition to Additional Relief Requested in | XLI AA008334-
Plaintiffs’ Supplement, filed 07/10/2018 AA008348

55 Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for IX AA001622-
Judgment on the Pleadings, Counter Motion AA001661
for Toll of Statue of Limitations and for an
Evidentiary Hearing, filed 12/08/2016

56 Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Leave | IX, X, AA001662-
to Amend Answer to Assert Third-Party Xl AA002176
Complaint and Counter-Motion for Sanctions
and Attorney’s Fees, filed 12/16/2016

69 Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Leave | XIX AA003625-
to Amend Answer to Assert Third-Party AA003754
Complaint and Counter-Motion for Sanctions
and Attorneys' Fees, filed 02/13/2017

168 Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Counter-Motion for | XLV AA009257-
Appropriate Judgment Relief, filed AA009263
10/15/2018

177 Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for an XLVI, AA009414-
Award of Attorneys Fees and Costs Per XLVII AA009552
NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada Constitution,
filed 11/01/2018

150 Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion to Amend XLII AA008810-
Judgment, filed 09/10/2018 AA008834

181 Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion to Filea XLVII AA009614-
Supplement in Support of an Award of AA009626

Attorneys Fees and Costs Per NRCP Rule 54
and the Nevada Constitution, filed
11/16/2018




183 Opposition to Resolution Economics XLVII AA009647-
Application for Order of Payment of Special AA009664
Master’s Fees and Motion for Contempt,
filed 11/26/2018

42 Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to VI AA001191-
Dismiss and For Summary Judgment Against AA001192
Michael Murray, filed 02/18/2016

43 Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to VI AA001193-
Dismiss and for Summary Judgment Against AA001194
Michael Reno, filed 02/18/2016

198 Order Denying Defendants’ Counter-Motion | XLIX AA009927-
to Stay Proceedings and Collection Actions, AA009928
filed 01/08/2019

210 Order Denying in Part and Continuing in Part | L AA010279-
Plaintiffs Motion on OST to Lift Stay, Hold AA010280
Defendants in Contempt, Strike Their
Answer, Grant Partial Summary Judgment,
Direct a Prove Up Hearing, and Coordinate
Cases, filed 03/05/2019

90 Order Denying Plaintiff’s Counter-Motion XXII AA004337-
for Sanctions and Attorneys Fees and Order AA004338
Denying Plaintiffs” Anti-SLAPP Motion,
filed 07/31/2017

116 Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for XXXII AA006332-
Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issuesfor Trial AA006334
Per NRCP 42(b), filed 02/02/2018

85 Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial | XXI1I AA004299-
Summary Judgment, filed 07/14/2017 AA004302

48 Order Denying Plaintiffs' Motion to Impose | VIII AA001418-
Sanctions Against Defendants for Violating AA001419

This Court’s Order of February 10, 2016 and
Compelling Compliance with that Order on
an Order Shortening Time, filed 04/06/2016




15 Order, filed 05/02/2013 [ AA000250-
AA000251
86 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXI1I AA004303-
AA004304
87 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXI1I AA004305-
AA004306
88 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXI1I AA004307-
AA004308
112 Order, filed 01/22/2018 XXXI AA006196-
AA006199
174 Order, filed 10/22/2018 XLVI AA009302-
AA009303
209 Order, filed 03/04/2019 L AA010275-
AA010278
71 Order Granting Certain Relief on Motionto | X1X AAQ003775-
Enjoin Defendants From Seeking Settlement AAQ003776
of Any Unpaid Wage Claims Involving Any
Class Members Except as Part of this
Lawsuit and for Other Relief, filed
02/16/2017
40 Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part \ AA001172-
Defendant’ s Motion for Declaratory Order AA001174
Regarding Statue of Limitations, filed
12/21/2015
73 Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part XIX AA003781-
Plaintiffs' Motion to Have Case Reassigned AA003782
to Dept | per EDCR Rule 1.60 and
Designation as Complex Litigation per
NRCP Rule 16.1(f), filed on 02/21/2017
119 Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion to Appoint | XXX AA006386-
a Special Master, filed 02/07/2018 AA006391
41 Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion to Certify | VI AAQ001175-




Class Action Pursuant to NRCP Rule AA001190
23(b)(2) and NRCP Rule 23(b)(3) and
Denying Without Prejudice Plaintiffs
Motion to Appoint a Special Master Under
NRCP Rule 53, filed 02/10/2016
49 Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion to Certify | VIII AA001420-
Class Action Pursuant to NRCP Rule AA001435
23(b)(2) and NRCP Rule 23(b)(3) and
Denying Without Prejudice Plaintiffs
Motion to Appoint a Special Master Under
NRCP Rule 52 as Amended by this Court in
Response to Defendants' Motion for
Reconsideration heard in Chambers on
March 28, 2016, filed 06/07/2016
121 Order Modifying Court’s Previous Order of | XXXII | AA006425-
February 7, 2019 Appointing a Special AA006426
Master, filed 02/13/2018
211 Order on Defendants' Motion for L AA010281-
Reconsideration, filed 03/05/2019 AA010284
196 Order on Motion for Dismissal of Claimson | XLIX AA009916-
Order Shortening Time, filed 12/20/2018 AA009918
124 Pages intentionally omitted XXX | AA006464-
AA006680
126 Plaintiff Jasminka Dubric’s Opposition to XXXIV | AAOO6898-
Michael Murray and Michael Reno’s Motion AA006914
for Miscellaneous Relief, filed 04/23/2018
139 Plaintiffs Supplement in Support of Entry of | XL, XLI | AA008229-
Final Judgment Per Hearing Held June 5, AA008293
2018, filed 06/22/2018
182 Plaintiffs' Ex Parte Motion for Temporary XLVII AA009627-
Restraining Order and Motion on an Order AA009646

Requiring the Turnover of Certain Property
of the Judgment Debtor Pursuant to NRS
21.320, filed 11/26/2018




166 Plaintiffs Motion for an Award of Attorneys | XLV AA009143-
Fees and Costs as Per NRCP Rule 54 and the AA009167
Nevada Constitution, filed 10/12/2018

165 Plaintiffs Motion for an Order Granting a XLV AA009133-
Judgment Debtor Examination and for Other AA009142
Relief, filed 10/05/2018

65 Plaintiffs Motion on OST to Expedite XVII, AA003194-
Issuance of Order Granting Motion Filedon | XVIII AA003548
10/14/2016 to Enjoin Defendants from
Seeking Settlement of Any Unpaid Wage
Claims Involving any Class Members Except
as Part of this Lawsuit and for Other Relief
and for Sanctions, filed 02/03/2017

125 Plaintiffs Motion on OST to Lift Stay, Hold | XXXIIl, | AAO06681-
Defendants in Contempt, Strike Their XXXIV | AA006897
Answer, Grant Partial Summary Judgment,
Direct a Prove Up Hearing, and Coordinate
Cases, filed 04/17/2018

176 Plaintiffs Motion to File a Supplement in XLVI AA009401-
Support of an Award of Attorneys Fees and AA009413
Costs as Per NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada
Constitution, filed 10/29/2018

84 Plaintiffs Motion to Impose Sanctions XXII AA004245-
Against Defendants for Violating this AA004298
Court’s Order of March 9, 2017 and
Compelling Compliance with that Order,
filed 07/12/2017

167 Plaintiffs’ Objectionsto Claims from XLV AA009168-
Exemption from Execution and Notice of AA009256
Hearing, filed 10/15/2018

195 Plaintiffs Objections to Claims of XLIX AA009892-
Exemption from Execution and Notice of AA009915
Hearing, filed 12/19/2018

103 Plaintiffs Omnibus Motionin Limine # 1- XXVIII, | AA005565-




25, filed 12/22/2017 XXIV AA005710

132 Plaintiffs Reply to A Cab and Nady’'s XXXV | AA0O07093-
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for AA007231
Miscellaneous Relief, filed 05/21/2018

97 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendant’s Opposition | XXVI, | AA005166-
to Plaintiffs’ Motions for Partial Summary XXVIlI | AA005276
Judgment and to Place Evidentiary Burden
on Defendants to Establish “Lower Tier”
Minimum Wage and Declare NAC
608.102(2)(b) Invalid, filed 11/29/2017

98 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XXVII AA005277-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Bifurcation and/or to AA005369
Limit Issuesfor Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed
12/01/2017

52 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | VIII AA001545-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Enjoin Defendants AA001586
From Seeking Settlement of any Unpaid
Wage Claims Involving any Class Members
Except as Part of this Lawsuit and for Other
Relief, filed 11/10/2016

74 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XIX, AA003783-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial Summary XX AA003846
Judgment, filed 02/22/2017

110 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XXXI AA006118-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine #1-#25, filed AA006179
01/17/2018

151 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | XLIII, AA008835-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Amend Judgment, XLIV AA008891
filed 09/20/2018

19 Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition | 111 AA000447-
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Certify thisCase as a AA000469

Class Action Pursuant to NRCP Rule 23 and
Appoint a Special Master Pursuant to NRCP
Rile 53, filed 07/13/2018




180

Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition
to Plaintiffs' Motion for an Award of
Attorneys Fees and Costs as Per NRCP Rule
54 and the Nevada Constitution, filed
11/08/2018

XLVII

AA009605-
AA009613

185

Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Opposition
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to File a Supplement in
Support of an Award of Attorneys Fees and
Costs as Per NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada
Congtitution, filed 11/28/2018

XLVII

AA009668-
AA009674

169

Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Response to
Plaintiffs Counter-Motion for Appropriate
Judgment Enforcement Relief, filed
10/16/2018

XLV

AA009264-
AA009271

68

Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’s Opposition
to Plaintiffs’ Motion on OST to Expedite

I ssuance of Order Granting Motion Filed on
10/14/2016 to Enjoin Defendants From
Seeking Settlement of Any Unpaid Wage
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Court’s attention.

THE COURT: Do you have this, Ms. Rodriguez?

MR. GREENBERG: It was served through the -- the
WizNet system, Your Honor, and it does bear an October 13th --

THE COURT: File-stamped October 13th.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: I’m -- I’m looking, but I recall it,
because I think I objected that that document that he’s
referring to was another document that was never produced in
discovery. And plus, 1it’s based on what he put in his brief.
It wasn’t matching up with the exhibits. So it actually
wasn’t making any sense, his representation in the supplement.

THE COURT: Which -- which exhibit are we speaking
of?

MS. RODRIGUEZ: We’re talking about Exhibit B to his
October 13th submission.

THE COURT: Is that -- 1is that the correct exhibit,
Mr. Greenberg?

MR. GREENBERG: What I just handed you, on page
five, was referring to exhibit -- exhibit -- well, I believe
it’s at Exhibit B there. This was originally at Exhibit G of
the class certification moving papers, as well, Your Honor.
These are pay stubs from Mr. Sargeant.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. GREENBERG: And if you look at these pay stubs,

they have a column that says minimum wage subsidy and a
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quantity. For example, it says 87.48 on the one I'm looking
at. There are like three or five of these particular pay
stubs.

THE COURT: Uh-huh.

MR. GREENBERG: The deposition testimony of Mr. Nady
which is in the supplement from October which I gave you, Your
Honor, and actually I believe it’s also referenced in the
supplement from September that I submitted on September 18th,
confirms that that minimum wage subsidy quantity number is the
number of hours that defendants recoded on these pay stubs Mr.
Sargeant was working in that pay period.

So we now have, for these pay stubs, a period of
time where defendants acknowledge exactly how many hours the
taxi driver was working and what they paid him. These are
defendant’s own records. And as it says here, they actually
paid him a subsidy of a 1.43 for that 87.48 hours because his
commission wasn’t sufficient to meet the minimum-wage. And
this is discussed in the supplement.

The problem, Your Honor, is that until June of 2014
when the Thomas decision was issued, that supplement
calculation still included the tips, so that they were not
actually supplementing enough to meet the Nevada standard.
They were supplementing enough to meet the federal standard
because they were saying, okay, how much do we have to

increase Mr. Sargeant's pay to make it 7.25 with the tips.
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And that’s the federal standard of compliance.
They’ re not subsidizing -- they’re not subsidizing enough here
to meet and 8.25 standard, because Mr. Sargeant didn’t get
health insurance, and they’re including the tips in the
calculation. And that is discussed, again, in the supplement
I just gave you, Your Honor. I give a detailed analysis.

My point, Your Honor, is that you have irrefutable
proof from defendant’s own records, from their testimony from
Mr. Nady about what the entries in those records mean, that
they were not in compliance during this period of time.

So, again, clearly the class should be certified, if
only for the period of time that exist for those records. In
fact, this would be a summary Jjudgment class, Your Honor.

But again, as I said, we’re not here on the merits.
It would make a lot more sense to certify the class to the
full extent that has been requested by the plaintiff, and then
we would deal with this issue of an equitable toll of the
statute of limitations and so forth after we do the
certification.

But my point, Your Honor, 1is that even if the Court
for some reason believes the factual record 1s not sufficient
to grant the full scope of the class certification that I
initially requested back in May, in full, there clearly -- and
none of this evidence, Your Honor, that I’'m pointing out about

Mr. Sargeant's payroll records has been refuted by the
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defendants.

They’ve confirmed the conclusions that I’ve just
drawn to the Court’s attention from these records. And it was
confirmed by Mr. Nady in his testimony what those entries

meant on those records 1n terms of the time that he was

working.

So, Your Honor, just to move along here --

MS. RODRIGUEZ: Your Honor, may I respond to that?
Because that's -- that’s incorrect. And for him to say that

is, agailin --

THE COURT: You may -- you may, but it’s his motion,
so he’”ll get the last word.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: And he’s relying -- I did want to
point out to the Court, though, this Exhibit B that -- again,
this is another time that what he’s asking you to look at, the
first page of Exhibit B, you will see it does not have a Bates
stamp number, because it has never been produced in discovery.
Discovery 1s closed. Here’s a -- here’s a supplement, October
13th, where he’s producing this alleged pay stub from Mr.
Sargeant for the first time. The Court shouldn’t even be
looking at that.

THE COURT: What about that?

MR. GREENBERG: Your Honor, those pay stubs were
produced in May with the initial moving papers at Exhibit G.

THE COURT: Okay.
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MR. GREENBERG: Not in October, they were produced
in May. They were produced in discovery. The fact that that
copy doesn’t have --

MS. RODRIGUEZ: No, that --

MR. GREENBERG: -- a Bates stamp on it, this 1is
Exhibit G, Your Honor, the moving papers --

MS. RODRIGUEZ: I objected at that point. I said --

THE COURT: Wait, wait.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: I said -- I said they haven’t done
it.

THE COURT: Hold on, hold on. What were you --
you’re saying it was produced in May.

MR. GREENBERG: It was produced in May when I made
the motion to certify the class, Your Honor. It’s at -- those
same pay stubs are at Exhibit G of the moving papers.

THE COURT: Okay. Now what were you saying about
the fact there is no Bates stamp?

MR. GREENBERG: The fact that there’s no Bates stamp
doesn’t affect it’s admissibility, Your Honor. They were
provided with this. They were provided with these through
discovery as soon as I got them are very shortly thereafter.

I filed this motion within a week or two weeks after I was
contacted by Mr. Sargeant and these came into my possession.

THE COURT: So this was an originally -- was

originally attached to the motion itself; is that correct?
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MR. GREENBERG: That’s correct. From May of -- 1it’s
at Exhibit G of the motion filed 5/19. I mean, you can take a
look at your copy. You do have a copy of that, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: That’s not producing them in
discovery, Your Honor. And I objected --

THE COURT: I'm sorry?

MS. RODRIGUEZ: That is not producing them in
discovery. And I objected at that point, because that’s the
first time 1t surfaced and I said, where are these documents
coming from? They’ve never been produced in discovery. And
he did it again. He’s just -- attaches them to motions
without producing. They’ve never been produced.

THE COURT: What about that?

MR. GREENBERG: Your Honor --

MS. RODRIGUEZ: And, Your Honor --

MR. GREENBERG: -- they were produced --

THE COURT: Wait, wait, let me --

MR. GREENBERG: Your Honor, they were produced in
May at Exhibit G --

THE COURT: All right. So you’re --

MR. GREENBERG: -- along with Exhibit F.

THE COURT: And discovery had not closed in May?

MR. GREENBERG: Discovery hadn’t closed, Your Honor,

and i1t was produced with Mr. Sargeant's declaration at Exhibit
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F who’s supporting the class certification.

THE COURT: Well, when you say produced, you mean
attached to your motion?

MR. GREENBERG: They were attached to the motion at
that time.

THE COURT: Okay. Were they produce pursuant to
16.17?

MR. GREENBERG: They -- they were produced, Your
Honor, through discovery as well in a subsequent supplemental
production. Was it done on May 18th when this motion was
served? I don’t know, Your Honor.

But, I mean, for -- and these are defendants' own
records. Mr. Nady was examined at his deposition in August on
these documents. Defendants don’t dispute that they generated
these documents. In fact, Mr. Nady’s testimony confirms that
these are of the form that A Cab produces.

So, I mean, for them to attack the authenticity of
these materials is really frivolous, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Hang on now. Ms. Rodriguez,
you wanted --

MS. RODRIGUEZ: No, he’s never produced them, no.

If he’s produced them, I’'d love for him to produce them to the
Court, because he’s never produced them. I objected back
then. He doesn’t feel like he has to comply with any NRCP

rules for some reason. And he’s asking Your Honor to look at
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his calculations based on page 3 and 4 of this last
supplement.

And that’s why I responded to it because he’s
talking about this May 14th pay stub shows a violation. And
you can look at everything he’s attached, he’s still
referencing documents that have never been produced. So if
Your Honor’s going to take the time --

THE COURT: You’re talking about the same thing?

MS. RODRIGUEZ: Yes. If Your Honor’s going to take
the time to look at that, look at his allegations versus what
he’s attached and nothing even matches up. He just throws it
out there and expects that nobody’s going to check it.

THE COURT: Well, this shouldn’t be all that hard to
figure out, folks.

MR. GREENBERG: 1It’s straight math, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Have you got something that shows that
this was -- I mean, typically, when something is produced,
it’s given a Bates stamp number.

MR. GREENBERG: Your Honor, vyes. And, Your Honor,
this -- I am completely mystified as to defendants' position
here that this is somehow not before the Court for
consideration. Mr. Sargeant comes to me shortly before May
18th, and he i1is a member of the class. He contacts me
independently, he furnishes a declaration in support of the

certification motion, he agrees to be a representative, he
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produces to me documents he has that demonstrate his work as a
class member for the employer. This is all included in the
Motion to Certify.

How is it that that is not properly before the
Court? Because -- because allegedly defendants say, well, it
wasn’t produced in a 16.1 disclosure. You have -- you have it
right here, Your Honor. Mr. Nady was examined under oath.

THE COURT: Part of the reason why counsel
typically, 1in my experience, try to utilize documents that
have been given pursuant to 16.1, 1s that that’s usually when
it does get a Bates stamp, and thereafter it’s very easy to
establish that it was given during --

MR. GREENBERG: Well, Your Honor, 1n this case 1t’s
very easy because it was filed with the Court on May 18th.
It’s public record that these were served through the Wiznet
system and defendants got them on that date. They can’t claim
any prejudice.

THE COURT: Well, Ms. Rodriguez, 1if this is a
document that was regularly kept in the course of business by
your client, at least I would not expect there to be a
terrible surprise here.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: I don’t know that i1t 1s, Your Honor.

And Mr. Sargeant’s never even been named as a witness. So I
don’t know how he can come in and authenticate this at all. I
mean, he’s -- like I said, he’s been dangling these
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plaintiffs, but he’s never even named them as a witness. So
why should I have to depose them or conduct discovery on
Sargeant and Brauchle if he’s just had them as a threat.

THE COURT: But you don’t believe -- you don’t
believe that this was a pay stub issued by your client; is
that 1it?

MS. RODRIGUEZ: I have not pulled that pay stub. I
haven’t gone back because it’s never been produced in
discovery, so I didn’t think it was part of this case.

THE COURT: Did you get it attached to your -- the
May --

MS. RODRIGUEZ: The May motion? Yes, because I
objected that the Court should not consider it. And I gave
them opportunity to produce it and again, they didn’t produce
it. All this time they haven’t produced it.

THE COURT: Well, let’s -- you know, there’s been a
lot of allegations flying back and forth. Why don’t you
subsequent to today please submit to the Court your --
whatever discovery document you have that shows that this was
transmitted to Ms. Rodriguez. Would you do that?

MR. GREENBERG: Your Honor, it is my belief a
supplemental Rule 16 Response was sent. I would point out,
Your Honor, in her Response --

THE COURT: Will you do that?

MR. GREENBERG: I will certainly -- do you want me

Verbatim Digital Reporting, LLC 4 303-798-0890

AA001409




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

163

to bring something to Your Honor, to chambers documenting
that? I have to go back to my office, but I believe on my
computer —--

THE COURT: Well, sure, but --

MR. GREENBERG: -- I will have a copy showing in
June or May that this was sent.

THE COURT: Just -- just do this. Submit it to Ms.
Rodriquez and to me, if you would. I don’t care if you just
do it in a letter.

MR. GREENBERG: Okay.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: But, Your Honor, as well, I
appreciate that, and thank you. But my second point on this
was that everything that he’s writing in the actual body of
the pleading references something which has never been

produced and i1s not attached to any motion. He’s talking

about a
May —-

THE COURT: Which is what?

MS. RODRIGUEZ: -- a May 14th, 2014 pay stub.

THE COURT: What -- what page are you on?

MS. RODRIGUEZ: Page 3.

THE COURT: Okay. A discussion -- plaintiff’s
moving papers at pages 11 to 12. That discussion is repeated
below. So he’s repeating something from his motion at page 11
to 12. Sargeant’s 5/14, et cetera, et cetera, et cetera. So
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that was in the May motion.

MS.

THE

MS.

RODRIGUEZ: Right.
COURT: And so your point 1is that?

RODRIGUEZ: There has never been -- that pay

stub that he’s talking about where he’s trying to show the

Court that this demonstrates -- irrefutably establishes a

violation, we’

ve never seen that pay stub. I don’t know what

he’s talking about.

THE
1l4th of 2014,
MS.
THE

MR.

COURT: That’s -- that’s the -- that’s the May
to June oth of 2014 pay stub, right?

RODRIGUEZ : Correct, Your Honor.

COURT: Okay.

GREENBERG: Your Honor, it’s a typo; it’s May

24th to June 6th. It’s a l1l4-day pay period.

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

COURT: Okay.
GREENBERG: It’s not May 14th to June 6th.
COURT: May 24th to June 6th. But is that --

GREENBERG: Yes, Your Honor. That’s at Exhibit

G of the moving papers. It i1s the very first page of Exhibit

G of the May 18th filed papers. You will see it there, Your

Honor. And I

apologize for the typo. Counsel is correct, 1t

refers to a May 14th date. It should be a May 24th date.

THE COURT: All right. So that’s Exhibit G. Is
that different than -- I mean, that’s the same one that --
MS. RODRIGUEZ: Right.
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MR. GREENBERG: It’s the same one as in the October
supplement I handed up to Your Honor personally a little while
ago.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. GREENBERG: It’s the same discussion --

THE COURT: Does that --

MR. GREENBERG: -- the same math, the same documents
the math is based on, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: Well, Your Honor, when I looked at
it, to me, I could not match those up. I didn’t assume that
was a typo because the numbers were not adding up.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: So that’s why I'm gquestioning
whether a 5/14 pay stub even existed.

THE COURT: Okay. The typo is continued in the next
paragraph, Sargeant’s 6/21/14 pay stub, unlike the 5/14. All
right. So now we at least know what we’re talking about.

MR. GREENBERG: Yes, Your Honor. On this issue,
Your Honor, I would just point out that in their Response to
the class certification motion filed in June, they do not
raise any objection to the admission of Exhibit G or the
arithmetical presentation that was made at page 11 of the
Motion to Certify.

THE COURT: Okay.
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MR. GREENBERG: Okay, Your Honor. But Your Honor
can -- Your Honor’s quite capable of multiplying and dividing
and subtracting, as we all are. So those numbers speak for
themselves, Your Honor.

There are -- there are some sort of peripheral
allegations here made regarding the adequacy of the -- of the
claim representatives, Mr. Murray and Reno, to represent the
class for certification purposes.

Your Honor, I mean, there’s a 20-year old conviction
of I believe i1t’s Mr. Murray. I think that’s a little bit
beyond the pale in terms of admissibility for any purpose of
at this point.

And I -- and, you know, when defense counsel has a
chance to perhaps speak a little more, if Your Honor’s going
to entertain that, they may raise issues as to their
deposition testimony not evidencing an understanding of the
claims and so forth and so on.

But, Your Honor, that’s not their responsibility as
a class representative to show that they are familiar
intricately with the nature of the legal claims in this case.
And, I mean, this is addressed in the September 18th Response.
I mean, their duty is to show that they’re willing to
cooperate and to help prosecute the case. They did give
depositions. I know that there’s allegations that they

refused to answer certain questions. I don’t know what the
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germaneness of that is. Defense counsel hasn’t explained why
that refusal is germane or impairs their ability to represent
the class.

At page five of the September 18th Response, I mean,
there’s a huge body of case law in this. You can’t disqualify
a class representative just because they’re not able to
actually articulate what the legal theory is that is being
brought on their behalf in court.

Their jJjob 1s simply to testify as best as they can
regarding the facts of the case and to cooperate with the
process, which is what they’re doing here, Your Honor.
Otherwise, you know, defendants would, you know, always manage
to disqualify people as representatives supposedly to protect
the class, but really they’re protecting the defendant from
ever getting sued by anybody who would be inadequate
representative in their view. I mean, it’s just not the
examination that should be going on here, Your Honor.

Otherwise, Your Honor, we’ve spent a lot of time,
and I appreciate Your Honor’s indulgence. And I have to say,
just to finish up right now, I think a lot of what we’ve
discussed 1s quite collateral to the issues that are before
the Court.

Let me not say anything more unless the Court has
something more to direct to me or I feel there’s something I

should respond to from defendants --
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THE COURT: No.

MR. GREENBERG: -- 1f the Court’s going to entertain
further discussion from counsel.

THE COURT: No, I have no more qgquestions. I will --
the ruling on this must necessarily await the ruling on the
other two motions that I’ve put over to Monday. I would
anticipate entering a minute order Monday which would
represent a ruling on this motion as well. So, I think that
should do it.

All right, anything else?

MS. RODRIGUEZ: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. GREENBERG: Thank you. We appreciate your
patience. I certainly appreciate your patience and I think I
can speak for defense counsel as well on that one.

THE COURT: All right.

MS. RODRIGUEZ: Absolutely, as well as your staff.

I respect your endurance.

MR. GREENBERG: The only thing maybe we can agree

on, Your Honor.

(Proceeding concluded at 3:08 p.m.)

* * * * *

Verbatim Digital Reporting, LLC 4 303-798-0890

AA001415




CERTIFICATION

I CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A CORRECT TRANSCRIPT FROM THE
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AFFIRMATION

I AFFIRM THAT THIS TRANSCRIPT DOES NOT CONTAIN THE SOCIAL
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A-12-669926-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Other Civil Filing COURT MINUTES March 28, 2016
A-12-669926-C Michael Murray, Plaintiff(s)
Vs

A Cab Taxi Service LL.C, Defendant(s)

March 28, 2016 3:00 AM All Pending Motions
HEARD BY: Cory, Kenneth COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 16A
COURT CLERK: Michele Tucker

JOURNAL ENTRIES

DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION ...DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR STAY
PENDING PROCEEDINGS

COURT ORDERED, Defendants” Motion for Reconsideration is GRANTED IN PART and DENIED
IN PART. The Court agrees with Defendants and ORDERS that claims Nos. 3 and 4 were not certified
as class claims. The COURT FURTHER ORDERS that language on p. 5: 11-13 regarding qualifying
health insurance be removed. Lastly, the COURT ORDERS that language on p. 5:26 stating that
defendants do not dispute be removed. COURT FURTHER ORDERS, the balance of the motion is
DENIED. Plaintiff to submit a new order with the above changes.

This case is now three and a half years old. Defendants have no reason to believe that the pending
matters before the Supreme Court will be resolved in the near term. Accordingly, this matter must
proceed forward. The fact that this is a class action that little or no discovery has been done is
alarming to say the least. There can be no more delays. COURT ORDERS, Defendants' Motion for
Stay Pending Proceedings DENIED.

Mr. Greenberg to prepare the Order.

CLERK'S NOTE: The above minute order has been distributed to: Leon Greenberg, Esq. and Esther
Rodriguez, Esq. via e-mail. /mlt

CLERK'S NOTE: Minute Order has been corrected to indicate the correct Motion For Reconsideration.
/mlt

PRINT DATE: 04/18/2016 Page1of1 Minutes Date:  March 28, 2016
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Esther C. Rodriguez, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 6473 CLERK OF THE COURT
RODRIGUEZ LAW OFFICES, P.C.

10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

702-320-8400

infol@rodrigueziaw corm

Michael K. Wall, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 2098

Hutchinson & Steffen, LLC

10080 West Alta Drive, Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
702-385-2500
mwall@hutchiegal.com

Attorneys for Defendant A Cab, LLC

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
MICHAEL MURRAY and MICHAEL RENO,
Individually and on behalf of others similarly Case No.: A-12-669926-C
situated, Dept. No. 1
Plaintiffs,
VS. Hearing Date: March 16, 2016

Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m.
A CAB TAXI SERVICE LLC and A CAB, LLC,
and CREIGHTON J. NADY,

Defendants.

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION
TO IMPOSE SANCTIONS AGAINST DEFENDANTS FOR VIOLATING THIS COURT’S
ORDER OF FEBRUARY 10, 2016 and COMPELLING COMPLIANCE WITH THAT
ORDER ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Impose Sanctions Against Defendants for Violating This Court’s Order
of February 10, 2016 and Compelling Compliance with That Order on An Order Shortening Time
filed on March 11, 2016, and having come before this Court on March 16, 2016, before the

Honorable Kenneth Cory,

Page 1 of 2
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Rodriguez Law Offices, P.C.

10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Tel (702) 320-8400
Fax (702) 320-8401

The Court having, read all the pleadings and papers on file herein, hearing the arguments of
the parties, and good cause appearing,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiffs” Motion IS DENIED.

DATED this 24/ day of /2016,

DISTRICT COUKT JUDGE
Submitted by:

RODRIGUEZ LAW OFFICES, P. C.

o Al ool

Esther C. Rodriguéasq.
Nevada State Bar No. 6473
10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Attorneys for A Cab LLC

Page 2 of 2
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ORDR Alsin
LEON GREENBERG, ESOQ. Q@@ 3

Nevada Bar No.: 8094 CLERK OF THE COURT
DANA SNIEGOCKI, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No.: 11715 .

Leon Greenberg Professional Corporation

2965 South Jones Boulevard - Suite E-3

Las Vegas, Nevada 89146

702) 383-6085

702) 385-1827(fax)

leongreenberg(@overtimelaw.com

dana(@overtimelaw.com
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
MICHAEL MURRAY and Case No.: A-12-669926-C
MICHAEL RENGO, individually and
on behalf of all others similarly DEPT.: 1
situated,
Plaintiffs,
VS.

A CAB TAXI SERVICE LLC, A
gﬁg ,‘}LC, and CREIGHTON J.

]

Defendants.

Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to Certify Class Action Pursuant to NRCP
Rule 23(b)(2) and NRCP Rule 23(b)(3) and Denying Without Prejudice
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Appoeint a Special Master Under NCRP Rule 53
as Amended by this Court in Response to Defendants’ Motion for
Reconsideration heard in Chambers on March 28, 2016

Plaintiffs filed their Motion to Certify this Case as a Class Action Pursuant to
NRCP 23(b)(3) and NRCP 23(b)(2), and appoint a Special Master, on May 19, 2015.
Defendants’ Response in Opposition to plaintiffs’ motion was filed on June 8, 2015.
Plaintiffs thereafter filed their Reply to defendants’ Response in Opposition to

plaintiffs’ motion on July 13, 2015. This matter, having come before the Court for
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hearing on November 3, 2015, with appearances by Leon Greenberg, Esq. and Dana
Sniegocki, Esq. on behalf of all plaintiffs, and Esther Rodriguez, Esq., on behalf of all
defendants, and the Court, having heard in Chambers on March 28, 2016 the
defendants’ motion for reconsideration of the Order entered by this Court on February
10, 2016, granting in part and denying in part such motion by the plaintiffs, following
the arguments of such counsel, and after due consideration of the parties’ respective
briefs, and all pleadings and papers on file herein, and good cause appearing, therefore

THE COURT FINDS:

That it had previously issued an Order on the aforesaid motion made by
plaintiffs, which Order was entered on February 10, 2016 and which Order is
now superseded and replaced by this Order as a result of the Court granting in
part Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration of the February 10, 2016 Order
which Motion for Reconsideration was heard in Chambers on March 28, 2016
and an Order on the same entered on April 28, 2016.

In Respect to the Request for Class Certification

Upon review of the papers and pleadings on file in this matter, and the
evidentiary record currently before the Court, the Court holds that plaintiffs have
adequately established that the prerequisites of Nev. R. Civ. P. 23(b)(3) and 23(b)(2)
are met to certify the requested classes seeking damages and suitable injunctive relief
under Article 15, Section 16 of the Nevada Constitution (the “Minimum Wage

Amendment”) and NRS 608.040 (those are the First and Second Claims for Relief in
2.
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the Second Amended and Supplemental Complaint) and grants the motion in respect
to those claims. The Court makes no determinations of the merits of the claims
asserted nor whether any minimum wages are actually owed to any class members, or
whether any injunctive relief should actually be granted, as such issues are not
properly considered on a motion for class certification. In compliance with what the
Court believes is required, or at least directed by the Nevada Supreme Court as
desirable, the Court also makes certain findings supporting its decision to grant class
certification under NRCP Rule 23. See, Beazer Homes Holding Corp. v. Eighth
Judicial Dist. Court., 291 P.3d 128, 136 (2012) (En Banc) (Granting writ petition,
finding district court erred in failing to conduct an NRCP Rule 23 analysis, and
holding that “[u]ltimately, upon a motion to proceed as a class action, the district
court must “thoroughly analyze NRCP 23's requirements and document its findings.””
Citing D.R. Horton v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court (“First Light I1), 215 P.3d 697,
704 (Nev. Sup. Ct. 2009).

As an initial matter, the nature of the claims made in this case are of the sort for
which class action treatment would, at least presumptively, likely be available if not
sensible. A determination of whether an employee is owed unpaid minimum hourly
wages requires that three things be determined: the hours worked, the wages paid, and
the applicable hourly minimum wage. Once those three things are known the
minimum wages owed, if any, are not subject to diminution by the employee’s

contributory negligence, any state of mind of the parties, or anything else of an
3.
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individual nature that has been identified to the Court. Making those same three
determinations, involving what is essentially a common formula, for a large group of
persons, is very likely to involve an efficient process and common questions. The
minimum hourly wage rate is set at a very modest level, meaning the amounts of
unpaid minimum wages likely to be owed to any putative class member are going to
presumptively be fairly small, an additional circumstance that would tend to weigh in
favor of class certification.

In respect to granting the motion and the record presented in this case, the
Court finds it persuasive that a prior United States Department of Labor (“USDOL”)
litigation initiated against the defendants resulted in a consent judgment obligating the
defendants to pay $139,834.80 in unpaid minimum wages to the USDOL for
distribution to 430 taxi drivers under the federal Fair Labor Standards Act (the
“FLSA?”) for the two year period from October 1, 2010 through October 2, 2012. The
parties dispute the collateral estoppel significance of that consent judgment in this
litigation. The Court does not determine that issue at this time, inasmuch as whether
the plaintiffs are actually owed minimum wages (the “merits” of their claims) is not a
finding that this Court need make, nor presumably one it should make, in the context
of granting or denying a motion for class certification. The USDOL, as a public law
enforcement agency has a duty, much like a prosecuting attorney in the criminal law
context, to only institute civil litigation against employers when credible evidence

exists that such employers have committed violations of the FLSA. Accordingly,
4.
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whether or not the consent judgment is deemed as a binding admission by defendants
that they owe $139,834.80 in unpaid minimum wages under the FLSA for distribution
to 430 taxi drivers, it is appropriate for the Court to find that the Consent judgment
constitutes substantial evidence that, at least at this stage in these proceedings,
common questions exist that warrant the granting of class certification. The Court
concludes that the record presented persuasively establishes that there are at least two
common questions warranting class certification in this case for the purposes of
NRCP Rule 23(b)(3) (“damages class” certification) that are coextensive with the
period covered by the USDOL consent judgment and for the period prior to June of
2014.

The first such question would be whether the class members are owed
additional minimum wages, beyond that agreed to be paid in the USDOL consent
judgment, and for the period covered by the consent judgment, by virtue of the
Minimum Wage Amendment imposing an hourly minimum wage rate that is $1.00 an
hour higher than the hourly minimum wage required by the FLSA for employees who
do not receive “qualifying health insurance.” The second such question would be
whether the class members are owed additional minimum wages, beyond that alleged
by USDOL for the period covered by the consent judgment, by virtue of the Minimum
Wage Amendment not allowing an employer a “tip credit” towards its minimum wage
requirements, something that the FLSA does grant to employers in respect to its

minimum wage requirements. It is unknown whether the USDOL consent judgment
S.
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calculations include or exclude the application of any “tip credit” towards the FLSA
minimum wage deficiency alleged by the USDOL against the defendants.

In respect to the “tip credit” issue plaintiffs have also demonstrated a violation
of Nevada’s Constitution existing prior to June of 2014. Plaintiff has provided to the
Court payroll records from 2014 for taxi driver employee and class member Michael
Sargeant indicating that he was paid $7.25 an hour but only when his tip earnings are
included. Defendant has not produced any evidence (or even asserted) that the
experience of Michael Sargeant in respect to the same was isolated and not common
to many of its taxi driver employees. The Nevada Constitution’s minimum wage
requirements, unlike the FLSA, prohibits an employer from using a “tip credit” and
applying an employee’s tips towards any portion of its minimum wage obligation.
The Sargeant payroll records, on their face, establish a violation of Nevada’s
minimum wage standards for a certain time period and strongly support the granting
of the requested class certification.

The Court makes no finding that the foregoing two identified common
questions are the only common questions present in this case that warrant class
certification. Such two identified issues are sufficient for class certification as the
commonality prerequisite of NRCP Rule 23(a) is satisfied when a “single common
question of law or fact” is identified. Shuette v.Beazer Homes Holdings Corp., 121
Nev. 837, 848 (2005). In addition, there also appear to be common factual and legal

issues presented by the claims made under NRS 608.040 for statutory “waiting time”
6.
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penalties for former taxi driver employees of defendants.. Such common questions
are readily apparent as NRS 608.040 is a strict liability statute..

The Court also finds that the other requirements for class certification under
NRCP Rule 23(b)(3) are adequately satisfied upon the record presented. Numerosity
is established as the United States Department of Labor investigation identified over
430 potential class members in the consent judgment who may have claims for
minimum wages under the Minimum Wage Amendment. “[A] putative class of forty
or more generally will be found numerous.” Shuette, 122 Nev. at 847. Similarly,
adequacy of representation and typicality seem appropriately satisfied upon the record
presented. It is undisputed that the two named plaintiffs, who were found in the
USDOL consent judgment to be owed unpaid minimum wages under the FLSA, and
additional class representative Michael Sargeant, whose payroll records show, on their
face, a violation of Nevada’s minimum wage requirements, are or have been taxi
drivers employed by the defendants. Counsel for the plaintiffs have also
demonstrated their significant experience in the handling of class actions. The Court
also believes the superiority of a class resolution of these claims is established by their
presumptively small individual amounts, the practical difficulties that the class
members would encounter in attempting to litigate such claims individually and obtain
individual counsel, the status of many class members as current employees of
defendants who may be loath to pursue such claims out of fear of retaliation, and the

desirability of centralizing the resolution of the common questions presented by the
7.
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over 430 class members in a single proceeding.

In respect to class certification under NRCP Rule 23(b)(2) for appropriate class
wide injunctive relief the Court makes no finding that any such relief shall be granted,
only that it will grant such class certification and consider at an appropriate time the
form and manner, if any, of such injunction. The existence of common policies by
defendants that either directly violate the rights of the class members to receive the
minimum wages required by Nevada’s Constitution, or that impair the enforcement of
those rights and are otherwise illegal, are substantially supported by the evidence
proffered by the plaintiffs. That evidence includes a written policy of defendants
reserving the right to unilaterally deem certain time during a taxi driver’s shift as non-
compensable and non-working “personal time.” Defendants have also failed to keep
records of the hours worked by their taxi drivers for each pay period for a number
years, despite having an obligation to maintain such records under NRS 608.215 and
being advised by the USDOL in 2009 to keep such records. And as documented by
the Michael Sargeant payroll records, the defendants, for a period of time after this
Court’s Order entered on February 11, 2013 finding that the Nevada Constitution’s
minimum wage provisions apply to defendants’ taxicab drivers, failed to pay such
minimum wages, such failure continuing through at least June of 2014. Plaintiffs
have also alleged in sworn declarations that defendants have a policy of forcing their
taxi drivers to falsify their working time records, allegations, which if true, may also

warrant the granting of injunctive relief.
8.
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The Court notes that Nevada’s Constitution commands this Court to grant the
plaintiffs “all remedies available under the law or in equity” that are “appropriate” to
“remedy any violation” of the Nevada Constitution’s minimum wage requirements. In |
taking note of that command the Court does not, at this time, articulate what form, if
any, an injunction may take, only that it is not precluding any of the forms of
injunctive relief proposed by plaintiffs, including Ordering defendants to pay
minimum wages to its taxi drivers in the future; Ordering defendants to maintain
proper records of their taxi drivers’ hours of work; Ordering notification to the
defendants’ taxi drivers of their rights to minimum wages under Nevada’s
Constitution; and Ordering the appointment of a Special Master to monitor
defendants’ compliance with such an injunction.

Defendants have not proffered evidence or arguments convincing the Court that
it should doubt the accuracy of the foregoing findings. The Court is also mindful that
Shuette supports the premise that it is better for the Court to initially grant class
certification, if appropriate, and “reevaluate the certification in light of any problems
that appear post-discovery or later in the proceedings.” Shuette 124 P.3d at 544.

In Respect to the Request for the Appointment of a Special Master

Plaintiffs have also requested the appointment of a Special Master under NRCP
Rule 53, to be paid by defendants, to compile information on the hours of work of the
class members as set forth in their daily trip sheets. The Court is not persuaded that

the underlying reasons advanced by plaintiffs provide a sufficient basis to place the
9.
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entirety of the financial burden of such a process upon the defendants. Accordingly,
the Court denies that request without prejudice at this time.
Therefore

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Certify Class Action Pursuant to NRCP 23(b)(3) is
GRANTED. The class shall consist of the class claims as alleged in the First and
Second Claims for Relief in the Second Amended and Supplemental Complaint of all
persons employed by any of the defendants as taxi drivers in the State of Nevada at
anytime from July 1, 2007 through December 31, 2015, except such persons who file
with the Court a written statement of their election to exclude themselves from the
class as provided below. Also excluded from the class is Jasminka Dubric who has
filed an individual lawsuit against the defendant A CAB LLC seeking unpaid
minimum wages and alleging conversion by such defendant, such case pending before
this Court under Case No. A-15-721063-C. The class claims are all claims for
damages that the class members possess against the defendants under the Minimum
Wage Amendment arising from unpaid minimum wages that are owed to the class
members for work they performed for the defendants from July 1, 2007 through
December 31, 2015 and all claims they may possess under NRS 608.040 if they are a
former taxi driver employee of the defendants and are owed unpaid minimum wages
that were not paid to them upon their employment termination as provided for by such

statute Leon Greenberg and Dana Sniegocki of Leon Greenberg Professional
10.
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Corporation are appointed as class counsel and the named plaintiffs Michael Murray
and Michael Reno, and class member Michael Sargeant, are appointed as class
representatives. The Court will allow discovery pertaining to the class members and
the class claims.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED:

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Certify Class Action Pursuant to NRCP 23(b)(2) for
appropriate equitable and injunctive relief as authorized by Article 15, Section 16 of
Nevada’s Constitution is GRANTED and the named plaintiffs Michael Murray and
Michael Reno, and class member Michael Sargeant, are also appointed as class
representatives for that purpose. The class shall consist of all persons employed by
defendants as taxi drivers in the State of Nevada at any time from July 1, 2007
through the present and continuing into the future until a further Order of this Court

issues.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED:

(1)  Defendants’ counsel is to produce to plaintiffs’ counsel, within 10 days
of the service of Notice of Entry of this Order, the names and last known addresses of
all persons employed as taxicab drivers by any of the defendants in the State of
Nevada from July 1, 2007 through December 31, 2015, such information to be

provided in an Excel or CSV or other agreed upon computer data file, as agreed upon
11.
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by counsel for the parties, containing separate fields for name, street address, city,

state and zip code and suitable for use to mail the Notice of Class Action ;

(2) Plaintiffs’ counsel, upon receipt of the names and addresses described in
(1) above, shall have 40 days thereafter (and if such 40" day is a Saturday, Sunday or
holiday the first following business day) to mail a Notice of Class Action in
substantially the form annexed hereto as Exhibit “A” to such persons to notify them of
the certification of this case as a class action pursuant to Nev. R. Civ. P. 23(b)(3) and
shall promptly file with the Court a suitable declaration confirming that such mailing

has been performed;

(3)  The class members are enjoined from the date of entry of this Order, until
or unless a further Order is issued by this Court, from prosecuting or compromising
any of the class claims except as part of this action and only as pursuant to such

Order; and

(4)  Class members seeking exclusion from the class must file a written
statement with the Court setting forth their name, address, and election to be excluded
from the class, no later than 55 days after the mailing of the Notice of Class Action as
provided for in (2), above.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED:
12.

AA001431




© 00 N OO g AW N

[ I 'S TR % SN % IR % TR N TN % TR s TN S T N S S S S O O Y T Y
o ~N O O A W N 22 O W O O~NO0O ;A WN A

Plaintiffs’ motion to appoint a Special Master under NRCP Rule 53 is denied

without prejudice at this time.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED:
That the stay issued by this Court pending the Court’s Reconsideration of Prior

Order, such stay entered via the Court’s Order of April 6, 2016, is dissolved.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this Q'S\day of 334___&, 2016.

Hon. Kenneth Corf j
District Court Judge
Submitted/ 4 Q/

Leon Greenberg, ﬁsq. :
Dana Sniegocki, Esq.
LEON GREENBERG PROF. CORP.
2965 S. Jones Blvd., Ste. E-3

Las Vegas, NV 89146

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

13.
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

MICHAEL MURRAY and MICHAEL RENO, Case No.: A-12-669926-C
Individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated, Dept.:
Plaintiffs,
VS. NOTICE OF CLASS
ACTION
CERTIFICATION

A CAB TAXI SERVICE LLC, A CAB, LLC,
and CREIGHTON J. NADY,

Defendants.

You are being sent this notice because you are a member of the class of
current and former taxi drivers employed by A CAB TAX|I SERVICE LLC and A
CAB, LLC (“A-Cab”) that has been certified by the Court. Your rights as a class
member are discussed in this notice.

NOTICE OF CLASS ACTION CERTIFICATION

On [date] this Court issued an Order certifying this case as a class action for
all taxi driver employees of A-Cab (the “class members”) who were employed at
anytime from July 1, 2007 to December 31, 2015. The purpose of such class
action certification is to resolve the following questions:

(1) Does A-Cab owe class members any unpaid minimum wages pursuant
to Nevada's Constitution?

(2) If they do owe class members minimum wages, what is the amount each
is owed and must now be paid by A-Cab?

(3) What additional money, if any, should A-Cab pay to the class members
besides unpaid minimum wages?

(4) For those class members who have terminated their employment with A-
Cab since October 8, 2010, what, if any, additional money, up to 30 days unpaid
wages, are owed to them by A-Cab under Nevada Revised Statutes 608.0407

The class certification in this case may also be amended or revised in

the future which means the Court may not answer all of the above questions or
may answer additional questions.

NOTICE OF YOUR RIGHTS AS A CLASS MEMBER

if you wish to have your claim as a class member decided as part of this
case you do not need to do anything. The class is represented by Leon
Greenberg and Dana Sniegocki (the “class counsel”). Their attorney office is Leon
Greenberg Professional Carporation, located at 2965 South Jones Street, Suite E-
3, Las Vegas, Nevada, 89146. Their telephone number is 702-383-6085 and email
can be sent to them at leongreenberg@overtimelaw.com. Communications by
email instead of telephone calls are preferred.
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You are not required to have your claim for unpaid minimum wages and
other possible monies owed to you by A Cab decided as part of this case. If you
wish to exclude yourself from the class you may do so by filing a written and
signed statement in this Court's file on this case with the Clerk of the Eighth
Judicial District Court, which is located at 200 Lewis Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada,
89101 no later than [insert date 55 days after mailing] setting forth your name and
address and stating that you are excluding yourself from this case. If you do not
exclude yourself from the class you will be bound by any judgment rendered in this
case, whether favorable or unfavorable to the class. If you remain a member of
the class you may enter an appearance with the Court through an attorney of your
own selection. You do need not get an attorney to represent you in this case and if
you fail to do so you will be represented by class counsel.

THE COURT IS NEUTRAL
No determination has been made that A-Cab or Nady owes any class
members any money. The Court is neutral in this case and is not advising you to
take any particular course of action. If you have questions about this notice or your
legal rights against A-Cab you should contact class counsel at 702-383-6085 or by
email to leongreenberg@overtimelaw.com or consult with another attorney. The
Court cannot advise you about what you should do.

NQO RETALIATION IS PERMITTED IF YOU CHOOSE
TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS LAWSUIT

Nevada’s Constitution protects you from any retaliation or discharge from
your employment for participating in this case or remaining a member of the class.
You cannot be punished by A-Cab or fired from your employment with them for
being a class member. A-Cab cannot fire you or punish you if this case is
successful in collecting money for the class members and you receive a share of
that money.

IT1S SO ORDERED

Date:
fsf Hon. Kenneth Cory, District Court Judge
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Plamtiftfs, through their attorneys, Leon Greenberg Professional Corporation,
hereby move this Court for an Order enjoining the defendants from engaging in any
settlement of any claims mvolving unpaid wages owed to any of the members of the
NRCP Rule 23(b}2) class certified in this case except as part of thus lawsuit. For the
reasons stated infra, the Court should amend the NRCP Rule 23(b)3) class
certification of this case to mclude mimnmum wage and related claims arising after
Precember 31, 2013 and provide an NRCP Rule 23(c)(2) notification to defendant’s
tax: drivers hired after December 31, 2015 so they may have their damages claims
adjudicated n this case.  An award of attorneys’ fees 1s also requested.

Plamntiffs’ motion 18 made and based upon the annexed declaration of counsel,
the memorandum of points and authorities submitted with this motion, the attached

exhibits, and the other papers and pleadings m this action.
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NOTICE OF MOTION
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT the plamtiffs, by and through their attorneys of
record, will bring the foregomg MOTION TO ENJGIN DEFENDANTS FROM
SEEKING SETTLEMENT OF ANY UNPAID WAGE CLAIMS INVOLVING
ANY CLASS MEMBERS EXCEPT AS PART OF THIS LAWSUIT AND FOR
OTHER RELIEF, which was filed 1n the above-entitled case for hearing before this

- : In Chambers
Court on _ November 17 , 2016, at the hour of .

Dated: October 14, 2016

Leon Greenberg Professional Corporation

By: /s/ Leon Greenberg

Leon Greenberg, Esq.

Nevada Bar No.: 8094 o
2965 South Jones Boulevard - Suite E3
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146

(702) 383-6085

Attorney for Plamtifts
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NATURE OF THIS MOTION

Defendants are seeking to circumvent this Court’s prior Order
granting class certification and must be enjoined from attempting to do so.

This is a class action case for damages and mjunctive and equitable relief for
defendants’ taxi driver employees arising from defendants’ violation of Nevada
Constitution Article 15, Section 16, the Nevada Mmimum Wage Amendment (the
“MWA”). This Court, via an Order on June 7, 2016, certified this case as a class action
under NRCP 23(bY2) and NRCP 23(b)(3) for equitable/injunctive rehief and for
damages. Ex. “A”" Plamtiffs’ counsel, Leon Greenberg and Dana Sniegocks, were
appointed class counsel for the class, which, under NRCP Rule 23(b)(2), consists of all
of defendants” taxi driver employees. The only persons excluded from the class were
Jasminka Dubric, who filed her own MWA lawsuit m 2015 (almost three vears after
this case was filed) and such persons who elected to exclude themselves from the
NRCP Rule 23(b)}(3) damages class pursuant to such Order after recetving notice of the
class certification (Ex. “A7 p. 9., 1. 12-17). Such notice was required for the NRCP
Rule 23(bX3) damages class certification as per NRCP 23(c)(2). October 5, 2016 was
the last day for exclusions from class to be filed with the Court and none have been
filed.

The Court’s June

7
7
L

, 2016 Order further enjoined the ¢lass members from settling
any of their claims that were the subject of class certification except as part of this
fawsuit and only upon approval by a further Order of this Court. Ex. “A7p. 12, 1. 16-
24,

As discussed, infra defendants and thewr counsel, 1n violation of the Ex. “A”
Order, have now entered into a collusive, and void, agreement (o have Jasminka Dubric
(who 15 nof a class member), in her separate lawsuit, present to the Court a motion to
assume the posttion of class representative and settle the class clanms certified for class
resolution m this case. The Court needs to enjom defendants, whose attempt to

propose a class settlement in the Dubric case, 1s in contempt of the Court’s June 7,

PN
L)
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2016 Order, from proceeding 1n any such fashion,
RELEVANT FACTS

The Dubric case was filed on July 7, 2013 (complaint, Ex. “B”) with the onginal
complaint in this case being filed on October 8, 2012 (Ex. “C”). The Dubric complamt
18 a “copy cat” filing of this case contaming, virtually verbatim, the exact same
language as this case’s original complamt. Compare, Ex. “B,” 919,99 20-21, 922, %
23 with, respectively, Ex. *“C,7 % 9,9 10,9 11, 9 12. While the Dubric case purports to
allege an additional second claum for reliet tor “converston” that clanm 1s completely
derivative of the MWA claim asserted and 1s without legal substance, Ex. *B” € 35,
Stgnificantly, the Dubric case fails to allege any class claim under NRS 602.044,
Nevada’s penalty statute for the late payment of wages, a valuable claim possessed by
many class members. See, Ex. “C7, second clamm for relief, 98 17-21. Judge Cory of
this Court, in Valdez v. Video fnternet Phone Insialls, Inc., A-09-597433-C, has
previpusly recognized the applicability of such statute, and penalty, to clamms involving
a fatlure to pay statutorily required wages to former employees., Ex. [

At the time the Dubric case was filed plamttfs m this case had, nearly two
months earlier, on May 19, 20135, already filed their motion for class certification
pursuant to NRCP Rule 23(b)(2) and Rule 23(b}3). Plamtiffs’ counsel first
communicated with Prubric’s counsel on October §, 2016 by telephone. Ex. “E” ¥ 2
declaration of Leon Greenberg. At that time Dubric’s counsel was advised of the
pendmyg motion for class certification m this case and the mierest of counsel m this
case in speaking with Dubric, who may be a witness with information helpful to the
prosecution of the class clamms. /d. Dubric’s counsel refused to allow any such
discussion with Pubric or furmish any mtormation that would assist w the prosecution
of the class claims. fd. Plaintifis’ counsel (now class counsel) kept in communication
with Dubric’s counsel and promptly advised them of the Court’s munute order granting
class certification in this case on January 12, 2016 and promptly sent them a copy of

the Court’s Order entered on February 10, 2016 granting class certification. {d. § 3.
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Defendants in this case are represented by the same counsel, Esther Rodriguez,
who represents defendant 1n Dudric. Ms. Rodriguez, on January 13, 2016, engaged in
a discussion of the mterplay between the Dubric case and this then class certified case
with class counsel and Discovery Commmissioner Bulla, Ex. “F,” ranscnpt. She was
advised, m no uncertam terms, by Discovery Commussioner Bulla that there could be
no class proceeding m Dubric, i light of the class certification in this case. d., p. 10-
13. She was further advised to the extent there was any overlap between Dubric and
this case the Dubric case would have to be consolidated into this earlier filed case. /d.

Despite counsel for plamtit! in the Dubric case’s knowledge of this Court’s class
certification Orxder in this case, and defendants’ knowledge of that Order, and
defendants’ express advisement by the Court that class certification cannot be had in
the Dubric case, the parties m Dubric now propose to proceed with a class certification,
and class settlement, in that case. At a settlement conference held on October 5, 2016

in Dubric the following minutes were entered by the Court:

FO/05/2016 10:30 AM

~ The above-referenced matter came on for a settlement conference
with Judge Jerry A Wiese i, on Wednesday, October 03, 2016, The
Plaintift, Jasminka Dubric, was present with her daughter, Valentina
Astalos, and her attorneys, Mark Bourassa, Esq. N Trent Richards,
Tsq., and Hillary Ross, Esq. The Defendant, A Cab LLC, was
present through tts managing member, Creighton J. Nady, and was
represented by Esther Rodriguez, Hsq. Also present was Donna
Burelson with A Cab LLC, and Nicole Omps ({?P‘Ag. The parties have
agreed (o a resolution and settlement of this case. The parties will
siipulate and agree to class certification. Additional terms regarding
the settlement, payment terms, payment 1o the class representative,
class member distributions, etc., were agreed to as part of the
settlement. The parties will work together in good faith to prepare
any additional settlement documents, It 1s anticipated that once the
class distributions have been finalized, counsel tor the Plammtifts will
submit a motion for fees and costs, This matter 1s now referved back
to the originating department, to await the filing of a proposed
Stipulation and Order for Class Certification. The settlement
agreement amongi and between the parties is subject to and
contingent upon the Court s approval of the class certification, and
all other terms of settlement. Ex. “G.7

Counsel for the plamtift m Dubric have been contacted about the improper

Y

nature of the proposed Dudric class settlement. Ex. “H.” They refuse to address those
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nnproprieties and simply insist they have a right to proceed with that class settlement,
i1 that case, i direct violation of this Court’s Order o this case. fd. Counsel for
defendants, Esther Rodriguez, was spoken with by class counsel, Leon Greenberg,
shortly before the submussion of this motion. Ex. “E7 % 5. When asked for an
explanation of how any proposed class settlement of the Dubric case could be proper,
given this Court’s Order, Ms. Rodriguez did not give any such explanation. She did
state a desire to mvestigate the ssue further and to make an attempt to advise class
counsel further about the same. She was advised class counsel would present this
motion most promptly but would work with her to resolve this issue via a suttable

stipulation and order prior to any motion hearing.
ARGUMENT

I. THERE CAN BE NO SETTLEMENT OF THE CLASS CLAIMS
MADE IN THIS CASE, AND CERTIFIED FOR CLASS
TREATMENT IN THIS CASE, THROUGH ANY SETTLEMENT
PROPOSED IN THE DUBRIC CASE

it 1s axiomatic, and needs no explanation, that the clanms made m this case, and
certified for class treatment in this case, can only be resolved in this case. Indeed, the
whole purpose of the class action procedure is to centralize the resolution of common
clatms in one procecding. Once a case has been granted class certification all of the
claims so certified must be resolved in that case, there cannot be another, separate,
grant of class certification over those same cfaims 1 a different case. To the extent
that defendants wish to settle those claims they must do so in this case. To the extent
plamtift’s counsel in the Dubric case 1s proposing that those claims be certified for
class treatment in Dubric, they seek to have a coordmate judge of this Court issue an

order violating this Court’s Order in this case. That is manifestly improper.

hy
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1. THE COURT MUST ENJOIN DEFENDANTS FROM ENGAGING
IN ANY SETTLEMENT QOF ANY WAGE CLAIMS POSSESSED
BY ANY OF THE NRCP RULE 23(B)(3) CLASS MEMBERS |
EXCEPT UPON APPLICATION TO THIS COURT IN THIS CASE

A.  The Court should act to protect the NRCP Rule 23(b)}{(2)
class members from defendants’ collusive setflement actions
in Dubric by the issuance of a suitable injunction.

This Court has granted class certification for the purpose of 1ssuing appropriate
equttable and mpunctive relief under NRCP Rule 23(b)(2) for all of the defendants’ taxs
drivers, i respect to safeguarding thetr rights under the MWA. Ex. “A)” The

14

members of that class are defined as *...all persons employed by defendants as taxa
drivers m the State of Nevada at any time from July 1, 2007 through the present and
continuing into the future until further Order of this Count 1ssues.” Accordingly, the
{Court has the authority, under its prior class certification Order, to protect the rights of
the NRCP Rule 23(b}2) class members by enjoming any settlement by defendants of
any wage claims possessed by such persons except by application to this Court 1n this
case.

The NRCP Rule 23(b}3) class certification for damages in this case was only
certified for MWA claims accruing through December 31, 2015, Ex. “A” p. 10, L 10-
15, That certification was so limited as a mechanical matter, as any damages class
requires notice to the class members.  Any “future class members” (those accruing
claims onfy after December 31, 2015 because they were hired affer that date} would
require “future” notice. Perhaps the collusive settlement proposed in Dubric 1s only an
attempt to extinguish the MW A damages claims of defendants’ taxi drivers accruing
after December 31, 2015, That s unknown as neither defendant’s counsel, nor
Dubric’s counsel, will communicate in any fashion about the substance, and exact
scope, of the class settlement they are proposing.

The “December 31, 28157 term of the current NRCP Rule 23(b)(3) ¢lass
certification cannot act as a “loophole” for defendants, with the assistance of Dubric’s

counsel, to collusively limat therr MW A liability to their taxs drivers. That such
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proposed class settlement in Dubric, whatever its terms, is inherently collusive and
taproper s mamtest m s very nature. It defendants want to properly propose a
settlement of their taxi driver’s MW A related damages claims, whether just for those
accruing atter December 31, 2015 or otherwise, they could propose the same to class
counsel m this case. Nor do defendants have to rely upon class counsel’s endorsement
of any such proposal. Defendants are free, in this case, to propose such a settlement
directly to the Court for its approval. Detendants have not attemnpted that proper, and
necessary, course of action. Instead the seek to bypass this Court’s scrutiny of any
such settlement, m this case, by using the Dubric case as a “strawman” or “shill” to

secure such a settlement,

B. The Court should amend the NRCP Rule 23{b)(3) certification
to include, for all class members already notified, all ciaims for
MWA related damages arising after December 31, 28135 and
continuing wotll judement or Turther order of the Court,

The Court’s class certification Order expressly advised the NRCP Rule 23(b)(3)
class members, defendants’ taxi drivers who were employed prior to January §, 2016,
that the “class certification in this case may also be amended or revised n the future.”
Ex. “A” at ex. “A” thereto, p. 1. Accordimgly, those claims should now be amended to
include damages claims for those NRCUP Rule 23(b)3) damages class members arising

under the MWA and NRS 608.040 that accrued after December 31, 2015,

. The Courtshould now direct NRCP Rule 235&))(3) damages
class certification notice to defendant’s taxi drivers hired after
December 31, 20815 now and at 120 dav intervals in the future,

Diefendants can be prohibited from compromising the MW A related damages
claims of its taxi drivers hired after December 31, 2015 through a suitable injunction
issued to protect the NRCP Rule 23(b)(2) class, as discussed supra. But judicial
efficiency, and fairness, would also be served by having such “new hires” mncluded 1n

the damages class m this case, which requires notice (0 such new hives pursuant o
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NRCP Rule 23(c)2). Accordingly, the Court should direct such notice, as in Ex. A7
to those “new hires” so they may property have thew damages clanns adjudicated in
this case. Such notice should be renewed at 120 day intervals in the future until a date
suttably m advance of trial,

HI. REQUEST FOR AWARD OF ATTORNEY'S FEES

{lass counsel has the obligation o guard the MWA rights of the NRCP Rule
23(b¥2) class members from abuse and misconduct by the defendants. Accordingly,
class counsel was charged with a duty to bring this motion. In addition, this motion
would have been completely unnecessary if defendants had abided by this Court’s class
certification Order. To call defendants” actions improper 15 too mild a term. Such
conduct is more properly viewed as contemptuous. The Court’s class certification
Order expressly prohubited defendants from engaging in any settlement of any class
members” claims excepr as part of this action. Defendants” attempt (o engage this
Court, i1 the Dubric case, to proceed with such a class settlement is in direct violation
of that Order.

Unless this motion 1s resolved cooperatively by the defendants, through thewr
consent, prior to any motion hearing, to a suitable stipulation and order achieving the
same Judicial relief requested in this motion, attorney’s fees should be awarded to class
counsel,

CONCLUSION

For ail the foregomg reasons, class counsel’s motion should be granted in its
entirety together with such other further and different relief that the Court deems proper.
Dated: October 14, 2016

LEON GREENBERG PROFESSIONAL CORP.
/s/ Leon Greecnbers

Leon GOreenberg, Hsq.

Nevada Bar No. 8094

2965 S. Jones Boulevard - Ste. E-3

Las YVegas, NV 89146

Tel (702) 383-6085 _
Attorney for the Plamniiffs and the Class
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

The undersigned certifies that on October 14, 2016, she served the
within:

Motion to Enjoin Defendants from Seeking Settiement of Any Unpaid Wage
Claims Invelving Any Class Members Except as Part of this Lawsuit and for
Other Relief

by court electronic service to:

TO:

Esther C. Rodriguez, Esq.
RODRIGUEZ LAW OFFICES, P.C.

10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89145

/s/ Dana Sniegocki

Dana Sniegockd
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
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MICHAERL RENCY In »c‘wm.mih and o
o Behalf of all others s “"e&zm DEWL 1§
situatad, |

Platnitts,

AR TAXI SERVICE L {‘ A

| fsi AB, LLC, and CREIGHTON 1.

NaDy,
lefendands, :

Plaintifs filed their Motion to Cenify this Case as a Class Action Pursiant to

NROP 23DH3) and NROP 23(bK2), and appaint a Special Master, an May 19, 2015,

cfendants’ Response in Opposition to plantiffs’ motion was filed on June 8, 2615,

Plaintifls thereafier filed their Reply to defendants’ Response in Opposition to

- plaintffs” motion on July 13, 2015, This matter, having nome before the Court for
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hearing on N

| pletatiffs, which Ocder was entered pn February 10, 2016 and which Order is
nurw superseded and replaced by this Order as a resulf of the Court granting in
| part Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration of the February 10, 2016 Order

| which Motion for Reconsideration was heard in Chambers on March 28, 2018

under Article 15, Seetion 16 of the Mevada Constitution (the “Mintmum Wa Dt

o

svember 3, 2015, with appearances by Ly mw;m“m Heg, and Dana

]

H

v
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Snisgocki, Esg. ov behall of all plaltiffs, and Esther Radrigusz, Fsq., oo hehalf of all

defendants, and the Cowrt, hav ing heard in C hambers on March 28, 2016 the

defendants” motion for reconsideration of the Order entered by this Court on February |
10, 3016, granting In part and denving in part such motion by the plaintff, following
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briefy, and alf pleadings and papers onctile hersin, and good cavss ¢ appearing, thersiore

THE COURT FINDS:

That it had previously issued an Order on the aforesaid motion made by

and an Order on te same sotered on April 28, 2015,

I Respoot 1o the Reguest for Class C em%w ation

Upon review of the papers and pleadings on file {n this matter, and the

svidertiary record surrently before the Court, the Ot holds that plaintiffs have

AR

otetdbot,

m R ( £, s‘\{ 33{@‘ I‘{ ‘*‘\; angd 2 S nff\}i 2) i

~. Nl

classes ss eking daages and suitable injuneiive relief
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s the requested ¢

Amendment™y and MRS 608.040 {those are the First and Second Ulaims for Relisfin
e
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properly considered on g me fieation.  In comphiance with what the

o

Court belleves is required, or at least directed by the Nevada Supreme Court as

desirable, the Cowrt also makes certain findings supporting s decision to grant class

cortification under NROP Rule 23, See, Begzer Fomes Noldi ug Corp. v Highth

Suclioipd Ihst. Cowrs, 281 P34 128, 136 (2012} (En Bane) {Granting writ petition,

finding distriot vowrt erved in failing to conduct an NRCP Rule 23 analysis, and

f

holding that “ulltimately, upon a motion 1o proveed as a class action, the district

D'i P

vt must “ﬁ‘i-t-i-(mﬂ{i‘lm analyze NRCP 23% requirements and dmun* ST N ‘?isiflgw

T4 (Nev, Sup. T, 2008,

o

As an inttial matier, the natwre of the clalms made in this case are of the sort for |

o
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sepsible. A determination of whether an employee is owed unpaid minlmum howly

b

wages requives that three thi ngs be determined: the hours worked, the wages paid, ane

the applicable hourly mintmmom wage. Onee those three things ave known the

mintmum wages oead, i any, are not subject to dimbmation by the smplovee

b ST nal

coniributory negligence, any state of m ind of the parties, or anything elee of an
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“FLSA™) for the two ye ar period from October 1, 2000 through Qotober 2, 2012, T

litigation. The Cowt does not determine that issue at this e, masm

e

determinations, mvolving what {s essentiaily a commen formula, for a lavge group of

DErRONE, 18 vary Heelvin @1’& alve an eilicient process *zm:“i smmon questions. Ths

minimun hourdy wage rate is set 5t & very modest level, meaning the amounis of

unpatd minimum wages Hkely to be owed to any putative clags member are going to

presuraptively be fmri} zmaih an addiional clroumstance that would tend toweigh in

-::‘ vy o ﬁr - i .-.; v -M. .‘ R
favor of olass cerfification,

Int res pect ty granting the motion ax i the recorsd presented in this case, the

13

.f

Court finids it persuasive that a prior United States Department of Labor (CUSDOL™

ired in a consent judgment obligating the

~

Hitigation initated against the defendants resu

defendants to pay $139,834.80 in unpaid minimum wages to the USDOL for

\

Sistribution to 430 taxi drivers under the federal Fair Labor Standards Act {the

FEnes,
b
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parties dispute the collateral estoppe! significance of that consent judement in this

IS are actually owed minbmum wages (the “wmerits” of their claims) is tot a

s Count neeﬁ IS kc Rilaiy ma,xm*;f%‘m* gane itshould make, in the context

of grantiag or denyng & motion for class certification. The USDOL, a8 a public law
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sontext, o only mistitine civil i “\imm spsinst ermp! a‘wmﬂ whaen credible evidence
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exists that such employers have committed vinlations of the FLRA. Accordingly,

AA001450

=rrrr

B N e

T L P R,

A R BB A KA Bt s ey




3

% B ]

33

ol

bemies e erererere,

Broos &

S

by U

requurernents, something that the FLEA doex grant to emplovers in respect to

whather or not the consent judgment is desmsd as 3 binding admission by deforddants

-~ e

that they owe $1 39,834,801 onpaid minbmum wages under the FLSA for distiibution |

to 430 taxd deivers, it is appropriate for the Court to find that the Consent judgment

antial evidence that, at least at fhis stage in these proceadings,
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common questions exist that warrant the granting of class certification. The Count
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concludes that the recard ) presented persuasively astablishes that there gre at least fwn |

e

SONUNON questions warraniing class certification in this case for the purposes of

NRCP Rule 23(bi(3) (“damages class” certification) that are coextensive with the

by the USDOL consent judgment and for the peried prior o June of
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The first such question wou il be whether the class members are gwed

13583

sddittonal minioam wages, bevond ¢

e,
"o o

wit agreed to be paid i the USDOL cunsent

Judgment, and for the pm‘m‘ covered by the consent judgment, by virtue of the

<

Mininuum Wags Amendment bnposing an howly minbpum wage tate that ik $1.00 an

St
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R

howr higher than the howrdy mintmam wage xaqzzmd% the FLSA for SMPIOYees w

do net reseive qualifying beaslth insurance,”  The second such guestion would be

whether the class members are owed addigonal minimum wa ges, bevand that alle BN a

*-)
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- Wage Amendment not allowing an emplover a Stip credit™ towards 15 minimam - WO

E

Ana Yy

THIuNY 3 Wage req Hremients, It is ueknown whether the USDOL sonsent dgment
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saleulations include or exclude the application of any “tip cradit” towards the FLSA

I respest to the “dp credit™ issue plaintiffs have alse demonsivated 5 vialation

of Nevada's Constitution sxisting prior to fune of 2014, Plaintifl has provided to the

Court payroll records from 2014 for taxt driver emploves and class mamber Michas!

Sargsant indioating that he was paid $7.2% an haur bat oy when his tip earnings are

whuded, Defendant has not produced any svidence {or even asserted) that the

b Y
)f(r
<" 4

sxpertesce of Michas! & argeant in respect o the same was lzolated and not comroon

to many of 118 taxd dreiver soplovess. The Nevada Congtitution’s minimum WRES

requirenients, unlike the FLSA, m*ni'ubit s an emplayer fom using a “tp credit” and

\-‘f!

apphy *E&g an empim 73 tips towards any portion of ity minirum wage obligation,

. 1 The Bargeant payroll records, on thelr face, establizh a violation of Mevade's
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mindmun wage standards for & certain ime period and strongly suppet the granting

o the requested olass certification,
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The Court makes no fading that the foregoing ¢ bwo tdentitied commaon

guestions ave the onl ¥ COIEmon guestions present in this case that warrant elass

e iy

| certification. Such two identified iszues ave sufficient fo

'Y

woelass certification ax the

commenality prevequisite of NROP Rude 23{a) 15 satisfied when a “single somon
FEL IO v o) {C S 2 o 3 SN N - TR FU ey
question of law or faet” iy identified. Shuewre v Beazer Homes Holdings Covp, 131

Nev. 837, 848 (2005), In addition, there also appear to be common fhetual and fegal

issues presented hy the claims made tnder NS 608.040 for statutory 5*“"%%&%.%-%,:;3.;;;; e’
£,
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penslties for former taxt driver employess of de fendards.,  Such common questions
are readily appavert as MRS 6080440 is soatrict Tability statuta..

< \%

The Court also fnds that the other requirements for class certification under

NROFE Ruole 23(b)X3) are adeguately satisfied upon the record presanted. Mumerosity
iz established as the United States Diepartment of Labor investigation idemtified over

43{ potential class members in the consent judgment why may have claums for

minimuirs wages under the Mintmuse Wage Amendment, A putative class of forty |

T,

or muare generally will be found numerous.” Shuerte, 122 Nev. at 847, Similacly,
adequacy of representation and typicality seem appropriztely satsfied upon the record

. who wers found in the

g

presented. It is undisputed that the two named plaintfls,

USTNOL consent judgment to be owed unpald mintmuwn wages under the FLEA, and

;..f

- : Sy Ny OO B :\-'- P Py i vin v Ik cis b PN o d
{aee, a violation of Nevada's sainimun wage roquirements, sre ov have boen faxi

rivers emploved by the defendants.  Uounsel for the plaintiffs have also

B

demonstrated thedr significant experiense in the handling of class setions. The Court

f‘j f‘,} '

also belisves the superiority of a class resolutivr of these claims is established by ?hm

g =k

presumptively &nmii individual amountsy, the @};‘aai eal diffionlties that the class

members would encvunder in altempiing to hilgads such claims individually and obtain

individual vounsel, the statis of many olass members a8 current employees of

Ay

defendants who may be loathto pursie such claims out of fear of retaliation, and the

desirability of contralizing the resolutio H%ixﬁ? & comunon questions presented by the
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In respect ti class certification under NROP Rule Z3(b ¥ 2) for appropriats class

"""h K.
&

wids § nmr}* tive relief the Court makes no Gadi ng that any stich relief shall be granted,

oy that will grant such class certification and consider ot an appropriate tme i

farmeand manger, i any, of such njunction, The existence of common policies by

defendants that either directly viclate the dghey of the olass members to receive the

k)

stitution, or that impair the enforcement of |

those rights and are otherwise ilegal, are substantially supported by the evidence

profiered by the plaintifis. That evidence ineludes a written palioy of defendanis

certain time durh g a taxi driver's shift as none

LAY
L2 j’

reserving the right to untlaterally ¢

compensable and non-working “personal fime” Delendants have alzo faled o keep

records of the hours worked by thelr taxi deivers for each pay period for a nuraber

e e o

years, despite having an obligation to maintain such records under MRS 608,215 and

being advised by the USDOL in 2009 1o keep such resords.  And as documented by

LD
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e

¢ Michas! Sargeant payroll records, the defendants, for a period of time after this

ey NP % .

Cotat’s Order entered on Febroary 11, 2013 finding that the Nevada Constitution’s

=

minimum wage provisions apply to defendants” taxical drive s, failad fo pay such

minimum wages, such faiture con tinuing through at least June of 2014, Plaintifls

have also alleged in sworn declarations that defendants have a policy of fora & their

{")

:f‘t

taxi drivers 1o falsify their working tiree records, allegations, which if true, may also

warrant the granting of infunctive rell

“I
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i class as provided befow.  Also excluded from the ¢
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rtivety of the financial burden of such a process vpon the defendants,  Accordingly,

the Court denies that request without prejudics st this tdme,
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IT IR HEREBY ORDERED:
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Plaintiffs” Motion to Certify Class Action Pursuant to WRCP 2300 s

GRANTED. The class shall consiat of the class clabms as alleged in the First and

.\

'\

persons emploved by any of the defendants as taxi deivers in the State of Nevada at

anvtime from duly 1, 2007 through December 31, 2015, except such persans who file

i with the Court a written satement of thetr slection o exclude themselves from the

ass 18 Jasmingka Dubric who has

i’fﬂd an individual lowsudt against the defondant A CAB LLC seeking unpaid

] &

efendant, such case pending betore

l

minimuon wages and ol legin

this Cowt under O ass olaims swe all claims for

- damages that the class members possess against the defindants under the Mindmum

g vad to th

Wage Am snodment art istng from unpaid minfrowm wages that are oy the class

members for work they performed for the defendants from Fuly 1, 2007 thy uu::-:}

U Drecesnber 31, 2015 and all olaims WY may possess under NES 808.040 iftheyv aren
former taxt driver enployee of the defendants and are owed unpatd mintruen wags
that wars not pald to them upon thelr smplovment teonination as s provided for by such
statute Leon Greenberg and Dana Snfegocki of Leon Greenberg Professional
10
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Corporation are 3?’?*‘13&6 as class oot {the named plainiiffs Michael Mumay
and Michael Reno, and class member Michae! Sargeant, are appointed as class

representatives. The Cowt will allow discovery pertaining to the olass members and

"E,L class elaims.

ITIS FURTHER ORDERED:

Naintifis® Motion to Cestif *“ ¢ Clasy Action Pursaant to NROP 23{(b)(2) for

appropriste equitable and injunctive relief as suthorized by Articls 13, Section 16 of

Nevada's Constitution 5 GRANTED and the named piamt fx Michas! Murray and

Michas! Reno, and class member Michael Sargeant, ave also appointed as class

vepresentatives for that purpose.  The class shall consist of all persons emplayed by
delfendants as taxt drivers In the Mate of Nevada at any time frony July 1, 2007
through the present and comtinuing into the future until & further Order of this Coudt

I8SHER,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED:

all persons employed as taxicab drbvers by any of the defendants in the Swte of

Fa

Nevada from July 1, 2007 through December 31, 201 3, such information to

provided i an Bxcel or C8V or other agresd upon computer data file, as agreed tpon
11 :
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(2} Plaintifls’ counsel, upon receipt of the names and addresses described § \
ii‘ ) above, shall have 40 days thereafter (and i such 40% day is a Saturday, Sunday or
R holiday the frst fallow m r business {3:1}9'& to mrail & Notice of Class Action in
substantially the form annexed hersto as Exhibit "A” o such persons to notify them of
~the cartification of this case as a class aoliom mzwsmmig Mev, R, Civ, P, ;.a‘s:{i\ X '%}dﬁd
shall promptly file with the Cowrt 2 suitable declaration confinming that sach mailing
has been perfonmed;

{3} The class members are enjoined froam the date of ety of this Order, unti]
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BISTRICT COURT
EY

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

b!iﬂ&fﬁ’?{i; Dieni
A S ey Bl
Plaintifls,
' 2 Al N N S I
v, NOTHOE OF TLASS

~.. CAR TAXE SERVICR |
and CREIGHTON L NADY,

93 ( A AR LLG,

Yo gre being sent this nolics becauss you '-af*fe a membar af the olass of
qurrent and Tormay *av;d"*‘%:a's smnploved by A CAR TAX] SERVICE LLU and A
CAR, LLO {"A-0ab’} that has been certified by the Couwrt. Your sgg_m@ as a class
member are discussed In His notice. :

NOTICE OF CLASS ACTION CERTIFICATION

O [date] this Qourt issued an Orf‘}m;’{*ﬁﬁif'ﬁg’“g-ﬁ%i%fsnﬁéa aolasy gotion &y
s texi drivs o plovses of A-Qab (the “clsgs m ﬁ*i’*‘éﬁc‘f\~ Cwho werg employad gt

-a-mft’m fromm July 1, 2007 o ‘.‘f} soamber 3 ‘5“ 2098, Tha mrmw of such class

,...”..11

vy

action certifioalion is 1o resgive the *f\n{:}wtm que :ssimb
{f‘?ﬁ} ii?w% ﬁxi:::‘b DWE c*i”m:» sembars any npakd minimunt wages purstant

[

to Nevada's Constition?
(K fi“‘sm o owe olass ‘sé‘f‘f‘b vs inimum wages, what is the apwount sach
is owed and 0 mua BOw be paid by AOah?
{3} What addiional f;"-‘:;.m—._._f *.t i any, should &-Cab Ry {0 e olass membears
hasides unpaid “f*sﬁ‘**" N -*@;f-::ﬁg-aﬁ“‘?
41 For those cigss membe zs-s wh have wrminated thelr emplon
yainee October 8, z"}i‘“% what, §any, addiional money, wp to 30 x::ss bt
wag}ﬁm_. 376 O w;..d e them i:w ’5s~i.m:a§\ mﬁ Nevads R@ﬁe‘% ] Stk wii 5&8‘1@4&?
o  The olass cerifioation §$‘§ ihis cass My alse be amarded orrevizad |
the future whéﬁh- reans the Ca it may not snswer all of the sbove que St fons or
raay answer addiional qusstions.

~

*-’-‘Z'..'
}
o]
{: (3
oo
3
. e"“
<%
i
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ww
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NOTIOE OF YOUR RIGHTS AS A CLASS WEMRER
i vou wish o have yourgigim as a dass membar dac {j\ d a8 \:s a? fhis
_ 3::3 Ga not need o do anything. The i:.ssm r@p:‘emm o by e
Graanberg and Dana S mﬁ;cﬂ*‘ sh{the © iw; coungel). Thedr cﬁﬁﬁﬁ e

Groonbem Professional Carporation, lonaled at 2068 Sout ’; J:} s SE':&E&-?-@-&%&& £

&, Las Vegsas, Nw\tm ti #1453 Thair lelephoneg number is 7033 e‘&a S8 snd amal
can be sent o tham al kongresnberg@overtiselaw.con, 'Lf‘_\i__"*‘i‘*}i woations by
arnad ingtead of M\“QNW‘ calls gre prefered,
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‘zf:m arg not required to have your claim for unpaid minmum wages and
otheyr passible maonies owad 1o you by ﬁiﬁ@ \i {::wci as part of this cass. £§ YOu
wigh u} Mm‘w:ﬂe wu wel from the olass you s by HHing a8 written ar
signed statement in t 1 Court
mnﬁac@a‘-ﬂ Cristrig *‘f‘l st whis

107 110 Iader than vi;,m
amwms and siating tha ’Z'fg
exolude yourself fram the o
case, whather favorable or unfavorable to the olass. P you remain & member o
Eh::f tﬁ&&&: YO ITHRY enier an appearanos with i?ze Court thro qh an atomey of your

selection. Youdo need no : ol ga &t an a;tm ney W reprasent vou v this cass and
}’-Q.Li.'fﬁzii & ¢ 8o you will be Teprese SES COUNSS

”

2 file an tm% M Wax?* ﬁ*m \,i@m of the Lighth

b

w

oh is lovated &l 200 Lawin Ay el g, Las \,w as, Nevads,

date 55 dave after madiingl set (i g fowths wour Name an £

u arg sxoiuding gmfsaﬁrcm *ma: case. Hynu do nnt
ass you will he bound by [y L{Z‘gmé‘ﬁf PEn s:i:.,md frythis

-
1
» k

;1/

by

'1 (.'3

THE COQURT 18 NEUTRAL
?\Ea} e S sm on has deen made that A {:’ab Gy N’my OWES INY CIRGS
membans any money. The Cowrtis nedtral in this case and is not 3&%** ising you ! el
take Ay pE ammidrumag of w‘:mn if you have (.;Lit‘:&ii{.‘sﬂ-b aboid this notios oy your
fagal rghts against A-Cab you should contact class counsal at ?‘U"‘ “‘b% SURS of by
e 10 im ;; ~ﬁ?:wz w_,m*mtm sl Lom mm RS iwfi yansthar altormey. The

Court cannet advise you about what you should do

-r-r‘c-r

N RETALIATION IS PERMITTED IF YOU CHOQSE
TO PART E“"’ﬁ?‘&fﬁ N THIR LAaWsSUIT
M@‘«dﬁ’ﬂ«ﬁ* wiitytion protects you fron any relaliation or dischargs from
your employmeant i ‘\ *‘:,se ipating in this case’ f:s: fé&fﬂ-ﬁﬁ.amg a member of the class.
You cannot i:*ea ‘cqmm A Cab of fired o w :;-;-r' arnploymeant with them for
haing & olass meamb e‘& Cah eannot firg you {::‘ pish you if this case is
successiul in *\3?} W'ag ey for the olags mambers g tmj:}ff}ﬂ receive o sharg of

i’}i;-sa:-i?'@
& Hon. Kennath Cary, Disteint Court ) Mdﬁ
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DISTRICT COURT CIVIL COVER SHEEY | -
County, Mevada 1{3\&“ 1 5 - ? 2 3 {.} {3’ 3 - ‘::2
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Pl i) emedaddress’phonel want(s) {rameyaddress p*mm‘:
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MARK I BOURASRA,

JASMINKA DUBRID, individually and ow bekalf

E'*f?*f‘hm‘ii-“aﬁg Filed
QTIOTI208 04:34:08 PM

COMVID

Novada Rar No. Nf@;’ o
TRENT L. RICH; ‘uth }*M}

CLERK OF THE COURY

.th‘ *iﬁw B"H" ’\k} i}hg.&};’?}

Eiii b{}i R*&‘ﬂs‘% *g LA‘W {}R{N P E AL

Fax: (702) 8512188

mbowassaiourassalawaioupeon

“mh*‘m‘swﬁ oy urd:a\,-\ifmg TR
tetorniey for Plainiiffs

CLABK COUNTY, NEVADA
LaseNoo AL 1R 721083~ 0

e 3‘\ }{}i\w@
{ E A’%*ﬁs cx{“s“mw {vﬁMii‘ix& i"% T AND

of those similarly mmﬂum

R

“ong -

Plaimtiff,

i

@%‘:zhh‘«'---

i

& CAR LLL, 8 Nevada Limited Lis
¢ U!ii{’idﬂﬂ., and POES 1 thwoagh 20

P S T N A N SR

Diefendanss,

Platntift JARMINKA DURBRIC, (hereinafier reforred to as “Plaintiff?), by and through

..... \

Ter sttomeys of record, The Boutassa Law Group, LL Coom Ewiwi% -{-.sf fersell and all other

persons sintdady aﬂm{n d, alleges upon koowledge as © herself and their own acts, and upon

Ky

intormation and belief as 1o all other matters, brings this ¢ somplaint against the above-damed

~

defendant and i support’ ther vaf alleges the following:

PRUEULIDUNARY STATEMENT

i, Plaintitl brings this class actien on her pwn behalf and on the behalf of all others

= zmiﬂzriv situate d ia:«‘r damages arising fom vielations of the Nevada Constitotion, Article 15,

Sevtion 18
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Yenue

L,

Lo Venwe in this District is proper because Maintift and & CAR, LLC, & Nevads

-‘rua'

Limited Liability Corupany “Defendant™ reside andfor do business in the District of Nevada.

oper ity this disirict because the acts and transactions that give Tise o =hsa avtion

2
,
fradl
S
0
s
ﬂ-ul

13

B

ogeurred, in substantial parg, in the Disteict of Nevada,

PARTIE
3, Plaintiff is, and at all times pertinent horpto was, & natival person who resides In
Clark County, Mevada,

4. Upan information and beled] at all times pertinent hersto, Defendant & Cab, LLC

o

(“Defondant™ is and was & Nevada Limited Liahility Corpovation with its peincipal place of

businoss located st 1500 Searles Avenue Las V egas, NV 89101 and ut all times pertinent horato,

was & restdent of Ulark County, Nevada,

'1

At all relevant umm PDOES | theough 28, and cach of them, were | logal avtities. a}ﬁ

-

adividuals d(ihiﬁ_i}uﬁiﬁﬁb‘“ in the Stafe of Nevads, That the tue namnes and capacitdes, w hether

s

individoal, corporale, sgenls, associaticsr-or otherwise of the Defendants, DOES 1 theough 20,

nchistve, are anbnown to PlaattlY, who therefore sues said Defendams by_sud; CHIOUS Dames.

/n‘j‘ B

Plaintill s informed and belioves, and therson alleges, that cach of the Defendants designated

horetn as DXOES aee responsible in some mauner for the events and happenings herein referred to,

and 1 sorne ey proxanetely caysed the i ﬁ;ums and damages theveby to Plaintiff » t"i hereing

;r.r.m

alfeged.  Plaintiff will ask leave of Cowt to amend the Complaint to lnsert the trie names and

capmotties of DOES 1 Gwongh 20 and state appropriste charging sllegations when that informa img
hag besn sscertainad,
&, Avall dooes velevant o Gds Complainy, Pladntfl was eoploved by Dofondanmt as &

ng

Eeplyy £ FE T DU |
favt cab dyver (D™

b

P

s
gl "N

5'-4’

AA001466



?::_ﬁm‘;

19

pid!

ey

PRy )

e zeTs

” ””"m..“““‘:. v

Lo

255

7. Plaintif®s  compensation ay Deiver for  Delendant was  based upon a
“oommission” ol a nc:m.rm,:, of her fres,

S Pursuant I}»f:&ndmf pnhmwupphe@biﬁ e all Deivers, In the event that an
emmployee’s comuprissions do not equal or exessd minimum wage, Defendant will pay the Driver

& “riniraom wage supplement”
Q, Defendant’s policies alxo pm;m fhat any tips eaned by Drivers are © be
ant towards the calonlation of minfmirm wage.

L NRS 6U8.160(1)b) provides that 1 i3 uniawfil oran emplover to “[alpply as »

K

oredit foward the payment of the statatory minimmm howrly wage cstablished by any law o this

Fy

{

Ktate any tps or gratuties bestowed upon the emplovees of that person,™

Hho As o mesuit of Defendant’s unlawiid tip credit policy, Plaiodff’s wages were

. iy 'E PN
I

equently less than the minimum wage xe SEf dred under the New z}{g. Constiintion, Article 15,
Section 16,

12 Pefendant alse made other wdawld andior unsuthorized deductionsy from

wages, neluding but oot Hmited to deduciions v purportod Pcash loan foes,” thus

g

i
)
&
ooy
pon
£
s
i,
e
e
f'ﬂ
s

cansing Plantiil™s pay o drog below minimign wage.

CLASS ALLEGATIONS

4
ok

£3. Plawtfl teings this sotion gt a olass action parspant 0 KRCP 23 on hehalf of

i !

Dersell and w olass of all shollaly situsted persons emploved {5};- Defondant in the. Smtc of

Mevada,

4. The class of similaly situsded persons consists of all persons whe were

swployed by Defondant diping the ¢ applicable statntory petiod prior o the filing of this

Complamt continuing witil date of judgment as Deivers in the State of Nevada,

AA001467
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Hlaintifhy seel certification pursuant fo NRCP Rude 23 for the Clasy, Plaintifis

e
T

are informed and believe, and thereon alloge, that the Clase is so sumerons that joinder-of all

members would be impractical, The scinal manber of class members iy readily ascertainable by

a veview of Defeadant’s records through appropuiate diseovery.

IETS 8IS (s tmm of Taow and Bt common to the Class. Corwmon e \ima 15 of

puf;

{8, 'i

faw aned fact inchade, byt s ot limtted 1, the following:

57

Whether Defendant failed to pay miniroum wage to the Class as vequired by

> Mevada Constitution, Asticle 15, Section 186
bo Whether Defendant inpernissibly  credited fips towards the payment of
misimwn wage resulting in payment of loss thay minimusn wage to the Class
5 required E" the Moy am{‘s:}m‘fmmfr’&f-,.n,\.}"* Secting 16,
o Whether Defbndant made snlawfl deductions from the Ol WAZES,
meluding, but not Himbted to, deductions for “cash loan fees® rosulting &

payment of less thar mindyum wage to the Class as rogquired by the Nevada

TR

Con %mmm, Article 15, Section 18,

Mol

Wi clainy are typieal of those of the members of the class so that proof of

Jresyy
3
[
L
tprist
#,
&
ooy
yué
ll’

T

8.COMMarar maﬁic wet of Sotewill ey a@hiishi‘ & *t ‘hi of cach mémber of i

]

18 Questions of law and ot common o the Class predominate over any questions
affecting individual members of the Class,

W A class setion iy superiar to the other gvailable msthods for the fair and efficiont
| *admi* cation of the controversy, Due o the ia*p;wmw af the Class me n sers” clatias, the interests
’ s

of indivial copnomy will be best sorved by adjudication of this lawsuit as a vlass achion. Pl

type of case is oniquely well-solted for claws Geaiment because Pldoitll beliove >y that the

. =

staployers” practiosy were uniform and the by weden 18 on the emplover to establisk that is
: ~ & .. K
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method for compensating the class memy
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- class action,

- g

2 Plafumtdy will f&; andd adequately reproset the interesis of the nembers of the

}‘ s and hag oo interests that contlict with or are anfagont istio to the interests of the class,

'I

b 3 WAL ey " N
21 Pleintif} has retuined cowsel experienced i the prossvution of class action cuses
and employment claims and thos will be sble to appropriately proseonte this case on behalf of

he C lf, S5,

<& Flaimtill and her counsel are aware of their fituctary responsibilities o the

members of the proposed class and are determined to diligently discharge thoss duties by

vigorousty seeking the maximum possible recovery for all members of 3 the proposed class,

Y

‘-‘-;_i-. ] ‘}‘. ANy ¥ o e ‘ ;: 0 -_1(:-3' E s S ey < : 4 Y . e L BN W
L300 There v ne plaim, speedy, or ades quate x emedy other than Wy masintenanee of thig
clasy sofiont. The prossoution of ndividual remedies by me mbery m} h\_ clasy will tend to

'\ ol

establish inconsistent standards of comdugt for the d clondant and result In She mpatrment of

ok ass members” rights and the disposition of thelr interesis through actious to which they wees

wed parties, In addition, the class members” individual claims are small in amount angd they have

dosn, except By the prosecution of a class action cass.

{Nex { onst, Wt i*'*s % 3&} |
Bw Plaintil and the Class w&mt iﬁefuﬁiam

l"P-

-~ " 5 ";_\ _? Lo N i - . v»“—" o b W A
24, Pl incorporstes by iy reforence cach and svery allegation previoy ualy mads

i ths Complaind, a0 08 Sully set forth herein,
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he Nevada Constitution requires that Defendant pay

[

23, Article 13, Section 18 of
Plainiiff and the olass members an he owrly mintnmum wags for each hour worked,
00 However, Defendant failed to pay Plaintiff snd the olass members an amount

£
¥

squal to minimum wage for paclt hour worked by them. Defendant alao udawinlly credifed

sk

Pladntitl’s and the class members’ tips toward the payment of minfmum wage, and made

uawinl deductions from thelr wages, including but not limited o doductions for “cash loan

N

fors,” resulting in payment of less than suinimun wage o Plaintiff and the olass mombers,

27 Detendant’s conduect fn falling to pay Plalatil and the class members for all

houars worked in violation of Article 13, Section 18, of the Nevada Constitution was malicions

and/or oppressive conduet by the defendant and undertaken with the iment to defeaud and

ppress plamitt and the class, thas warranting the i posttion of punitive damages parsuant fo

NES § 42.008 sufficient {o punish and embarrass Defendant thereby deterring such condne it by

i in the fulure for the following reasona

A Plaimtif! s oformed and belioves 5, ared thereon alleges, that Defenda

was aware of ite obligation to pay its eraployees at least minkminn wage for sach howr worked

pursiant to the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act, and i3 a2 paty to 8 consent judgment with

respeet to its failuwre {0 pay s emplovess af least minimum wage for the time pericd of Ociober
b, 201G, twongh Optober 1, 20120 See Perez v 4 Cud, L1, Federal District of Nevada Case

21 4ecv-01615-JOM-VER,

b, Plaintiff &s informed and belleves and therson alles sges that Defendant,

despity also having, and being aware of an expeess obligation to pay minimum wags under

-

Article 15, Section 16, of the Nevada Constitotion, such sbhgation commencing ne later than

July 1, 2007, and o advise Plaintiff and the olaas members, in we g, of their entitlement to the
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