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Chronological Index

Doc
No.

Description Vol. Bates Nos.

1 Complaint, filed 10/08/2012 I AA000001-
AA000008

2 Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Complaint,
filed 11/15/2012

I AA000009-
AA000015

3 Response in Opposition to Defendants’
Motion to Dismiss, filed 12/06/2012

I AA000016-
AA000059

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

I AA000060-
AA000074

5 First Amended Complaint, filed 01/30/2013 I AA000075-
AA000081

6 Decision and Order, filed 02/11/2013 I AA000082-
AA000087

7 Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration,
filed 02/27/2013

I AA000088-
AA000180

8 Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to
Defendants’ Motion Seeking
Reconsideration of the Court’s February 8,
2013 Order Denying Defendants’ Motion to
Dismiss, filed 03/18/2013

I AA000181-
AA000187

9 Defendant’s Motion to Strike Amended
Complaint, filed 03/25/2013

I AA000188-
AA000192

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

I AA000193-
AA000201

11 Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to
Defendants’ Motion to Strike First Amended
Complaint and Counter-Motion for a Default
Judgment or Sanctions Pursuant to EDCR
7.60(b), filed 04/11/2013

II AA000202-
AA000231



12 Defendant A Cab, LLC’s Answer to
Complaint, filed 04/22/2013

II AA000232-
AA000236

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

II AA000237-
AA000248

14 Minute Order from April 29, 2013 Hearing II AA000249

15 Order, filed 05/02/2013 II AA000250-
AA000251

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

II AA000252-
AA000256

17 Motion to Certify this Case as a Class Action
Pursuant to NRCP Rule 23 and Appoint a
Special Master Pursuant to NRCP Rule 53,
filed 05/19/2015

II AA000257-
AA000398

18 Defendant’s Opposition to Motion to Certify
Case as Class Action Pursuant to NRCP 23
and Appoint a Special Master Pursuant to
NRCP 53, filed 06/08/2015

III AA000399-
AA000446

19 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Opposition
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Certify this Case as a
Class Action Pursuant to NRCP Rule 23 and
Appoint a Special Master Pursuant to NRCP
Rile 53, filed 07/13/2018

III AA000447-
AA000469

20 Defendant’s Motion for Declaratory Order
Regarding Statue of Limitations, filed
08/10/2015

III AA000470-
AA000570

21 Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’
Second Claim for Relief, filed 08/10/2015

III AA000571-
AA000581

22 Second Amended Supplemental Complaint,
filed 08/19/2015

III AA000582-
AA000599

23 Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to
Defendants’ Motion for Declaratory Order
Regarding Statue of Limitations, filed

IV AA000600-
AA000650



08/28/2015

24 Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to
Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’
Second Claim for Relief, filed 08/28/2015

IV AA000651-
AA000668

25 Defendants Reply In Support of Motion to
Dismiss Plaintiffs’ Second Claim for Relief,
filed 09/08/2015

IV AA000669-
AA000686

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

IV AA000687-
AA000691

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

IV AA000692-
AA000708

28 Defendant A Cab, LLC’s Answer to Second
Amended Complaint, filed 09/14/2015

IV AA000709-
AA000715

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

IV AA000716-
AA000759

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

IV, V AA000760-
AA000806

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

V AA000807-
AA000862

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

V AA000863-
AA000869

33 Response in Opposition to Defendants’
Motion to Dismiss and for Summary
Judgment Against Plaintiff Michael Murray,
filed 10/08/2015

V AA000870-
AA000880

34 Response in Opposition to Defendants’
Motion to Dismiss and for Summary

V AA000881-
AA000911



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

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

V AA000912-
AA000919

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

V AA000920-
AA000930

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

V AA000931-
AA001001

38 Transcript of Proceedings, November 3, 2015 VI AA001002-
AA001170

39 Minute Order from November 9, 2015
Hearing

VI AA001171

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

VI AA001172-
AA001174

41 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 53, filed 02/10/2016

VI AA001175-
AA001190

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

VI AA001191-
AA001192

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

VI AA001193-
AA001194

44 Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration,
filed 02/25/2016

VII AA001195-
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

VII, VIII AA001237-
AA001416

47 Minute Order from March 28, 2016 Hearing VIII 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

VIII 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

VIII 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

VIII 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

VIII AA001523-
AA001544

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

VIII 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
Pleadings Pursuant to NRCP 12(c) with
Respect to All Claims for Damages Outside
the Two-Year Statue of Limitations, filed
11/17/2016

VIII AA001587-
AA001591

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

IX AA001592-
AA001621

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

IX AA001622-
AA001661

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

IX, X,
XI

AA001662-
AA002176

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

XI AA002177-
AA002178

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

XI AA002179-
AA002189

59 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed
01/11/2017

XII,
XIII,
XIV,
XV

AA002190-
AA002927



60 Motion to Bifurcate Issue of Liability of
Defendant Creighton J. Nady from Liability
of Corporate Defendants or Alternative
Relief, filed 01/12/2017

XV,
XVI

AA002928-
AA003029

61 Errata to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed 01/13/2017

XVI AA003030-
AA003037

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

XVI AA003038-
AA003066

63 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
to Bifurcate Issue of Liability of Defendant
Creighton J. Nady from Liability of
Corporate Defendants or Alternative Relief,
filed 01/30/2017

XVI AA003067-
AA003118

64 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment, filed
02/02/2017

XVI AA003119-
AA003193

65 Plaintiffs’ Motion on OST to Expedite
Issuance 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 02/03/2017

XVII,
XVIII

AA003194-
AA003548

66 Transcript of Proceedings, February 8, 2017 XVIII AA003549-
AA003567

67 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
on OST to Expedite Issuance of Order
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

XVIII,
XIX

AA003568-
AA003620



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

XIX AA003621-
AA003624

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

XIX AA003625-
AA003754

70 Transcript of Proceedings, February 14, 2017 XIX AA003755-
AA003774

71 Order Granting Certain Relief on 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
02/16/2017

XIX AA003775-
AA003776

72 Supplement to Order For Injunction Filed on
February 16, 2017, filed 02/17/2017

XIX AA003777-
AA003780

73 Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Have Case Reassigned
to Dept I per EDCR Rule 1.60 and
Designation as Complex Litigation per
NRCP Rule 16.1(f), filed on 02/21/2017

XIX AA003781-
AA003782

74 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Opposition
to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment, filed 02/22/2017

XIX,
XX

AA003783-
AA003846

75 Plaintiffs’ Supplement to Plaintiffs’ Reply to
Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment, filed
02/23/2017

XX AA003847-
AA003888



76 Declaration of Charles Bass, filed
02/27/2017

XX AA003889-
AA003892

77 Transcript of Proceedings, May 18, 2017 XX,
XXI

AA003893-
AA004023

78 Supplement to Defendants’ Opposition to
Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment, filed 05/24/2017

XXI AA004024-
AA004048

79 Supplement to Defendants’ Opposition to
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Bifurcate Issue of
Liability of Defendant Creighton J. Nady
From Liability of Corporate Defendants or
Alternative Relief, filed 05/31/2017

XXI AA004049-
AA004142

80 Motion on Order Shortening Time to Extend
Damages Class Certification and for Other
Relief, filed 06/02/2017

XXI AA004143-
AA004188

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

82 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
on Order Shortening Time to Extend
Damages Class Certification and for Other
Relief, filed 06/09/2017

XXII AA004205-
AA004222

83 Transcript of Proceedings, June 13, 2017 XXII AA004223-
AA004244

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

XXII AA004245-
AA004298

85 Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed 07/14/2017

XXII AA004299-
AA004302

86 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXII 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
to Impose Sanctions Against Defendants for
Violating this Court’s Order of March 9,
2017 and Compelling Compliance with that
Order, filed 07/31/2017

XXII AA004309-
AA004336

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

XXII AA004337-
AA004338

91 Declaration of Plaintiffs’ Counsel Leon
Greenberg, Esq., filed 11/02/2017

XXII,
XXIII,
XXIV,
XXV

AA004339-
AA004888

92 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and
Motion to Place Evidentiary Burden on
Defendants to Establish “Lower Tier”
Minimum Wage and Declare NAC
608.102(2)(b) Invalid, filed 11/02/2017

XXV AA004889-
AA004910

93 Motion for Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issues
for Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed 11/03/2017

XXV AA004911-
AA004932

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

XXV,
XXVI

AA004933-
AA005030

95 Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment,
filed 11/27/2017

XXVI AA005031-
AA005122

96 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issues for

XXVI AA005123-
AA005165



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

97 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendant’s Opposition
to Plaintiffs’ Motions for Partial Summary
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

XXVI,
XXVII

AA005166-
AA005276

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

XXVII AA005277-
AA005369

99 Minute Order from December 7, 2017
Hearing

XXVII AA005370-
AA005371

100 Response in Opposition to Defendant’s
Motion for Summary Judgment, filed
12/14/2017

XXVII,
XXVIII

AA005372-
AA005450

101 Transcript of Proceedings, December 14,
2017

XXVIII AA005451-
AA005509

102 Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Exclude
Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Experts, filed
12/22/2017

XXVIII AA005510-
AA005564

103 Plaintiffs’ Omnibus Motion in Limine # 1-
25, filed 12/22/2017

XXVIII,
XXIV

AA005565-
AA005710

104 Defendants’ Reply in Support of Motion for
Summary Judgment, filed 12/27/2017

XXIV AA005711-
AA005719

105 Transcript of Proceedings, January 2, 2018 XXIV AA005720-
AA005782

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

XXIV AA005783-
AA005832

107 Plaintiffs’ Supplement in Support of Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment, filed
01/09/2018

XXX AA005833-
AA005966



108 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’
Omnibus Motion in Limine #1-25, filed
01/12/2018

XXX AA005967-
AA006001

109 Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendants’ Motion
in Limine to Exclude Expert Testimony, filed
01/12/2018

XXX,
XXXI

AA006002-
AA006117

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

XXXI AA006118-
AA006179

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

XXXI AA006180-
AA001695

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
Appointment of Special Master, filed
01/31/2018

XXXII AA006239-
AA006331

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

XXXII AA006332-
AA006334

117 Transcript of Proceedings, February 2, 2018 XXXII AA006335-
AA006355

118 Defendants’ Supplement Pertaining to an
Order to Appoint Special Master, filed
02/05/2018

XXXII AA006356-
AA006385

119 Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to Appoint
a Special Master, filed 02/07/2018

XXXII AA006386-
AA006391

120 Defendants’ Supplement to Its Proposed XXXII AA006392-



Candidates for Special Master, filed
02/07/2018

AA006424

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

XXXII AA006425-
AA006426

122 Transcript of Proceedings, February 15, 2018 XXXII,
XXXIII

AA006427-
AA006457

123 NC Supreme Court Judgment, filed
05/07/2018

XXXIII AA006458-
AA006463

124 Pages intentionally omitted XXXIII AA006464-
AA006680

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

XXXIII,
XXXIV

AA006681-
AA006897

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

XXXIV AA006898-
AA006914

127 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon
Greenberg, Esq., filed 04/26/2018

XXXIV AA006915-
AA006930

128 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Jasminka Dubric’s
Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for
Miscellaneous Relief, filed 04/26/2018

XXXIV AA006931-
AA006980

129 Supplemental Declaration of Class Counsel,
Leon Greenberg, Esq., filed 05/16/2018

XXXIV AA006981-
AA007014

130 Second Supplemental Declaration of Class
Counsel, Leon Greenberg, Esq., filed
05/18/2018

XXXIV AA007015-
AA007064

131 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’
Declarations; Motion on OST to Lift Stay,
Hold Defendants in Contempt, Strike Their

XXXV AA007065-
AA007092



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
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for
Miscellaneous Relief, filed 05/21/2018

XXXV AA007093-
AA007231

133 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon
Greenberg, Esq., filed 05/30/2018

XXXV AA007232-
AA007249

134 Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’
Additional Declaration, filed 05/31/2018

XXXVI AA007250-
AA007354

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

XXXVI AA007355-
AA007359

136 Defendants’ Supplemental List of Citations
Per Court Order, filed 06/04/2018

XXXVI AA007360-
AA007384

137 Transcript of Proceedings, filed 07/12/2018 XXXVI,
XXXVII

AA007385-
AA007456

138 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon
Greenberg, Esq., filed 06/20/2018

XXXVII
,
XXXVII
I,
XXXIX,
XL

AA007457-
AA008228

139 Plaintiffs Supplement in Support of Entry of
Final Judgment Per Hearing Held June 5,
2018, filed 06/22/2018

XL, XLI AA008229-
AA008293

140 Defendants’ Objection to Billing By Stricken
Special Master Michael Rosten, filed
06/27/2018

XLI AA008294-
AA008333

141 Opposition to Additional Relief Requested in
Plaintiffs’ Supplement, filed 07/10/2018

XLI AA008334-
AA008348



142 Defendants’ Supplemental Authority in
Response to Declaration of June 20, 2018,
filed 07/10/2018

XLI AA008349-
AA008402

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

XLI AA008403-
AA008415

144 Plaintiffs’ Supplement in Reply and In
Support of Entry of Final Judgment Per
Hearing Held June 5, 2018, filed 07/13/2018

XLI,
XLII

AA008416-
AA008505

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

XLII AA008506-
AA008575

146 Plaintiffs’ Supplement in Reply to
Defendants’ Supplement Dated July 18,
2018, filed 08/03/2018

XLII AA008576-
AA008675

147 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Judgment,
filed 08/22/2018

XLIII AA008676-
AA008741

148 Motion to Amend Judgment, filed
08/22/2018

XLIII AA008742-
AA008750

149 Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration,
Amendment, for New Trial, and for
Dismissal of Claims, filed 09/10/2018

XLIII AA008751-
AA008809

150 Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Amend
Judgment, filed 09/10/2018

XLIII AA008810-
AA008834

151 Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Opposition
to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Amend Judgment,
filed 09/20/2018

XLIII,
XLIV

AA008835-
AA008891

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

XLIV AA008892-
AA008916



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

154 Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendants’ Ex-Parte
Motion to Quash Writ of Execution on an
OST and Counter-Motion for Appropriate
Judgment Enforcement Relief, filed
09/24/2018

XLIV AA008919-
AA008994

155 Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to
Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration,
Amendment, for New Trial and for Dismissal
of Claims, filed 09/27/2018

XLIV AA008995-
AA009008

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

XLIV AA009009-
AA009029

157 Defendant’s Exhibits in support of Ex-Parte
Motion to Quash Writ of Execution and, In
the Alternative, Motion for Partial Stay of
Execution on Order Shortening Time, filed
10/01/2018

XLIV,
XLV

AA009030-
AA009090

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

XLV AA009091-
AA009096

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

XLV AA009097-
AA009102

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

XLV AA009103-
AA009108

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

XLV AA009109-
AA009114

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

XLV AA009115-
AA009120



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

XLV AA009121-
AA009126

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

XLV AA009127-
AA009132

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

XLV AA009133-
AA009142

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

XLV AA009143-
AA009167

167 Plaintiffs’ Objections to Claims from
Exemption from Execution and Notice of
Hearing, filed 10/15/2018

XLV AA009168-
AA009256

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

XLV AA009257-
AA009263

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

XLV AA009264-
AA009271

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

XLV AA009272-
AA009277

171 Defendants’ Motion for Dismissal of Claims
on Order Shortening Time, filed 10/17/2018

XLV AA009278-
AA009288

172 Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to
Defendants’ Motion for Dismissal of Claims
on an Order Shortening Time, filed
10/17/2018

XLVI AA009289-
AA009297

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
Support of an Award of Attorneys Fees and
Costs as Per NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada
Constitution, filed 10/29/2018

XLVI AA009401-
AA009413

177 Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for an
Award of Attorneys Fees and Costs Per
NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada Constitution,
filed 11/01/2018

XLVI,
XLVII

AA009414-
AA009552

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

XLVII AA009553-
AA009578

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

XLVII AA009579-
AA009604

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

181 Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion to File a
Supplement in Support of an Award of
Attorneys Fees and Costs Per NRCP Rule 54
and the Nevada Constitution, filed
11/16/2018

XLVII AA009614-
AA009626

182 Plaintiffs’ Ex Parte Motion for Temporary
Restraining Order and Motion on an Order
Requiring the Turnover of Certain Property
of the Judgment Debtor Pursuant to NRS
21.320, filed 11/26/2018

XLVII AA009627-
AA009646



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

XLVII AA009647-
AA009664

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

XLVII AA009665-
AA009667

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
Constitution, filed 11/28/2018

XLVII AA009668-
AA009674

186 Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Ex-
Parte Motion for a Temporary Restraining
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

XLVII AA009675-
AA009689

187 Resolution Economics’ Reply to Defendants’
Opposition and Plaintiffs’ Response to its
Application for an Order of Payment of
Special Master’s Fees and Motion for
Contempt, filed 12/03/2018

XLVII AA009690-
AA009696

188 Minute Order from December 4, 2018
Hearing

XLVIII AA009697-
AA009700

189 Transcript of Proceedings, December 4, 2018 XLVIII AA009701-
AA009782

190 Transcript of Proceedings, December 11,
2018

XLVIII AA009783-
AA009800

191 Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Other Relief, Including Receiver, filed
12/12/2018

XLVIII AA009801-
AA009812

192 Transcript of Proceedings, December 13,
2018

XLVIII AA009813-
AA009864



193 Notice of Entry of Order Denying Motion to
Quash, filed 12/18/2018

XLVIII AA009865-
AA009887

194 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Objections
to Claims from Exemption of Execution,
filed 12/18/2018

XLVIII AA009888-
AA009891

195 Plaintiffs’ Objections to Claims of
Exemption from Execution and Notice of
Hearing, filed 12/19/2018

XLIX AA009892-
AA009915

196 Order on Motion for Dismissal of Claims on
Order Shortening Time, filed 12/20/2018

XLIX AA009916-
AA009918

197 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion for
Judgment Enforcement, filed 01/02/2019

XLIX AA009919-
AA009926

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

XLIX AA009927-
AA009928

199 Amended Notice of Appeal, filed 01/15/2019 XLIX AA009929-
AA009931

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

XLIX AA009932-
AA009996

201 Motion to Distribute Funds Held by Class
Counsel, filed 01/5/2019

XLIX, L AA009997-
AA010103

202 Defendants’ Motion to Pay Special Master on
Order Shortening Time, filed 01/17/2019

L AA010104-
AA010114

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

L AA010115-
AA010200

204 Judgment and Order Granting Resolution
Economics’ Application for Order of
Payment of Special Master’s Fees and Order
of Contempt, filed on 02/04/2019

L AA010201-
AA010207



205 Minute Order from February 5, 2019 Hearing L AA01208-
AA01209

206 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Resolution
Economics’ Application for Order of
Payment and Contempt, filed 02/05/2019

L AA010210-
AA010219

207 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiffs’
Motion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs, filed
02/07/2019

L AA010220-
AA010230

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

L AA010231-
AA010274

209 Order, filed 03/04/2019 L AA010275-
AA010278

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

L AA010279-
AA010280

211 Order on Defendants’ Motion for
Reconsideration, filed 03/05/2019

L AA010281-
AA010284

212 Second Amended Notice of Appeal, filed
03/06/2019

L AA010285-
AA010288

213 Special Master Resolution Economics’
Opposition to Defendants Motion for
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

LI AA010289-
AA010378

214 Notice of Entry of Order Denying
Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration of

LI AA010379-
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,
2018

LI AA010385-
AA010452

216 Transcript of Proceedings, September 28,
2018

LI, LII AA010453-
AA010519

217 Minute Order from May 23, 2018 Hearing LII AA10520

218 Minute Order from June 1, 2018 Hearing LII AA10521

Alphabetical Index

Doc
No.

Description Vol. Bates Nos.

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

XLVII AA009579-
AA009604

199 Amended Notice of Appeal, filed 01/15/2019 XLIX AA009929-
AA009931

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

XLV AA009103-
AA009108

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

XLV AA009115-
AA009120

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

XLV AA009121-
AA009126

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

XLV AA009127-
AA009132



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

XLV AA009091-
AA009096

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

XLV AA009097-
AA009102

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

XLV AA009109-
AA009114

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
02/27/2017

XX AA003889-
AA003892

127 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon
Greenberg, Esq., filed 04/26/2018

XXXIV AA006915-
AA006930

133 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon
Greenberg, Esq., filed 05/30/2018

XXXV AA007232-
AA007249

138 Declaration of Class Counsel, Leon
Greenberg, Esq., filed 06/20/2018

XXXVII
,
XXXVII
I,
XXXIX,
XL

AA007457-
AA008228

91 Declaration of Plaintiffs’ Counsel Leon
Greenberg, Esq., filed 11/02/2017

XXII,
XXIII,
XXIV,
XXV

AA004339-
AA004888

12 Defendant A Cab, LLC’s Answer to II AA000232-



Complaint, filed 04/22/2013 AA000236

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

II AA000252-
AA000256

28 Defendant A Cab, LLC’s Answer to Second
Amended Complaint, filed 09/14/2015

IV AA000709-
AA000715

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

V AA000863-
AA000869

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

XLIV AA008892-
AA008916

157 Defendant’s Exhibits in support of Ex-Parte
Motion to Quash Writ of Execution and, In
the Alternative, Motion for Partial Stay of
Execution on Order Shortening Time, filed
10/01/2018

XLIV,
XLV

AA009030-
AA009090

20 Defendant’s Motion for Declaratory Order
Regarding Statue of Limitations, filed
08/10/2015

III AA000470-
AA000570

7 Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration,
filed 02/27/2013

I AA000088-
AA000180

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

IV AA000716-
AA000759

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

IV, V AA000760-
AA000806

2 Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Complaint,
filed 11/15/2012

I AA000009-
AA000015

21 Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’
Second Claim for Relief, filed 08/10/2015

III AA000571-
AA000581



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

IV AA000692-
AA000708

9 Defendant’s Motion to Strike Amended
Complaint, filed 03/25/2013

I AA000188-
AA000192

18 Defendant’s Opposition to Motion to Certify
Case as Class Action Pursuant to NRCP 23
and Appoint a Special Master Pursuant to
NRCP 53, filed 06/08/2015

III AA000399-
AA000446

186 Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Ex-
Parte Motion for a Temporary Restraining
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

XLVII AA009675-
AA009689

191 Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Other Relief, Including Receiver, filed
12/12/2018

XLVIII AA009801-
AA009812

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

I AA000193-
AA000201

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

II AA000237-
AA000248

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

I AA000060-
AA000074

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

V AA000912-
AA000919

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

V AA000920-
AA000930

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

V AA000931-
AA001001



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

IV AA000687-
AA000691

25 Defendants Reply In Support of Motion to
Dismiss Plaintiffs’ Second Claim for Relief,
filed 09/08/2015

IV AA000669-
AA000686

171 Defendants’ Motion for Dismissal of Claims
on Order Shortening Time, filed 10/17/2018

XLV AA009278-
AA009288

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

VIII AA001587-
AA001591

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

IX AA001592-
AA001621

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

XVI AA003038-
AA003066

149 Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration,
Amendment, for New Trial, and for
Dismissal of Claims, filed 09/10/2018

XLIII AA008751-
AA008809

44 Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration,
filed 02/25/2016

VII AA001195-
AA001231

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

L AA010231-
AA010274

95 Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment,
filed 11/27/2017

XXVI AA005031-
AA005122

102 Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Exclude
Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Experts, filed

XXVIII AA005510-
AA005564



12/22/2017

202 Defendants’ Motion to Pay Special Master on
Order Shortening Time, filed 01/17/2019

L AA010104-
AA010114

140 Defendants’ Objection to Billing By Stricken
Special Master Michael Rosten, filed
06/27/2018

XLI AA008294-
AA008333

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

XXXV AA007065-
AA007092

108 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’
Omnibus Motion in Limine #1-25, filed
01/12/2018

XXX AA005967-
AA006001

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

XXV,
XXVI

AA004933-
AA005030

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

VIII AA001523-
AA001544

82 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
on Order Shortening Time to Extend
Damages Class Certification and for Other
Relief, filed 06/09/2017

XXII AA004205-
AA004222

96 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issues for
Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed 11/27/2017

XXVI AA005123-
AA005165



64 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment, filed
02/02/2017

XVI AA003119-
AA003193

63 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
to Bifurcate Issue of Liability of Defendant
Creighton J. Nady from Liability of
Corporate Defendants or Alternative Relief,
filed 01/30/2017

XVI AA003067-
AA003118

89 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
to Impose Sanctions Against Defendants for
Violating this Court’s Order of March 9,
2017 and Compelling Compliance with that
Order, filed 07/31/2017

XXII AA004309-
AA004336

67 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion
on OST to Expedite Issuance of Order
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

XVIII,
XIX

AA003568-
AA003620

104 Defendants’ Reply in Support of Motion for
Summary Judgment, filed 12/27/2017

XXIV AA005711-
AA005719

134 Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’
Additional Declaration, filed 05/31/2018

XXXVI AA007250-
AA007354

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

XXIV AA005783-
AA005832

118 Defendants’ Supplement Pertaining to an
Order to Appoint Special Master, filed
02/05/2018

XXXII AA006356-
AA006385

120 Defendants’ Supplement to Its Proposed
Candidates for Special Master, filed
02/07/2018

XXXII AA006392-
AA006424

145 Defendants’ Supplemental Authority in XLII AA008506-



Response to Plaintiffs’ Additional
Supplement Filed July 13, 2018, filed
07/18/2018

AA008575

142 Defendants’ Supplemental Authority in
Response to Declaration of June 20, 2018,
filed 07/10/2018

XLI AA008349-
AA008402

136 Defendants’ Supplemental List of Citations
Per Court Order, filed 06/04/2018

XXXVI AA007360-
AA007384

61 Errata to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed 01/13/2017

XVI AA003030-
AA003037

5 First Amended Complaint, filed 01/30/2013 I AA000075-
AA000081

204 Judgment and Order Granting Resolution
Economics’ Application for Order of
Payment of Special Master’s Fees and Order
of Contempt, filed on 02/04/2019

L AA010201-
AA010207

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

XXXVI AA007355-
AA007359

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

XLI AA008403-
AA008415

14 Minute Order from April 29, 2013 Hearing II AA000249

99 Minute Order from December 7, 2017
Hearing

XXVII AA005370-
AA005371

113 Minute Order from January 25, 2018 Hearing XXXI AA006200-
AA006202

188 Minute Order from December 4, 2018
Hearing

XLVIII AA009697-
AA009700

205 Minute Order from February 5, 2019 Hearing L AA01208-



AA01209

218 Minute Order from June 1, 2018 Hearing LII AA10521

47 Minute Order from March 28, 2016 Hearing VIII AA001417

217 Minute Order from May 23, 2018 Hearing LII AA10520

39 Minute Order from November 9, 2015
Hearing

VI AA001171

93 Motion for Bifurcation and/or to Limit Issues
for Trial Per NRCP 42(b), filed 11/03/2017

XXV AA004911-
AA004932

92 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and
Motion to Place Evidentiary Burden on
Defendants to Establish “Lower Tier”
Minimum Wage and Declare NAC
608.102(2)(b) Invalid, filed 11/02/2017

XXV AA004889-
AA004910

59 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed
01/11/2017

XII,
XIII,
XIV,
XV

AA002190-
AA002927

80 Motion on Order Shortening Time to Extend
Damages Class Certification and for Other
Relief, filed 06/02/2017

XXI AA004143-
AA004188

148 Motion to Amend Judgment, filed
08/22/2018

XLIII AA008742-
AA008750

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

XLIX AA009932-
AA009996

60 Motion to Bifurcate Issue of Liability of
Defendant Creighton J. Nady from Liability
of Corporate Defendants or Alternative
Relief, filed 01/12/2017

XV,
XVI

AA002928-
AA003029

17 Motion to Certify this Case as a Class Action
Pursuant to NRCP Rule 23 and Appoint a
Special Master Pursuant to NRCP Rule 53,
filed 05/19/2015

II AA000257-
AA000398



201 Motion to Distribute Funds Held by Class
Counsel, filed 01/5/2019

XLIX, L AA009997-
AA010103

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

VIII AA001436-
AA001522

123 NC Supreme Court Judgment, filed
05/07/2018

XXXIII AA006458-
AA006463

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

214 Notice of Entry of Order Denying
Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration of
Judgment and Order Granting Resolution
Economics Application for Order of Payment
of Special Master’s Fees and Order of
Contempt, filed 08/09/2019

LI AA010379-
AA010384

193 Notice of Entry of Order Denying Motion to
Quash, filed 12/18/2018

XLVIII AA009865-
AA009887

173 Notice of Entry of Order, filed 10/22/2018 XLVI AA009298-
AA009301

147 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Judgment,
filed 08/22/2018

XLIII AA008676-
AA008741

197 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion for
Judgment Enforcement, filed 01/02/2019

XLIX AA009919-
AA009926

194 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Objections
to Claims from Exemption of Execution,
filed 12/18/2018

XLVIII AA009888-
AA009891

207 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiffs’
Motion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs, filed
02/07/2019

L AA010220-
AA010230

206 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Resolution L AA010210-



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

AA010219

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

XI AA002177-
AA002178

141 Opposition to Additional Relief Requested in
Plaintiffs’ Supplement, filed 07/10/2018

XLI AA008334-
AA008348

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

IX AA001622-
AA001661

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

IX, X,
XI

AA001662-
AA002176

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

XIX AA003625-
AA003754

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

XLV AA009257-
AA009263

177 Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for an
Award of Attorneys Fees and Costs Per
NRCP Rule 54 and the Nevada Constitution,
filed 11/01/2018

XLVI,
XLVII

AA009414-
AA009552

150 Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Amend
Judgment, filed 09/10/2018

XLIII AA008810-
AA008834

181 Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion to File a
Supplement in Support of an Award of
Attorneys Fees and Costs Per NRCP Rule 54
and the Nevada Constitution, filed
11/16/2018

XLVII AA009614-
AA009626



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

XLVII AA009647-
AA009664

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

VI AA001191-
AA001192

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

VI AA001193-
AA001194

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

XLIX AA009927-
AA009928

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

L AA010279-
AA010280

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

XXII AA004337-
AA004338

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

XXXII AA006332-
AA006334

85 Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed 07/14/2017

XXII AA004299-
AA004302

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

VIII AA001418-
AA001419



15 Order, filed 05/02/2013 II AA000250-
AA000251

86 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXII AA004303-
AA004304

87 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXII AA004305-
AA004306

88 Order, filed 07/17/2017 XXII 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 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
02/16/2017

XIX AA003775-
AA003776

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

VI AA001172-
AA001174

73 Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Have Case Reassigned
to Dept I per EDCR Rule 1.60 and
Designation as Complex Litigation per
NRCP Rule 16.1(f), filed on 02/21/2017

XIX AA003781-
AA003782

119 Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to Appoint
a Special Master, filed 02/07/2018

XXXII AA006386-
AA006391

41 Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to Certify VI AA001175-



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 53, filed 02/10/2016

AA001190

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

VIII AA001420-
AA001435

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

XXXII AA006425-
AA006426

211 Order on Defendants’ Motion for
Reconsideration, filed 03/05/2019

L AA010281-
AA010284

196 Order on Motion for Dismissal of Claims on
Order Shortening Time, filed 12/20/2018

XLIX AA009916-
AA009918

124 Pages intentionally omitted XXXIII AA006464-
AA006680

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

XXXIV AA006898-
AA006914

139 Plaintiffs Supplement in Support of Entry of
Final Judgment Per Hearing Held June 5,
2018, filed 06/22/2018

XL, XLI AA008229-
AA008293

182 Plaintiffs’ Ex Parte Motion for Temporary
Restraining Order and Motion on an Order
Requiring the Turnover of Certain Property
of the Judgment Debtor Pursuant to NRS
21.320, filed 11/26/2018

XLVII AA009627-
AA009646



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

XLV AA009143-
AA009167

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

XLV AA009133-
AA009142

65 Plaintiffs’ Motion on OST to Expedite
Issuance 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 02/03/2017

XVII,
XVIII

AA003194-
AA003548

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

XXXIII,
XXXIV

AA006681-
AA006897

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

XLVI AA009401-
AA009413
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LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 2017, 9:06 A.M.

* * * * *

THE CLERK:  Page 12, Michael Murray versus A Cab Taxi.  Case Number

A669926.

MR. GREENBERG:  Good morning, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Good morning.

MR. GREENBERG:  Leon Greenberg for plaintiffs.

MR. WALL:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Michael Wall for defendants. 

Esther Rodriguez, who is primary counsel for defendants, is before Judge Delaney

right now, because these matters are scheduled over each other.  

THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, do you want to argue the whole thing?  Do you

want the lay of the land?  Or how do you guys want to proceed?

MR. WALL:  I’m prepared to go forward, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  I’m sorry?

MR. WALL:  I am prepared to go forward, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.

MR. WALL:  Although it would seem to make sense, since counsel for Dubric

and counsel for -- and Esther are before Judge Delaney at the moment, it would

make sense to find out what she’s going to do first.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Greenberg, it’s your motion.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor, I take it the Court has reviewed the situation

and why this was brought before the Court on an expedited basis.  I actually hoped

to have this before Your Honor last week, but Your Honor of course has been busy

with other matters.
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THE COURT:  Uh-huh.

MR. GREENBERG:  What’s going on here, Your Honor, as I’m sure the Court

can appreciate, is something in complete derogation of what the Court has ordered

in this case.  These class claims are before this Court.  Your Honor, in June of last

year, signed an order certifying these class claims.  And the defendants, unhappy

with Your Honor’s order and the result of facing the prosecution of these class

claims in this case, are now going to Judge Delaney in a case that was filed two 

and a half years later, entering into a collusive agreement with the single plaintiff

there, and convincing Judge Delaney that she should also certify the class claims 

for purposes of settlement.  

And, Your Honor, there’s no reason for this.  I mean, I filed a reply    

on Friday.  They do not present to the Court a scintilla, not even the slightest thread

of reasoning to justify their conduct in doing that, Your Honor.  They say, well, you

know, this is in the interest of the class, etcetera.  Well, Your Honor, if they want    

to settle this case, they can come to Your Honor.  They don’t need my permission. 

I’m not the gatekeeper here of what they’re trying to do before Judge Delaney.  

There is no reason for them to be proceeding in this fashion, except,

quite honestly, Your Honor, to make the prosecution of this case and the vindication

of the class members’ interest properly in a fair procedure in the light of day where

the Court can scrutinize any resolution of those interests as difficult for me as

possible.  I have consumed now 50 hours of my time running before Judge Delaney,

who, for whatever reason, has not ascertained her lack of subject matter jurisdiction,

or if she has, she hasn’t stated it in the record in the Dubric proceedings so far.  

She clearly doesn’t have subject matter jurisdiction over these claims.
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THE COURT:  Because?

MR. GREENBERG:  Because Your Honor certified the class in this case.   

It’s as if the plaintiffs said, well, I don’t like Your Honor -- I don’t like the case I have

with Your Honor, so I’m going to go file another case with another judge two and    

a half years later and see if I can get a better result in that case.  Your Honor,  

when you certified these claims, specified and enjoined the class members from 

any settlement of the class claims until another order was issued in this case.   

They can come here, Your Honor, and ask for that order to be issued.  

They speak of the interest of Ms. Dubric, who was excluded from     

the class claims here because she had filed her own litigation individually while

certification was pending before Your Honor.  That motion was pending for a long

time, Your Honor, and they opposed it.  And Your Honor eventually reached a

decision on the merits and certified the class.  But if for some reason they feel they

have an interest, they can intervene here.  They can come before Your Honor.  They

can say, hey, Mr. Greenberg, Ms. Sniegocki are not representing the class interests

properly.  Your Honor can certainly entertain that.  They can entertain this proposal

for settlement.  This is going to cause chaos, Your Honor.  If Judge Delaney -- 

THE COURT:  In the other case -- 

MR. GREENBERG:  Yes?

THE COURT:  Let me ask you a question.  In the other case is the class

described the same as the class in our case?

MR. GREENBERG:  Yes, it is, Your Honor.  They are seeking to certify for

disposition a damages class under Rule 23(b)(3) for disposition of all claims from

2009 through date of judgment.  Your Honor has certified in this case a damages
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class through December 31st, 2015.  I have a pending motion, Your Honor, to

extend the class certification -- 

THE COURT:  Right.

MR. GREENBERG:  -- on damages to the present date.  This was all delayed

because of the transfer of this case last month inadvertently.  We were supposed to

be here on January 3rd to argue all of this, Your Honor, and what happened is -- 

THE COURT:  Let me just ask Mr. Wall something.

MR. GREENBERG:  Yes.

THE COURT:  Do you agree that the class to be certified or the class as it

may be certified is the same in both cases?

MR. WALL:  No, I do not, Your Honor.  We don’t even know what class will

be certified there because there isn’t a class certified there.

THE COURT:  Is there a motion to certify?

MR. WALL:  At this point there’s a motion that is pending.  I’m not involved  

in the Dubric case at all.  

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. WALL:  My understanding is that there are proceedings on-going there

to certify a class there.  That hasn’t happened yet.  I don’t -- 

THE COURT:  Well, let me put the onus on you then, Mr. Wall, who I have

known many years and respect a lot.  Why would we have two cases, two class

action cases running at the same time if the classes are identical?

MR. WALL:  Competing class action cases are common in class action

litigation, Your Honor.  And before there’s a judgment there’s no res judicata effect

of one Court’s order over another’s.  And so the arguments -- all of the arguments 
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of Mr. Greenberg say this is axiomatic, this is axiomatic, what he says is it’s

axiomatic that I own the clients and that I own the law and that I own the courthouse. 

But there’s not one single case or citation of any kind of legal authority whatsoever

in his motion and the reason is because he’s just wrong.  

The reason he’s wrong is because Judge Delaney most certainly  

does have subject matter jurisdiction over the matter.  Subject matter jurisdiction is

conferred by statute and the commencement of an action.  Anybody can commence

an action.  You can even have two competing actions at the same time.  That may  

be a basis for a judge in a later action to hold an action in abeyance or to do some

other act, but it’s not -- it doesn’t take away the subject matter jurisdiction of that

court to proceed.

THE COURT:  Okay.  And I’m less concerned about that than I am having

two lawsuits at the same time in court with identical classes.  I mean, all of the

advantages of judicial economy, etcetera, etcetera that stem from the use of a  

class action go right out the window if you’ve got more than one class, doesn’t it?

MR. WALL:  Those are good arguments to make in an argument to Judge

Delaney to hold her action in abeyance while this one proceeds.  But this Court   

has no jurisdiction over Judge Delaney.  It has no jurisdiction over Dubric.  It has  

no jurisdiction over -- 

THE COURT:  I’m not saying I do.

MR. WALL:  -- the action that’s going there.  

THE COURT:  I’m not saying I do.  I’m asking you why would -- what sense

does it make to -- 

MR. WALL:  It makes perfect sense because the classes are not the same
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and because Mr. Greenberg doesn’t own the class.

THE COURT:  Ahh.  Okay.

MR. WALL:  He doesn’t own the people in the class.  And even if his is an 

opt out class and nobody has opted out, that doesn’t mean he owns those clients

and they can’t bring their own actions and do whatever they want.  What it means  

is if they don’t opt out that they will be bound by a decision of this Court, if and when

that decision is ever entered, but at the present time they certainly are not.  And it

makes all the sense in the world -- 

THE COURT:  You just said something that intrigues me.

MR. WALL:  So, Mr. Dubric can bring his own action.  What Mr. Greenberg

doesn’t have in this action -- 

THE COURT:  Okay.  Keep going.

MR. WALL:  -- is a class representative.  Both of his class representatives

have claims that pre-date the statute of limitations.  So he can’t even proceed with

this action.  He doesn’t have a class representative.  He certainly doesn’t represent

Dubric.  He certainly doesn’t represent anybody or bring a class representative to

extend the date.  He just throws that in as a paragraph -- 

THE COURT:  Can I ask you -- 

MR. WALL:  -- oh, the time has passed, we should extend the date.  

THE COURT:  Mr. Wall, can I ask you a question?

MR. WALL:  Yes, sir.

THE COURT:  Now I’ve forgotten what it was.  Hang on a second.  You say

that the classes are not the same?

MR. WALL:  I don’t know that they will be the same because they haven’t
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been certified yet.  And -- 

THE COURT:  Well, let’s assume that the motion which is to be argued this

morning, I gather, is a motion to certify in front of Judge Delaney.  Okay, so how

would the putative class differ from the class in this lawsuit?

MR. WALL:  They might be exactly the same.  And if they are exactly the

same, that would be a basis for asking Judge Delaney to delay her action because  

-- in preference to this action which existed first -- 

THE COURT:  Yeah.

MR. WALL:  -- but she would not be compelled to do so.

THE COURT:  Okay.  

MR. WALL:  But there are differences in the two.  I don’t understand exactly

what they are because I haven’t been involved in that one.  The times are different. 

There might be some different parties.  But even assuming they were the same,

even if they were the same there would be no basis for an injunction.

THE COURT:  Maybe I missed it.  Do you -- did you cite authority that says

that you can have identical classes split up into two different courts?

MR. WALL:  I didn’t do the papers, Your Honor.  And there’s no authority

cited because the authority or the discussion there is about this being premature

and in the wrong court.  But I recall a case from the time when -- from years back

where a party filed an action and then had problems with service issues, and so  

filed an identical action.  It had nothing to do with class action but filed an identical

action.  I was counsel in that.  And there was a motion brought to dismiss the

identical action because it was an identical action.  

THE COURT:  Uh-huh.
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MR. WALL:  And the court dismissed that identical action.  And the supreme

court issued a writ against that court, saying there wasn’t a basis for dismissal and

they had every right to pursue the exact same action twice.  They could sanitize 

their record because there was no statute of limitations problem.  And the court

could refuse to go forward on it, but there wasn’t a basis to dismiss it because there

was no jurisdictional issue.  

And that’s exactly what we have here.  Judge Delaney most definitely

has personal jurisdiction over Mr. Dubric.  She has subject matter jurisdiction over

the matter that is brought before her.  And the argument that she should not go

forward because of judicial economy and all of those other things should be being

made to Judge Delaney and that should be her choice and then it’s based on she

can consider what’s been going on, whether it makes sense to do that as a matter 

of equity.  She can consider a lot of circumstances.  She can consider which one

was filed first.  But it’s not just a race to the courthouse that carries the day on that

kind of an argument.  She can consider whether the classes are the same or not 

the same; whether there has been any shecanery, a collusive action.  

All of the pejorative phrases that get thrown at us, there’s no basis   

for them because there’s no law supporting the argument that this Court should    

be enjoining Judge Delaney or enjoining the defendants in this matter from taking

action in a different matter.  They’re defendants in there, but you can’t enjoin Dubric

from going forward.  

THE COURT:  Well, I’m not really speaking -- analyzing this in terms of

injunctive relief.  I am just -- I’m clear back before you get to the injunctive relief.  

I’m back to if the classes are identical, what kind of judicial economy does that 
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make to have two different departments doing the same lawsuit?

MR. WALL:  Well, it doesn’t, Your Honor.  And judicial economy there would

be served by arguing to the court, which is the second court, that it should not go

forward because that would not be -- it would not be judicially economic.  However,

the point is then that court could consider -- because judicial economy is an

important issue but it’s not the only issue.  If you have an action which is being

mishandled, and that’s what we’ve argued in our papers, and where the price is --

where the cost is being driven up, where it’s attorney driven and they don’t even

have a class representative, where it is being handled in the abusive way that this

class is being handled by Mr. Greenberg, you can go to a different court and you

can argue all of those equities to that other court.  

THE COURT:  So now we have -- now we have you asking for Judge Delaney

to do something to my case that you say is improper for me to order for the other

case.

MR. WALL:  I’m not asking Judge Delaney to do anything to your case,     

but what I am saying is that if -- 

THE COURT:  What did you just say, then?

MR. WALL:  -- if Judge -- 

THE COURT:  You talked about making arguments of the improper --

impropriety of what’s going on in this case.

MR. WALL:  I talked about making arguments to Judge Delaney, telling      

her what she should do in her own case, not in this case, because of improprieties   

that are going on in this case.  He’s not asking you to do something in this case. 

He’s asking you to do something in that case, and that’s where you don’t have
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jurisdiction, Your Honor, to do it -- 

THE COURT:  Uh-huh.

MR. WALL:  -- with all due respect.  That’s what I’m talking about.  

THE COURT:  What is he asking me to do in that case?

MR. WALL:  And Judge Delaney may be completely convinced by his

arguments that this matter should go forward.  But if -- once there’s a judgment, that

judgment may or may not have some effect on another action in that way.  And then

the remedy, if there is a remedy to be sought, is from a court that has jurisdiction

over Judge Delaney, and that’s the Nevada Supreme Court.  And whatever she

does, if it’s wrong as a matter of law, the axiomatic law that hasn’t been cited to us

in any of the papers, if that’s wrong he’s got his remedy and that remedy is at the

Nevada Supreme Court.  But what he doesn’t have is the remedy that he’s seeking

here, the remedy to have this Court attempt to intervene in an action that’s pending

in a sister court of the same court.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Let’s hear from Mr. Greenberg again.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor -- 

THE COURT:  Mr. Greenberg, let me tell you that the lay of the land is I’m 

not leaning towards granting an injunction in this case.  But that does not mean that

I disagree with all of your reasoning and arguments about the difficulty and waste

that’s involved in running two separate class actions that appear to have identical

classes.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor, Your Honor has jurisdiction over the parties

to this case -- 

THE COURT:  Yeah.
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MR. GREENBERG:  -- which include the defendants.  It is perfectly within

Your Honor’s power to restrain the defendants from proceeding in any other forum,

before any other judge in any other case to settle the claims of the class members. 

The class members’ claims are also before Your Honor.  Your Honor has asserted

jurisdiction over them.  You have a guardianship role here, Your Honor, to protect

the interests of the class, okay. 

 Your Honor, these proceedings are causing incredible harm to the

class members’ interests.  If they proceed with their proposed preliminary settlement

approval and Judge Delaney, who hasn’t said she’s going to, sends notice to the

class members, what kind of chaos is this going to cause?  The class members

have already received notice of the pendency of this litigation.  None of them agreed

to exclude themselves.  I am their counsel.  I have been appointed to represent

them by you, Your Honor, okay.  You cannot allow the defendants to subvert Your

Honor’s order.  If you issue the injunction as I am requesting -- you’ve already

enjoined the class members from any settlement.  

THE COURT:  Uh-huh.

MR. GREENBERG:  So the class members can’t actually settle their claims

with the defendants without a further order from Your Honor because they’ve

elected to join this case.  None of them have excluded themselves from this case. 

So they can’t actually participate in another class action before Judge Delaney as

defendants are proposing.  

If Your Honor allows this to proceed and Judge Delaney elects to

proceed as she is being asked to by defendants, I’m going to -- yeah, I’m going     

to have to go to the supreme court and seek a writ of prohibition, perhaps on an

12
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emergency basis.  And again, this is going to distract me off from the purposes of

devoting my time and energy to the prosecution of this case, which, Your Honor,    

is exactly what the defendants want.  Your Honor may be aware, I’m now being

subject to two different motions to implead me personally as a third party defendant

in these litigations.  The defendants are saying that I have to indemnify them for  

the class damages that they’re going to have to pay under various theories. We’re

going to be in front of Your Honor on the 28th on those claims, okay.

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. GREENBERG:  This is a pattern of conduct by the defendants to

obstruct the progress of this case.  Your Honor, to preserve the class members’

interests, needs to put an end to this.  Issue the injunction not to restrain Judge

Delaney but to restrain the defendants.  If the defendants feel Your Honor doesn’t

have the power to issue such an injunction, let them go and file the writ with the

supreme court, Your Honor, instead of giving them what they want, which is to

consume my time and divert my efforts from the prosecution of the class claims. 

We have a motion for partial summary judgment on these class claims before   

Your Honor on March 7th.  That partial summary judgment motion is for a minority 

of the claims in an amount that exceeds the entirety of the proposed settlement  

that they are bringing before Judge Delaney for the class claims.

I understand Your Honor is reluctant to get involved in a conflicting

situation.  And quite honestly and candidly, Your Honor, I have no idea why Judge

Delaney has not referred the matter brought to her to Your Honor and made clear to

the parties, the Dubric counsel and to the defendants that they need to come before

this Court in this case to propose the class settlement.  They’re free to do that, Your
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Honor.  I don’t know why and it’s not my role to criticize her, but I’m asking -- 

THE COURT:  I understand when you’re saying that you’re not saying that  

Ms. Dubric has to participate in this case.

MR. GREENBERG:  She’s been excluded from this case by your order   

from June because she had already filed her own individual case while the class

certification motion was pending.  It took about eight or nine months for that motion

to be decided.  In the interim, she filed her own individual case.  I spoke with her

counsel at that time.  I invited them to cooperate in the prosecution of this case. 

They declined to communicate with me.  They declined to let me speak with their

client.  And so they were excluded.  

So she can proceed individually.  I’m not asking that they be restrained

in respect to their rights, Ms. Dubric’s rights before the court.  Of course her rights

are preserved.  And it’s not about restraining what Judge Delaney is going to do.  It’s

about, again, Your Honor, preserving the integrity of the judicial process and Your

Honor’s own order on class certification in this case.  Your Honor has jurisdiction

over the parties.  You have jurisdiction over the defendants. 

I gave Your Honor a proposed order with my motion.  I have that order. 

I also have a much shorter form of order that I would ask Your Honor to sign.  It

simply enjoins the defendants from proceeding with any settlement of any of the

class members’ claims that have been certified in this case under the Nevada

Constitution until further order from Your Honor.  They could bring their settlement

proposal to Your Honor.  If they want to proceed in the fashion they’re asking Judge

Delaney to authorize, they can bring that to Your Honor.  There’s never been an

impairment for them to do that.  
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I think Your Honor understands my point, and I understand Your

Honor’s reluctance to get involved in this situation and to issue an injunction.  And

your caution, of course, is coming from a wise place, Your Honor.  I don’t disagree

with that.  But this is a very unusual situation.  We have a party here to this litigation

that is determined to do everything it can to obstruct the progress of this litigation. 

This case is very old.  They’re looking to get a 5-year rule dismissal later this year. 

And again, they’re trying to delay and to consume my time with these collateral

matters, Your Honor.  

This is not serving the class members’ interests.  And that’s what I

would really ask Your Honor to contemplate here in terms of issuing the injunction. 

How would it possibly hurt the class members’ interests to grant the injunction I am

asking?  It will not.  But it will definitely harm the class members’ interests to allow

the defendants to keep carrying on this way.  It won’t harm the class members’

interests because everything defendants are alleging about my incompetence,     

my misconduct, the inadequacy of the class representatives in this case, the value

and virtue of the settlement they’re proposing to Judge Delaney, all of those things

can be brought before Your Honor for a determination on the merits and the class

members’ interests adequately reviewed in respect to all of those allegations.  But   

if Your Honor fails to issue an injunction and cause that all to be brought here and

Judge Delaney does proceed without jurisdiction and notice goes out to the class

members, I have to go burden the supreme court with a writ of prohibition.  

Your Honor, this is not going to serve the class members’ interests. 

There is no way that is going to advance them.  Even if I’m wrong, Your Honor,  

let’s say defendants are completely right and I should not be representing the class
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interests, I’m not doing it in an appropriate manner, the settlement they propose     

is in the interest of the class members, if that’s all true then bring all of that before

Your Honor, which they can do, and Your Honor can chart the right course to 

protect the class members’ interests.  

So what I’m saying is Your Honor has a difficult role here and I implore

you to be assertive as a guardian of the class members’ interest.  This isn’t about 

me or the defendants per se, it’s about the interests of all of the individuals who are

relying on the Court to look out for what’s in their interest.  And there is no reason to

deny the injunction and to allow this sort of chaos to proceed, because that clearly  

is not going to be in the interest of the class members.

THE COURT:  All right.

MR. WALL:  Your Honor, may I respond to a few things?

THE COURT:  No, because we’re already -- we’ve got a whole courtroom    

of people and we’ve done both sides.  Here’s the ruling.  I’m going to take it under

advisement.  I’m not going to make a ruling today.  You may tell Judge Delaney that

I agree with your -- with the gist of your motion, not as to the injunction itself, but   

as to the question of whether or not there should be two competing classes in two

different courtrooms; that I am of the view that judicial economy and a host of other

reasons would seem to dictate that the case either be in her court or mine.  And    

as you’ve already said, mine is, what, two and a half years further ahead?

MR. GREENBERG:  That is correct, Your Honor.  

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. GREENBERG:  We have a motion for partial summary judgment pending. 

We’re working towards a trial.  Your Honor is familiar with the issues intimately here. 
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I’ve been appointed counsel for the class.  I represent these individuals, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Understood.

MR. GREENBERG:  You haven’t relieved me as class counsel, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Understood.

MR. WALL:  But, Your Honor, those things are not true, and I didn’t get to

respond to them because his argument was interrupted in the middle.

THE COURT:  Do you want me to make a ruling today, then?

MR. WALL:  No, I do not, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.

MR. WALL:  I just wanted to say -- 

THE COURT:  Then let’s move on.  

MR. WALL:  Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor -- 

THE COURT:  Because I have read this through and thought it through       

as much as a judge needs to in order to make a ruling.  I’ve stated what I believe is

the appropriate course.  But I’m not going to be engaged in a road race with Judge

Delaney to see who gets to have the case.  I think that in all likelihood or what I

would suggest is that Judge Delaney also simply take the matter under advisement. 

But at any rate, I don’t -- I’m not going to issue an injunction this morning.  There is

an answer to your argument about the problem with having two classes, but I don’t

believe the answer lies in a race to the courthouse.  And for that reason, I tell you

that I agree with most of the reasoning that’s in your motion.  The only thing that  

I’m not agreeing is that it’s up to this Court to tell another court that they can’t go

forward.
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MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor, I’m not asking you to issue an injunction

against Judge Delaney, it’s against the defendants’ actions.

THE COURT:  Well, I understand that you’re not, but as Mr. Wall has argued

and as is in their motion work -- I’m sorry, the opposition work, it sure kind of comes

down to that because you’re telling another judge that, no, you can’t certify a class  

if it’s the same as this class.  And I don’t think that’s the appropriate way for a court

to do.  So what you can do is give her the lay of the land.  I’m taking it under

advisement because I refuse to be caught up in a -- sort of a -- I don’t know what

you’d call it, a kingdom race between two judges.  

MR. GREENBERG:  I understand, Your Honor, and I appreciate Your

Honor’s caution.  Again, though, this is not a race.  These parties are before Your

Honor.  I mean, this Court has jurisdiction in this case.  It is the defendants who are

engaging in a race here.  And if I have to file a writ of prohibition with the supreme

court, Your Honor understands I will have to proceed in that fashion.  I was hoping

to avoid that.  This is very badly impacting the interests of the class members,

regardless.

THE COURT:  Uh-huh.

MR. GREENBERG:  And that’s -- 

THE COURT:  I believe that it is.

MR. GREENBERG:  And as I said, Your Honor, on the merits there is no

reason for Judge Delaney to proceed in the fashion that is contemplated.

THE COURT:  Well, that’s an argument you need to raise down to her

courtroom and make it there.

MR. GREENBERG:  I understand, Your Honor.  Your Honor, I also drafted   
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a very short form of injunction order, along with the longer form I submitted.

THE COURT:  Okay.  If you want to submit that, because I am going to take

this under advisement.

MR. GREENBERG:  This is the short form, Your Honor.  This is the long form

that was previously given to Your Honor.  

THE COURT:  All right.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor might prefer the short form.  I would urge

Your Honor to act on the request as quickly as possible, and perhaps you and

Judge Delaney could confer and reach a consensus between the two of you.  But  

let me not take up more of your time.

MR. WALL:  Now he’s been able to make that argument three times without

response, and I just want to be on the record to say that argument is legally incorrect

as a matter of law -- 

THE COURT:  Which argument?

MR. WALL:  -- because he doesn’t own the class members.

THE COURT:  Which argument?

MR. WALL:  The argument that the class members can’t do anything because

they didn’t opt out of his class and that they are enjoined from settling. 

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. WALL:  They’re enjoined from settling this action.  

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. WALL:  This Court couldn’t enjoin them from settling any other action.

THE COURT:  Okay.  I’m putting it under advisement for -- when’s the next

hearing in front of me on this?
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MR. GREENBERG:  On the 28th we are scheduled for a hearing, Your Honor. 

That’s two weeks from today.

THE COURT:  All right.  

MR. GREENBERG:  I would certainly be eager to appear before Your Honor

on this further at the earliest available time.

THE COURT:  I will put this on next Monday’s chambers calendar.

MR. WALL:  Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. GREENBERG:  And if Your Honor issues an order, as soon as it gets

dispatched to counsel we would appreciate it.

THE COURT:  All right. Thank you.

MR. GREENBERG:  Thank you, Your Honor.

THE CLERK:  It will be Tuesday, February 21st.

MR. WALL:  Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.  

(PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED AT 9:35 A.M.)
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