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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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which is a payroll check number.  Column D is date, the payroll check transaction

date.  And he also goes on to explain how he has reproduced this information in   

the 600-page summary that Your Honor is reviewing.  I mean, this is a complete     

A, B, C, D, E -- 

THE COURT:  Where it says at the bottom of page 2, “Those Excel files

contain 10 columns that identify on each line of those Excel files the following pieces

of information.  Column C, which is titled Num, N-u-m, I am advised that this is the

payroll check number or a payroll transaction number if no physical check was

issued.”

MR. GREENBERG:  That is correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.  So he’s got something that’s got a -- he calls it

Column C.  I don’t know, maybe it isn’t.  Maybe we have to actually look at a printout

of just a couple of pages.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor, if Your Honor would like, we can have an

evidentiary hearing.  I’ll bring Mr. Bass down here.  You can have him go on the

record and corroborate the summary that was performed, if you feel that’s

necessary for admissibility purposes.  That’s what we would do at trial if someone

was, you know, introducing a summary of voluminous records.  I don’t believe that’s

appropriate, Your Honor, because all of this information was given to defendants. 

When they say they don’t know where it came from, that’s not true.  

THE COURT:  All right.

MR. GREENBERG:  They haven’t contested a single issue.

THE COURT:  That’s getting away from where I’m trying to focus in.

MR. GREENBERG:  Yes, Your Honor.
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THE COURT:  I want to see a printout of what was given.  Not the entire

thing, a sample printout, a couple of pages of -- when you print out their documents,

what do you get?  Do you get a Column C which says Num and do you get a

Column D which is titled Date?  And from there maybe we can look and see whether

there is  an issue of material fact.

Now, while you’re doing that, I want Ms. Rodriguez to finish the

thought that she had.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Well, the only thing I would go back to, Your Honor,

because I think there’s nothing else to be said on that.  I think that’s a good proposal

from the Court to look at the raw data versus what Mr. Bass has compiled.  And still,

we’ll need a ruling one way or another as to what is considered expert opinion

versus what is not, because I think it’s important in terms of failure to comply -- 

THE COURT:  Right.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  -- with the rules as to expert designation.  So again, I’ll  

be moving to strike once we get a ruling one way or another on that.

But what I was commenting upon was Mr. Greenberg’s indication 

about Michael Sergeant.  The only thing he’s attached about Michael Sergeant goes

through July of 2014.  So again, I would reiterate that he doesn’t even have authority

to ask for partial summary judgment past that deadline, which is July of 2014.

THE COURT:  That’s if I agree with you that any class representative must

have worked for the entire period.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Right.  And I cited to the Walmart v. Dukes in my papers

that show -- that give authority for that argument -- 

THE COURT:  Okay.
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MS. RODRIGUEZ:  -- that they don’t have the authority.

THE COURT:  All right.  That’s an issue we’ll have to revisit before we can

resolve this.  For right now what I would like to get is a printout of just a couple of

pages so that I can see these columns and what they’re supposed to represent,     

or at least what Mr. Bass took them to represent, presumably based upon what    

he was informed of.  So, how long will it take you to get me a printout?

MR. GREENBERG:  I can show you on the computer screen I believe right

here, Your Honor, at least a portion of the original Excel files that Mr. Bass -- 

THE COURT:  Here’s what I’m thinking.  Rather than that -- 

MR. GREENBERG:  Yeah, this is one of the ones he references in his

declaration.  It’s loading up on my screen right now.

THE COURT:  Hold on one second.  Are you able to email that to us right

now?

MR. GREENBERG:  It is 14 megabytes.  I don’t know if it would in fact. 

Would you -- if Your Honor would like to examine, I do have it on my screen right

now.  You can actually see -- 

THE COURT:  No.  More than that, I want something printed out that can be

part of the record.

MR. GREENBERG:  Oh, yes.  Actually it is on here already.

THE COURT:  All right.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor, I do have it available.

(The Court confers with the clerk)

THE COURT:  Here’s what I’m thinking.  I’m thinking of getting you to send us

that and we’ll print out a couple of pages if need be.
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MR. GREENBERG:  I can give it to you right now, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.  Good.  Then I need to have that and sit down with

you all and look at that, and what he says he used as a basis for it so that I can, for

one thing, determine whether or not it constitutes undisputed fact presented by the

defendant of the type and quality that would be necessary to be the basis for any

kind of partial summary.  Basically that’s it.  And plus the explanation here of what 

is given so I can determine whether this is a simple calculation that doesn’t need an

expert or whether it does require an expert.  And if it does require an expert, what’s

the implication of that in terms of granting a partial summary judgment motion.

MR. GREENBERG:  That’s fine, Your Honor.  It sounds like Your Honor has

other pressing matters that you need to attend to -- 

THE COURT:  I do, indeed.

MR. GREENBERG:  -- so we will be reconvening.

THE COURT:  Reconvening Thursday afternoon at 1:30.

MR. GREENBERG:  Okay.  

THE COURT:  Is that a problem?

MR. GREENBERG:  I did have a deposition scheduled for that day, but I think

we can manage that.  I want to accommodate the Court.

THE COURT:  All right.  Next Thursday afternoon at 1:30.  Now, is there

anything else that we need to get prepared for that in order to resolve this issue

once and for all?

MR. GREENBERG:  I don’t believe Your Honor -- 

THE COURT:  And then that’s not even true.  It’s only -- it’s only as a pretrial

partial summary judgment.
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MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor, there are other issues in this case that do,   

I think, require your attention, but I don’t think it would be prudent necessarily for   

us to take up your time with them now.  In respect to this particular motion, you’ve

made a particular request that we -- 

THE COURT:  Uh-huh.

MR. GREENBERG:  -- that you -- that we make something available for the

Court, that you examine it.

THE COURT:  When you say there are other matters, do you mean that are

comprised by this motion?

MR. GREENBERG:  No.  Only in a peripheral sense that they’re connected 

to the case, Your Honor -- 

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. GREENBERG:  -- not that they bear on the disposition of this motion.

THE COURT:  All right.  Well, then we’ll take those up next Thursday then.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I just want to double check with my office if I have -- 

THE COURT:  Yeah.  Yeah.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Thank you.

THE COURT:  Yeah, do.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Thank you, Your Honor.  I’m sorry.  I just wanted to

double check. 

THE COURT:  Yeah.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I am free that afternoon.

THE COURT:  You’re free.  Okay.  All right, let’s do that.  And I assume you

have whatever it is that he has, but why don’t we -- what do you have there, a USB -- 
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MR. GREENBERG:  I have the two Exel files.

THE COURT:  -- thumb drive?  But is it on -- 

MR. GREENBERG:  Yes.  I copied one of them on here very easily to give   

to your staff.

THE COURT:  That’s a thumb drive?

MR. GREENBERG:  Yes, it is.  I’d like to maintain the thumb drive, but the   

file -- I can instruct your staff to copy it off of this onto your system.

THE COURT:  Can we just take that and make a copy?

(The Court confers with the clerk)

MR. GREENBERG: I can deliver a thumb drive or a CD tomorrow to chambers.  

THE COURT:  All right.

MR. GREENBERG:  Would that be best?

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  No.

THE COURT:  All right.  All right, let’s do that.  That will be easier.

MR. GREENBERG:  Okay, I will do that.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I don’t know what we’re delivering.

THE COURT:  One to us and one to the defense.

MR. GREENBERG:  Certainly, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  And does the defense have any other, I don’t know, some --

any physical item or piece of evidence further that you want to submit to the Court? 

You can see where I’m going with this.  Do I have a basis upon which to find that it  

is uncontested that for certain hours certain employees were not paid the minimum

wage act, either under the $7.25 or the $8.25?  The $8.25 is a more complicated

issue, but.
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MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I would probably look at what he’s going to provide to the

Court and then I would envision pulling out a few samples to show where the data   

is incorrect in Mr. Bass’ compilation.

THE COURT:  Okay.  The only things I expect to -- 

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I’m not going to do 14,000 of them, I don’t think, but I

would pull out a couple to show the Court why the data is not reliable.

THE COURT:  If the data came from the defendant -- 

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Well, I can -- 

THE COURT:  But you would say for another purpose?

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Pardon me?

THE COURT:  You would say it’s data collected for another purpose, not for

this?

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Correct.  Oh, yes, absolutely.

THE COURT:  Hold on.  

(The Court confers with the clerk)

THE COURT:  All right.  Do this, will you?  Not only give -- would you give us

not only a CD, but go ahead and print out just a sample couple of pages.

MR. GREENBERG:  I will submit no more than 20 pages as a sample, okay? 

Because it would be thousands of pages if it was printed in full, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Okay.  A couple becomes 20.

MR. GREENBERG:  But I want to make sure you get a full sort of visual

representation, as best as I can do.

THE COURT:  That’s how Xerox got rich.

All right.  Anything else now before we meet next Thursday?
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MR. GREENBERG:  I think Your Honor has made clear how you want to

proceed.  I don’t think it’s prudent for me to take issue with that.

THE COURT:  Now, here’s the other thing you do need to be prepared on.    

If it turns out that my conclusion is that you can’t -- I can’t -- well, that what you have

produced in these 600 pages requires the testimony of Mr. Bass as an expert, then

the question becomes does that mean we need to wait and have the defense

designate an expert and, I don’t know, have conflicting expert reports just on this

calculation?  I mean, at some point it just becomes too -- it becomes bogged down 

to the point that the likelihood is I will deny the motion and say that I can’t get there

based on the evidentiary state, or I may decide that there is an evidentiary state.   

I’m just saying.

MR. GREENBERG:  Well, Your Honor, I’m still waiting to understand what   

is possibly in dispute here -- 

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. GREENBERG:  -- as I’ve explained to the Court repeatedly.

THE COURT:  All right.  Let’s just take it -- we’ll take it piece by piece then. 

We’ll wait until Thursday and see whether there is -- whether this can be

characterized as being a simple calculation.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor, if it conceivably would be helpful or within

the Court’s possible -- possible view that the Court would welcome actually hearing

from Mr. Bass, I will have him here next week.  If the Court clearly does not want    

to do that, I’m not going to do that.

THE COURT:  Well, I’m not telling you I clearly don’t want to do it.  I don’t

know whether -- 
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MR. GREENBERG:  Okay.  I understand, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  You know, I’ve tried to say where I think that there -- some of

the issues that I would need to be able to resolve in order to make the determination

that would have to be determined for a motion for summary judgment.

MR. GREENBERG:  Yes, Your Honor.  And it’s not for me to tell the Court

how to do its business.  You decide that, Your Honor.  I want to comply with what

the Court’s directing us.  We’re here to assist the Court in its process.

THE COURT:  Okay.  We’ll see you Thursday at 1:30.

MR. GREENBERG:  Thank you, Your Honor.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Thank you.

MR. GREENBERG:  Your Honor, you did make a ruling on one of the

motions, so I will work on getting an order drafted -- 

THE COURT:  Yes.  Thank you.

MR. GREENBERG:  -- and to Ms. Rodriguez on that decision.  

THE COURT:  Did I only rule on one out of all those?

MR. GREENBERG:  Yes, Your Honor, regarding the statute of limitations

issue, the toll.  The notice issue.  Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Yeah.  One and the countermotion.

MR. GREENBERG:  The countermotion.  Yes.  Thank you.

THE COURT:  Well, then, hold on.  Before you leave, what about the

defendants’ motion for leave to amend the answer and assert a third party

complaint?

THE CLERK:  Chambers calendar.

MR. GREENBERG:  We did -- you had reserved decision on that, Your Honor. 
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THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Yeah, yeah, yeah.

MR. GREENBERG:  We did discuss that a fair amount, I believe.

THE COURT:  Okay.  All right, we got them covered.  Thank you.

MR. GREENBERG:  Thank you, Your Honor.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Thank you.

(PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED AT 12:59 P.M.)

* * * * * *

ATTEST:  I do hereby certify that I have truly and correctly transcribed the
audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.

__________________________
Liz Garcia, Transcriber
LGM Transcription Service
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Esther C. Rodriguez, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 6473
RODRIGUEZ LAW OFFICES, P.C.
10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
702-320-8400
info@rodriguezlaw.com 

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@hutchlegal.com 
Attorneys for Defendants
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CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
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vs.

A CAB TAXI SERVICE LLC and A CAB, LLC,

Defendants.
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Case No.: A-12-669926-C
Dept. No. I

SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants, by and through their attorneys of record, hereby submit this Supplement to their

Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment.  This Opposition is based upon

NRCP 56(a), and the Points and Authorities herein.

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Plaintiffs have submitted numerous pleadings, erratas, and supplements in support of their

request for partial summary judgment, each seeking different time periods; covering a variety of

possible scenarios; and presenting an array of monetary options for the Court to pick and chose

Page 1 of  6

Case Number: A-12-669926-C

Electronically Filed
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Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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from.  In essence, Plaintiffs have thrown all the pasta against the wall, hoping something will stick

in the mind of the Court.  It is a most unusual way of seeking summary judgment on partial

damages (skipping right over the liability part), all relying upon the Court’s full acceptance of an

expert’s analysis and methodology, albeit an expert not designated in compliance with the

Scheduling Orders in this case, nor in compliance with NRCP 16.1.

In the first hearing of this matter on May 18, 2017, Plaintiffs finally conceded they were

seeking partial summary judgment for damages for the time period of January 1, 2013 through

December 31, 2015.  Plaintiffs have no representative plaintiff for this time period; and it would be

reversible error to grant summary judgment for damages when there is no claimant.

1.  Plaintiffs Have No Representative Plaintiff for the Time Period Requested.

Michael Murray ceased working for A Cab on April 6, 2011.  Exhibit 1.   Michael Reno

ceased working for A Cab on September 26, 2012.  Exhibit 2. These are the two representative

Plaintiffs, neither of whom was employed during the period sought on summary judgment.  As part

of the order certifying the class submitted to the Court, Plaintiffs’ counsel added a third name,

Michael Sargeant.  Michael Sargeant is not a proper class representative as he was only a

probationary employee for two months, May 22, 2014 to July 22, 2014.  Exhibit 3. Sargeant, in

fact, failed to meet expectations during his probationary training period, and was terminated.  Id.  

As never being more than a probationary employee, he is not a proper Plaintiff representative for

drivers between 2013 and 2015.

The Greenberg lawfirm has no representative Plaintiff for the time period being sought in

summary judgment.  In fact, as this Court is aware a settlement has been reached with the other

class representative, Jasminka Dubric who was employed through May 26, 2015, and her counsel

Bourassa Law Group, who purport to represent drivers in this 2015 time period.  A motion to

certify the class and to approve the settlement was pending before Department 25 of the Eighth

Judicial District Court, before this Court enjoined Defendants from participating in the proceedings

in the matter of Dubric v. A Cab, LLC, District Court Case No. A-15-721063-C.  

This issue is currently on appeal to the Nevada Supreme Court, as this Court noted in the

last hearing.  The current Plaintiffs’ motion for partial damages is simply a mechanism to muddy
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the issues on appeal; and a bad faith attempt to get ahead of the other Plaintiffs and lawfirm.  It is

ironic that the Greenberg lawfirm fought to enjoin the settlement of the driver Plaintiffs in the other

matter; and now seek summary judgment for a lower dollar amount for their alleged clients than

what was agreed upon between Defendants and the Bourassa Law Group for the class.

2. Per the Bass’ Declarations, His Summaries and Interpretations of the Data are Based

upon Instruction from Greenberg as to How to Manipulate the Original Data.

There is no question that the basis of Plaintiffs’ motion relies upon expert summaries of

data, rather than the original data which was kept in the normal course of business activities,

namely paystubs and tripsheets.  Therefore, one must look to whether the expert’s methodology is

reliable, trustworthy, helpful to the factfinder, as well as all the other parameters mandated by

NRCP 16.1, NRS § 50.275, and Hallmark v. Eldridge, 189 P.3d 646, 650 (Nev. 2008) (citing NRS

§50.275).

Defendants assert to this Court that Plaintiffs have not offered an expert in compliance with NRCP

16.1, NRS 50.275, nor Hallmark.  Merely looking at excerpts of Mr. Bass’s declarations, they

contain numerous references where he concedes that he was merely following instruction of Leon

Greenberg in eliminating certain pieces of data, and prioritizing and minimizing the implications of

other pieces of data.  In other areas of his declarations, he simply indicates, “I am advised...,” but

doesn’t even indicate who is advising him.  Examples include:

C “Pursuant to the instructions of Leon Greenberg, I also eliminated all lines from the

Excel file that became Exhibit ‘2' providing information on paychecks issued to the

following persons.”  Exhibit 4, Bass Declaration, p. 9:28-10:2

C “I am advised that when this Column “H” Qty item contains a number and on the same line

the Column “G” Payroll Item is identified as ‘Minimum Wage Subsidy” the Column ‘H’

Qty number is the number of hours the employee worked during the period of time covered

by the paycheck being issued.”  Exhibit 4, p. 4:17-22.

C “Column ‘G’ which is titled ‘Payroll Item’ - I am advised this identifies a particular type of

payment to the employee or deduction from the employee’s pay that was performed or

calculated...”  Exhibit 4, p. 4:5-8
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This expert’s declarations confirm he is simply carrying out the tasks, and preparing summaries as

specified by Leon Greenberg.  Accordingly, Bass’s opinions and summaries would be inadmissible

at trial.

NRS § 50.275 establishes qualifications for expert witnesses to testify in Nevada.  First, the

witness must be qualified in an area of “scientific, technical or other specialized knowledge” (the

qualification requirement).1  Second, the witness must be able to “assist the trier of fact” in

understanding the evidence at issue (the assistance requirement).2  And third, the witness may only

testify as to “matters within the scope” of the witness’ expertise (the limited scope requirement).3  

The focus of this analysis is the second prong of NRS § 50.275 — the assistance

requirement.  Expert testimony will only assist the jury if that testimony is relevant.4  The concept

of relevancy is basic to the law of evidence as it circumscribes admissibility.5  Evidence is relevant

if it has “any tendency to make the existence of any fact that is of consequence to the determination

of the action more or less probable than it would be without the evidence.”6  Testimony grounded in

guess, surmise, or conjecture — not being regarded as proof of a fact — is irrelevant since it has no

tendency to make the existence of a fact more or less probable.7  It follows that expert opinions

based upon the witness’s guess, speculation, or conjecture must also be inadmissible.8

In sum, Plaintiffs rely upon an inadmissible expert report as the basis for their request for

1 See Hallmark v. Eldridge, 189 P.3d 646, 650 (Nev. 2008) (citing NRS §50.275).

2 Id.

3 Id.

4 See id. at 651.

5 See NRS § 48.025 (only relevant evidence is admissible).

6 NRS § 48.015; see also Desert Cab Inc. v. Marino, 108 Nev. 32, 35, 823 P.2d 898, 899-900 (1992).

7 See Modelski v. Navistar Intern. Transp. Corp., 707 N.E.2d 239, 245 (Ill. Ct. App. 1999).

8 See Gordon, 91 Nev. at 643, 541 P.2d at 534 (trial court committed reversible error by allowing accident
reconstructionist to testify based on conjecture).
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partial summary judgment.

3. There Remain Genuine Issues of Material Fact.

Defendants have already provided the Court with 2 other opinions reached pertaining to any

underpayments of minimum wage that contravene Mr. Bass’ conclusions.  Those were exhibits of

the U.S. Department of Labor, as well as the independent CPA Beta Consulting.  Further, Bass is

clear that he did no review of the actual tripsheets in this matter.  This is an important flaw in his

methodology, in that his calculations do not take into account that the hours paid often include paid

time for breaks.  The reality is that A Cab has in the past overpaid its drivers for hours worked.  For

example, if the driver completes a tripsheet and does not indicate taking the entirety of the break; or

overlaps his entry with a ride, the employer “rounds up” giving the time to the driver as paid hours. 

Specifically, the columns which Mr. Bass references as “H” and “G” “Minimum Wage Subsidy” as

being the number of hours employees worked do not account for the fact that the driver was being

paid for breaktime the employer was not required to pay.  It is only by a review of the actual

tripsheets that this determination can be made; and one which Mr. Bass does not reference

anywhere in his declarations as having engaged in doing.  This is one reason the Department of

Labor took approximately 4 years to complete its audit, in that individual tripsheets were found to

be the reliable source of hours worked, as opposed to how Mr. Bass attempts to short cut the

methodology.

This is but one flaw in his methodology.  Summary judgment shall be granted when there

are no genuine issues of material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of

law.  NRCP 56(a).  Trial judges are to exercise great caution in granting summary judgment, which

is not to be granted if there is the slightest doubt as to the operative facts.  Posadas v. City of Reno,

109 Nev. 448, 851 P.2d 438 (1993).  The trial judge may not in granting summary judgment pass

upon the credibility or weight of the opposing affidavits or evidence; that function is reserved for

the trial.  Hidden Wells Ranch, Inc. v. Strip Realty, Inc., 83 Nev. 143, 425 P.2d 599 (1967).  

. . .

. . .

. . .
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II. Conclusion

Based upon the foregoing points and authorities, Defendants respectfully request this

Honorable Court to deny this Motion in its entirety.

DATED this   24th   day of May, 2017.

RODRIGUEZ LAW OFFICES, P. C.

   /s/    Esther C, Rodriguez, Esq.           
Esther C. Rodriguez, Esq.
Nevada State Bar No.  006473
10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada  89145
Attorneys for Defendants

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY on this  24th   day of May, 2017, I electronically filed the foregoing

with the Eighth Judicial District Court Clerk of Court using the E-file and Serve System which will

send a notice of electronic service to the following:

Leon Greenberg, Esq.
Leon Greenberg Professional Corporation
2965 South Jones Boulevard, Suite E4
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146
Counsel for Plaintiff

 /s/ Esther C. Rodriguez, Esq.                                       
An Employee of Rodriguez Law Offices, P.C.
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Esther C. Rodriguez, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 6473
RODRIGUEZ LAW OFFICES, P.C.
10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
702-320-8400
info@rodriguezlaw.com 

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@hutchlegal.com 
Attorneys for Defendants

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

MICHAEL MURRAY and MICHAEL RENO,
Individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated,
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vs.

A CAB TAXI SERVICE LLC and A CAB, LLC,

Defendants.
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Case No.: A-12-669926-C
Dept. No. I

Hearing Date: June 5, 2017
CHAMBERS

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

Defendants, by and through their attorneys of record, and pursuant to Order of the Court

hereby submit this 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. 

At the hearing of this matter on May 18, 2017, the Court indicated its inclination to deny

Plaintiffs’ motion to bifurcate.  Exhibit A, Transcript of Hearing of May 18, 2017, p. 57:6-9. 
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Following the Court’s indication to the parties to deny Plaintiffs’ request to bifurcate the trial of this

matter, the discussion then turned to one which has been previously visited on several occasions

before the Discovery Commissioner:  that of Plaintiffs’ request to obtain the personal income tax

forms of Defendant Nady.  The Court indicated it would allow Defendant additional time to provide

the relevant procedural history before the Discovery Commissioner pertaining to this tax form issue

in a supplement.1

Mr. Nady’s personal income tax statements have been addressed at multiple hearings before

the Commissioner who is extremely familiar with the discovery issues in this case.   And as

conceded in Plaintiffs’ Motion, the Discovery Commissioner has agreed with Defendant’s position

as to the income items that were to be produced; as well as those she deemed improper and not

subject to discovery.  Plaintiffs’ Motion, 6:14-17.   Items determined to be post-judgment debtor

discovery included the personal income tax forms now sought again herein by Plaintiffs.

At the most recent hearing, the Commissioner was quite firm in pinning Plaintiffs’ counsel

down to what discovery he needed to prove his case.  Following a thorough discussion, the

Discovery Commissioner ordered certain portions of Defendant Nady and Defendant A Cab’s

financial information to be produced, but she did not allow the income tax forms that Plaintiffs now

request with the Court.  Plaintiffs’ request contained in this motion is that of Nady’s personal

income tax returns.  

Plaintiffs were overly broad in their discovery to Mr. Nady seeking intrusive items not

relevant to their claims.  Despite a meet and confer, Plaintiffs were unrelenting in their improper

discovery.  Therefore, Defendants were forced to file a Motion for Protective Order, and to seek

relief from the Discovery Commissioner.  At the hearing of October 2016, the Commissioner

correctly identified such materials sought from Plaintiffs as post-judgment debtor discovery. 

Exhibit B, Transcript of October 12, 2016 Proceedings, p. 12:13-20:25.

1 Defense counsel apologizes to the Court for submitting this supplement late, but
additional issues arose last week which required priority, including the supplemental briefing on
Plaintiffs’ motion for partial summary judgment heard on May 25, 2017; and required service of
any discovery items due May 26, 2017 in order to comply with the discovery deadline.
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Plaintiff did not object to this finding, but merely raised the issue yet again at the next

hearing before the Commissioner.  When this issue was addressed yet again, she informed

Plaintiffs’ counsel that if he did not agree with her recommendation, he could object to the Court.  

Exhibit C. Transcript of December 9, 2016 Proceedings, p. 50:23-24.    He admittedly failed to do

so, and is now seeking another means for his failure to timely object on this issue.  Exhibit C, 51:6-

8.

The Discovery Commissioner ordered production of the income documents she felt were

appropriate; and these were in fact produced to the Plaintiffs prior to the scheduled deposition of

Defendant Nady.  Without explanation, Plaintiffs voluntarily abandoned that deposition.

The Discovery Commissioner further advised Plaintiffs that if they were dissatisfied with

her recommendation, and the Court had already approved her recommendation, they could also file

a Motion for Reconsideration with the Court, as she had already revisited the same issue on several

occasions.  Exhibit C, 51:18-22.  Plaintiffs disregarded this recommendation as well, and did not

file a Motion to Reconsider on the issue either.

Attached is the relevant DCRR wherein the Discovery Commissioner addressed this issue as

early as October 12, 2016, granting Defendants’ Motion for Protective Order in part:

“7. As pertains to "Defendants' Motion for Protective Order or, in the

Alternative, Motion to Terminate Deposition of a Cab, LLC 30(b)(6) Witness;

Motion to Limit the Deposition of Creighton J. Nady; and Motion for Protective

Order from Plaintiffs' Written Discovery on Order Shortening Time", the Discovery

Commissioner finds that Plaintiffs' written discovery is post-judgment debtor

discovery, and accordingly prohibits the discovery of corporate and individual

tax returns as requested.”  Exhibit D, DCRR of October 12, 2016, 7:9-14.

Plaintiffs did not file an objection to this DCRR.

This issue was again addressed in the next month’s DCRR of November 18, 2016, when the

Supreme Court provided guidance on a two-year statute of limitation.  The Discovery

Commissioner modified her prior recommendation on the financial disclosures limiting them to two

years prior to the filing of the Complaint:
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“WHEREAS IT WAS PREVIOUSLY RECOMMENDED that alternative relief be

provided to Plaintiffs in that Defendant will provide supporting documentation and

identification of distributions, salary, payment to Mr. Nady and family for

2007-2015, this RECOMMENDATION is modified to encompass the years

2010-2015.

WHEREAS IT WAS PREVIOUSLY RECOMMENDED that A Cab Taxi Service

will provide its profit and loss statements for 2007-2015, this

RECOMMENDATION is modified to encompass the years 2010-2015.”  Exhibit E,

DCRR of November 18, 2016 Hearing.

Again, no objection was filed by Plaintiffs to this tax issue.

In compliance with the two DCRR’s, Nady turned over the income documents from himself

and immediate family members.   As indicated in Defendants’ Opposition, these documents were

produced to Plaintiffs under protective order of the Discovery Commissioner, deemed confidential

and therefore not attached to the Court filing.  In their Reply, Plaintiffs simply again hurled mud

indicating, “that assertion is false2,” all they while knowing they were in receipt of the financials as

ordered by the Commissioner.  To disprove Plaintiffs’ attack upon Defendants’ statement, attached

hereto is the supplement that was served upon Plaintiffs containing the confidential income

information for the Nady family.  Exhibit F, Supplemental Answers to Plaintiffs’ Fifth Set of

Interrogatories to Defendants.  This version has been redacted as this is a public filing, but

Plaintiffs received an unredacted version on November 25, 2016. 

In an attempt to circumvent the Discovery Commissioner’s Orders indicating that Plaintiffs

were not entitled to the tax forms, instead Plaintiffs served 66 Requests for Admissions to get at the

same information the Commissioner had already denied.  Exhibit G, Responses to Plaintiffs’ Third

Request for Admissions to Defendants.  Plaintiffs propounded a set of 66 requests for admissions

each guessing at a different level of compensation for Mr. Nady and his income tax statement.  Id.

Now, Plaintiffs seek another way to circumvent the DCRR by sneaking in this request in a

2 Plaintiffs’ Reply, 3:8.
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Motion to Bifurcate.  The Court has already determined that it makes no sense at this stage to

bifurcate the trial of these issues, but Plaintiffs have snuck in this same issue of tax forms which

have nothing to do with a Motion to Bifurcate.  

The fact is that A Cab, LLC is a Nevada series LLC; and there is no basis for Plaintiffs

attempting to pierce the corporate structure at this stage.  Their claims are for minimum wage

violations; and those issues are what should be presented to the jury - namely, was there a minimum

wage underpayment or not?  Plaintiffs’ attempts to acquire Mr. Nady’s personal tax returns are

merely to harass and not for purposes of any evidence likely to be admissible.  All W-2's and

Schedule K information has been provided as ordered by the Court; and demonstrated at Exhibit F.

 II. Conclusion

Based upon the foregoing points and authorities, Defendants respectfully request this

Honorable Court to deny this Motion in its entirety.

DATED this   31st   day of May, 2017.

RODRIGUEZ LAW OFFICES, P. C.

   /s/    Esther C, Rodriguez, Esq.           
Esther C. Rodriguez, Esq.
Nevada State Bar No.  006473
10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada  89145
Attorneys for Defendants
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY on this  31st  day of May, 2017, I electronically filed the foregoing

with the Eighth Judicial District Court Clerk of Court using the E-file and Serve System which will

send a notice of electronic service to the following:

Leon Greenberg, Esq.
Leon Greenberg Professional Corporation
2965 South Jones Boulevard, Suite E4
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146
Counsel for Plaintiff

 /s/ Esther C. Rodriguez, Esq.                                       
An Employee of Rodriguez Law Offices, P.C.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that on June 2, 2017, she served the within:

Motion on Order Shortening Time to Extend Damages Class
Certification 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/ Sydney Saucier
                                       
      Sydney Saucier
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