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APPELLANTS’ MOTION TO STAY ISSUANCE OF REMITTITUR

Pursuant to NRAP 41(b)(3), Appellants, Superpumper, Inc.; Edward Bayuk,
individually and as Trustee of the Edward Bayuk Living Trust; Salvatore Morabito;
and Snowshoe Petroleum, Inc. (collectively “Defendants’), move this Court to stay
the issuance of the remittitur, pending the resolution of Defendants’ petition for a
writ of certiorari to the United States Supreme Court. Based upon the Court’s order
denying rehearing filed on October 11, 2021, the remittitur would normally issue on
November 5, 2021. However, if the Court grants this motion, a stay of the remittitur
would remain in place until the final disposition by the United States Supreme Court.
See NRAP 41(b)(3)(B).

Applying NRAP 41(b)(3)(B), Defendants ask that an initial stay of the
remittitur remain in place through February 8, 2022, which is 120 days from this
Court’s order denying rehearing, for Defendants to file their petition for a writ of
certiorari. According to this rule, once Defendants file their petition in the United
States Supreme Court, this initial stay would then be converted into a stay to remain
in place until Defendants’ petition for a writ of certiorari is finally resolved by the
United States Supreme Court.

According to Supreme Court Rule 10(b) and (c), Defendants can petition the
Supreme Court for a writ of certiorari for the following reasons: “(b) a state court of

last resort has decided an important federal question in a way that conflicts with the
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decision of another state court of last resort or of a United States court of appeals;
(c) a state court or a United States court of appeals has decided an important question
of federal law that has not been, but should be, settled by this Court, or has decided
an important federal question in a way that conflicts with relevant decisions of this
Court.” As the Court is aware, its opinion issued on September 16, 2021 addresses
several issues that fall within the scope of United States Supreme Court review,
including: (1) whether a state court has subject matter jurisdiction over fraudulent
transfer proceedings arising out of bankruptcy proceedings; (2) whether a
bankruptcy trustee has standing to pursue claims belonging to certain creditors in the
bankruptcy estate; and (3) whether a state court lacks in rem jurisdiction over a trust
when the trust is not separately named as a defendant.
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In summary, Defendants respectfully request that this Court grant this motion
and stay the issuance of the remittitur under NRAP 41(b)(3)(B) initially until
February 8, 2022 and, upon the filing of Defendants’ certiorari petition, through the
final disposition of their petition and the entire United States Supreme Court case.

Dated this 14th day of October 2021.

CLAGGETT & SYKES LAW FIRM

By /s/ Micah S. Echols
Micah S. Echols, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 8437
4101 Meadows Lane, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107
Attorneys for Appellants, Superpumper,
Inc.; Edward Bayuk, individually and as
Trustee of the Edward Bayuk Living
Trust; Salvatore Morabito; and Snowshoe
Petroleum, Inc.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that the foregoing APPELLANTS’ MOTION TO STAY
ISSUANCE OF REMITTITUR was filed electronically with the Supreme Court
of Nevada on the 14th day of October 2021. Electronic service of the foregoing

document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service List as follows:

Gerald M. Gordon, Esq. Jeffrey Hartman, Esq.

Erika Pike Turner, Esq. Hartman & Hartman

Gabrielle A. Hamm, Esq. 510 West Plumb Lane, Ste. B
Teresa Pilatowicz, Esq. Reno, Nevada 89509

Stephen Davis, Esq. Attorneys for Appellants,

Garman Turner Gordon LLP Superpumper, Inc.; Edward Bayuk,
7251 Amigo Street, Ste. 210 individually and as Trustee of the
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 Edward Bayuk Living Trust;
Attorneys for Respondent, Salvatore Morabito; and

William A. Leonard Snowshoe Petroleum, Inc.

/sl Anna Gresl
Anna Gresl, an employee of
CLAGGETT & SYKES LAW FIRM
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