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A complete list of the documents that must be attached appears as Question 27 on 
this docketing statement. Failure to attach all required documents will result in the 
delay of your appeal and may result in the imposition of sanctions. 

This court has noted that when attorneys do not take seriously their obligations under 
NRAP 14 to complete the docketing statement properly and conscientiously, they 
waste the valuable judicial resources of this court, making the imposition of 
sanctions appropriate. See KDI Sylvan Pools v. Workman, 107 Nev. 340, 344, 810 
P .2d 1217, 1220 (1991 ). Please use tab dividers to separate any attached documents. 



1. Judicial District Eighth Department XIV -~--------- -------------

County Clark Judge Adriana Escobar ---------------
District Ct. Case No. A-18-786357-W 

2. Attorney filing this docketing statement: 

Attorney Margaret McLetchie and Alina M. Shell Telephone 702-728-5300 

Firm McLetchie Law 

Address 701 E. Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Client(s) GreenMart of Nevada NLV, LLC 

------------

If this is a joint statement by multiple appellants, add the names and addresses of other counsel and 
the names of their clients on an additional sheet accompanied by a certification that they concur in the 
filing of this statement. 

3. Attorney(s) representing respondents(s): 

Attorney Daniel S. Simon 

Firm Simon Law 

Address 810 S. Casino Center Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Client(s) Compassionate Team of Las Vegas LLC 

Attorney Aaron D. Ford 

Firm Office of the Attorney General 

Telephone 702-364-1650 

Telephone 702-486-3420 

Address Ketan D. Bhirud, Steve Shevorski, David J. Pope, and Theresa M. Haar 
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Client(s) State of Nevada of Nevada, Department of Taxation 

(List additional counsel on separate sheet if necessary) 



4. Nature of disposition below (check all that apply): 

D Judgment after bench trial 

D Judgment after jury verdict 

D Summary judgment 

D Default judgment 

D Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief 

~ Grant/Denial of injunction 

D Grant/Denial of declaratory relief 

D Review of agency determination 

D Dismissal: 

D Lack of jurisdiction 

D Failure to state a claim 

D Failure to prosecute 

D Other (specify): -----------
□ Divorce Decree: 

D Original D Modification 

D Other disposition (specify): 

5. Does this appeal raise issues concerning any of the following? 

□ Child Custody 

D Venue 

D Termination of parental rights 

6. Pending and prior proceedings in this court. List the case name and docket number 
of all appeals or original proceedings presently or previously pending before this court which 
are related to this appeal: 

(1) GREENMART OF NEV. NLV LLC et al. v. NEV. WELLNESS CTR., LLC, Case No. 
79673 
(2) GREENMART OF NEV. NLV LLC v. HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS LLC, Case No. 79672 
(3) GREENMART OF NEV. NLV LLC v. SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER LLC, Case No. 
79668 
(4) GREENMART OF NEV. NLV LLC et al. v. ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC et al., 
Case No. 79669 
(5) GREENMART OF NEV. NLV LLC et al. v. COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS, 
LLC et al., Case No. 79671 

7. Pending and prior proceedings in other courts. List the case name, number and 
court of all pending and prior proceedings in other courts which are related to this appeal 
(e.g., bankruptcy, consolidated or bifurcated proceedings) and their dates of disposition: 

See, ATTACHMENT A. 



8. Nature of the action. Briefly describe the nature of the action and the result below: 

After the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation (the "Department") received and graded 
applications for licenses to open recreational marijuana establishments and allocated 
conditional licenses to winning applicants pursuant to NRS 453D.210, several losing 
applicants brought suit against the Department in several different cases under a number of 
different claims, and several successful applicants intervened. 

When the plaintiffs in the various cases filed motions for preliminary injunctions, the 
cases were coordinated in front of a single court for the purpose of holding an evidentiary 
hearing. At the conclusion of the evidentiary hearing, the district court held that the 
Department violated NRS 453D.200(6) by failing to conduct background checks on nominal 
owners with an ownership interest of less than 5% in some successful applicants based on 
NAC 453D.255(1). The court then enjoined the Department from conducting necessary final 
inspections on certain marijuana establishments based on the potential application of the 
background check statute and regulations. 

9. Issues on appeal. State concisely the principal issue(s) in this appeal (attach separate 
sheets as necessary): 
The principal issue presented to the Court is whether the district court properly enjoined the 
Department from conducting final inspections for certain marijuana establishments based 
upon the requirement to conduct a background check on "each prospective owner" of a 
recreational marijuana license applicant. This principal issue is further broken down in 
ATTACHMENT B to this docketing statement. 

10. Pending proceedings in this court raising the same or similar issues. If you are 
aware of any proceedings presently pending before this court which raises the same or 
similar issues raised in this appeal, list the case name and docket numbers and identify the 
same or similar issue raised: 
None 



11. Constitutional issues. If this appeal challenges the constitutionality of a statute, and 
the state, any state agency, or any officer or employee thereof is not a party to this appeal, 
have you notified the clerk of this court and the attorney general in accordance with NRAP 44 
and NRS 30.130? 

IZ]N/A 

□ Yes 

□ No 

If not, explain: 

12. Other issues. Does this appeal involve any of the following issues? 

D Reversal of well-settled Nevada precedent (identify the case(s)) 

iZ] An issue arising under the United States and/or Nevada Constitutions 

IZl A substantial issue of first impression 

iZ] An issue of public policy 

D An issue where en bane consideration is necessary to maintain uniformity of this 
court's decisions 

IZl A ballot question 

If so, explain: The appeal raises questions regarding a government agency's discretion in 
interpreting the statute it is tasked with implementing and whether or 
not certain parties have standing to challenge the agency's interpretation. 
It asks whether an agency has its discretion limited in interpreting a 
statute passed as the result of a ballot initiative under Article 19, Section 
2(3) of the Nevada State Constitution. It raises issues of public policy 
regarding the separation of powers between branches of government made 
more prescient by the subject matter of appeal, which revolves around the 
allocation of licenses to open recreational marijuana establishments. 



13. Assignment to the Court of Appeals or retention in the Supreme Court. Briefly 
set forth whether the matter is presumptively retained by the Supreme Court or assigned to 
the Court of Appeals under NRAP 17, and cite the subparagraph(s) of the Rule under which 
the matter falls. If appellant believes that the Supreme Court should retain the case despite 
its presumptive assignment to the Court of Appeals, identify the specific issue(s) or circum
stance(s) that warrant retaining the case, and include an explanation of their importance or 
significance: 

The matter is presumptively retained by the Supreme Court under several subsections of 
NRAP 17(a). It is a matter involving a ballot question and the discretion in interpreting 
statutes created by ballot question under subsection (2), it is an administrative agency case 
involving Department of Taxation determinations under subsection (8), it is a matter 
decided by a business court under subsection (9), and it is a matter raising as a principal 
issue a question of statewide public importance under subsection (12) as the resolution of the 
appeal will have a statewide impact over the state of recreational marijuana in Nevada. 

14. Trial. If this action proceeded to trial, how many days did the trial last? 0 ------

Was it a bench or jury trial? n/a - - ----------------------
15. Judicial Disqualification. Do you intend to file a motion to disqualify or have a 
justice recuse him/herself from participation in this appeal? If so, which Justice? 
No 



TIMELINESS OF NOTICE OF APPEAL 

16. Date of entry of written judgment or order appealed from Aug 23, 2019 

If no written judgment or order was filed in the district court, explain the basis for 
seeking appellate review: 

17. Date written notice of entry of judgment or order was served Aug 27, 2019 

Was service by: 

D Delivery 

i:gj Mail/electronic/fax 

18. If the time for filing the notice of appeal was tolled by a post-judgment motion 
(NRCP 50(b), 52(b), or 59) 

(a) Specify the type of motion, the date and method of service of the motion, and 
the date of filing. 

□ NRCP 50(b) Date of filing -------- -------
□ NRCP 52(b) Date of filing - ---- ----------
□ NRCP 59 Date of filing ----------- ----

NOTE: Motions made pursuant to NRCP 60 or motions for rehearing or reconsideration may toll the 
time for filing a notice of appeal. See AA Primo Builders v. Washington, 126 Nev. __ , 245 
P.3d 1190 (2010). 

(b) Date of entry of written order resolving tolling motion -------- ----
(c) Date written notice of entry of order resolving tolling motion was served 

was service by: 

D Delivery 

□ Mail 

-----



19. Date notice of appeal filed September 19, 2019 ~"------'--- - - - ---- --------
If more than one party has appealed from the judgment or order, list the date each 
notice of appeal was filed and identify by name the party filing the notice of appeal: 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC filed its notice of appeal on September 19, 2019. 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC filed its notice of appeal on September 19, 
2019. 
MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY LLC and LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC D/B/A THE 
DISPENSARY filed their notice of cross-appeal in the District Court on October 3, 2019. 

20. Specify statute or rule governing the time limit for filing the notice of appeal, 
e.g., NRAP 4(a) or other 

NRAP 4(a) 

SUBSTANTIVE APPEALABILITY 

21. Specify the statute or other authority granting this court jurisdiction to review 
the judgment or order appealed from: 
(a) 

□ NRAP 3A(b)(l) 

□ NRAP 3A(b )(2) 

IZl NRAP 3A(b)(3) 

D Other (specify) 

□ NRS 38.205 

□ NRS 233B.150 

□ NRS 703.376 

(b) Explain how each authority provides a basis for appeal from the judgment or order: 
The principal issue on appeal is whether the district court erred in granting a preliminary 
injunction against the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation that directly affects the 
Appellants. As this is an appeal of an order granting an injunction, the order is appealable 
under NRAP 3A(b)(3), which states that an appeal may be taken from "[a]n order granting 
or refusing to grant an injunction ... " 



22. List all parties involved in the action or consolidated actions in the district court: 
(a) Parties: 

See, ATTACHMENT C. 

(b) If all parties in the district court are not parties to this appeal, explain in detail why 
those parties are not involved in this appeal, e.g., formally dismissed, not served, or other: 

Each of the Defendant-Intervenors besides Appellants; LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC; 
and HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC. were not directly affected by the 
preliminary injunction because the district court did not enjoin the State from conducting final 
inspections on their establishments. CLEAR RIVER LLC was not affected by the order. 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC. was subject to the injunction for reasons that 
may be unrelated to the appeal. LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS LLC has only filed a single 
appeal on the relevant issues in GREEN MART OF NEVADA NLV LLC v. SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER LLC, Case No. 79668. 

23. Give a brief description (3 to 5 words) of each party's separate claims, 
counterclaims, cross-claims, or third-party claims and the date of formal 
disposition of each claim. 

(1) All Plaintiffs to the district court proceedings brought claims for violation of 
constitutional rights, writs of mandamus, declaratory relief, and judicial review against 
the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation seeking either to obtain one or more of the 
licenses at issue or damages. 
(2) NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC brought a counterclaim against MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, LLC and LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC seeking a 
declaration that NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC has valid conditional licenses 
to open marijuana establishments. 

24. Did the judgment or order appealed from adjudicate ALL the claims alleged 
below and the rights and liabilities of ALL the parties to the action or consolidated 
actions below? 

□ Yes 

IZl No 

25. If you answered "No" to question 24, complete the following: 

(a) Specify the claims remaining pending below: 
Because the appeal only challenges a preliminary injunction, all relevant claims remain 
pending before the district court. 



(b) Specify the parties remaining below: 
All parties remain in the pending claims before the district court. 

(c) Did the district court certify the judgment or order appealed from as a final judgment 
pursuant to NRCP 54(b)? 

□ Yes 

~No 

(d) Did the district court make an express determination, pursuant to NRCP 54(b), that 
there is no just reason for delay and an express direction for the entry of judgment? 

□ Yes 

~No 

26. If you answered "No" to any part of question 25, explain the basis for seeking 
appellate review (e.g., order is independently appealable under NRAP 3A(b)): 
The order is independently appealable under NRAP 3A(b)(3). 

27. Attach file-stamped copies of the following documents: 
• The latest-filed complaint, counterclaims, cross-claims, and third-party claims 
• Any tolling motion(s) and order(s) resolving tolling motion(s) 
• Orders of NRCP 41(a) dismissals formally resolving each claim, counterclaims, cross

claims and/or third-party claims asserted in the action or consolidated action below, 
even if not at issue on appeal 

• Any other order challenged on appeal 
• Notices of entry for each attached order 



VERIFICATION 

I declare under penalty of perjury that I have read this docketing statement, that 
the information provided in this docketing statement is true and complete to the 
best of my knowledge, information and belief, and that I have attached all required 
documents to this docketing statement. 

GreenMart of Nevada NL V, LLC Alina M. Shell 
Name of appellant counsel of record 

11/22/2019 
Date e of counsel of record 

State of Nevada, County of Clark 
State and county where signed 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on the 22nd ----- day of November ,2019 , I served a copy of this 

completed docketing statement upon all counsel of record: 

D By personally serving it upon him/her; or 

IZ] By mailing it by first class mail with sufficient postage prepaid to the following 
address(es): (NOTE: If all names and addresses cannot fit below, please list names 
below and attach a separate sheet with the addresses.) 

Will Kemp and Nathanael R. Rulis 
Kemp, Jones, & Coulthard LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89169 

David R. Koch, Steven B. Scow, 
Daniel G. Scow, and Brody R. Wight 
Koch & Scow, LLC 
11500 S Eastern Ave# 210 
Henderson, NV 89052 

Aaron Ford, Ketan Bhirud, Steve Shevorski, David Pope, and Theresa Haar 
NEV ADA OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL 
555 E. Washington Ave. , Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Dated this 22nd day of November , 2019 -------

s52Q~ 



ATTACHMENT A 

7. Pending and prior proceedings in other courts 

(!)SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC et al. v. THE STATE OF 
NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, Case No. A-19-786962-B, 
brought before the Nevada Eighth Judicial District Court Department 11. The 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law granting the preliminary injunction 
at issue on this appeal was filed on August 23, 2019. 

(2)ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC et al. v. THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, Case No. A-19-787004-B, brought before 
the Nevada Eighth Judicial District Court Department 11. The Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions of Law granting the preliminary injunction at issue on 
this appeal was filed on August 23, 2019. 

(3)MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. et al. v. THE STATE OF 
NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, Case No. A-18-785818-W, 
brought before the Nevada Eighth Judicial District Court Department 8 and 
coordinated in front of Department 11 to consider the various motions for 
preliminary injunctions. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
granting the preliminary injunction at issue on this appeal was filed on August 
23, 2019. 

(4)NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC v. THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, Case No. A-19-787540-W, brought before 
the Nevada Eighth Judicial District Court Department 18 and coordinated in 
front of Department 11 to consider the various motions for preliminary 
injunctions. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law granting the 
preliminary injunction at issue on this appeal was filed on August 23, 2019. 

(5)COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS LLC v. THE STATE OF 
NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, Case No. A-18-786357-W, 
brought before the Nevada Eighth Judicial District Court Department 14. 
There have been no relevant dates of disposition in this action. 

(6)D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. et al. v. THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION et al., Case No. A-19-787035-C, brought 
before the Nevada Eighth Judicial District Court Department 6. There have 
been no relevant dates of disposition in this action. 



(7)HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC v. THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, Case No. A-19-787726-C, brought before 
the Nevada Eighth Judicial District Court Department 14. There have been no 
relevant dates of disposition in this action. 



ATTACHMENT B 
9. Issues on appeal 

The principal issue presented to the Court is whether the district court properly 
enjoined the Department from conducting final inspections on the marijuana 
establishments of four of the successful applicants for marijuana licenses including 
Appellants. The issues the Court must resolve in deciding the principal issue include: 

Ill 

( 1) Whether the Respondents have standing to sue the State of Nevada, 
Department of Taxation (the "Department") for violations of NRS 
453D.200(6); 

(2) Whether the Department reasonably interpreted NRS 453D.200(6) not to 
require the Department to conduct owners of applicants for licenses to 
open marijuana establishments with ownership interests of less than 5% 
pursuant to NAC 453D.255(1 ); 

(3) Whether the district court erred by substituting the Department's 
interpretation ofNRS 453D.200(6) with its own; 

( 4) Whether the district court abused its discretion and deprived Appellants of 
due process by ordering the Department to provide information about 
Appellants' compliance with NRS 453D.200(6) but not requiring the 
Department to provide the same information about Respondents' 
compliance with NRS 453D.200(6); 

( 5) Whether Respondents are prevented from challenging the regulations 
found in NAC 453D.255(1) under the defenses of laches, estoppel, or 
waiver; 

( 6) Whether the district court properly found that Appellants did not list each 
of their prospective owners in their applications for licenses to open 
marijuana establishments sufficient to conduct the background checks 
required by NRS 453D.200(6); 

(7) Whether the district court abused its discretion in failing to articulate the 
irreparable harm that Respondents would suffer if the preliminary 
injunction was denied; and 



(8) Whether the district court erred in failing to balance the hardships 
Appellants would suffer were the injunction to be imposed with the 
irreparable harm Respondents would suffer if the injunction was denied. 



ATTACHMENT C 

22. List all parties involved in the action or consolidated actions in the district 
court: 

(a) Parties: 

Plaintiffs: 
SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC; TGIG, LLC; NULEAF INCLINE 
DISPENSARY,LLC; NEV ADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC; TRYKE 
COMPANIES SO NV, LLC; TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC; PARADISE 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC; GBS NEV ADA PARTNERS, LLC; FIDELIS 
HOLDINGS, LLC; GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC; NEVADA PURE, LLC; 
MEDIFARM, LLC; ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC; GLOBAL 
HARMONY, LLC; GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS, LLC; GREEN 
THERAPEUTICS, LLC; HERBAL CHOICE, INC.; JUST QUALITY, LLC; 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC; ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE, INC. DBA 
MOTHER HERB; NEVCANN, LLC; RED EARTH, LLC; THC NEV ADA, LLC; 
ZION GARDENS, LLC; MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.; MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC.; LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC; and NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC. 

Defendant: 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION 

Defendant-Intervenors: 
NEV ADA ORGANIC REMEDIEC, LLC; GREENMART OF NEV ADA NL V 
LLC; LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC; HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CENTER, INC.; INTEGRAL ASSOCIATES LLC; ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC; 
ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC; CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC; COMMERCE PARK 
MEDICAL, LLC; CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC; and CLEAR RIVER, LLC 



Case Number: A-18-785818-W

Electronically Filed
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David R. Koch (NV Bar #8830) 
Steven B. Scow (NV Bar #9906) 
Brody R. Wight (NV Bar #13615) 
Daniel G. Scow (NV Bar #14614) 
KOCH & SCOW LLC 
11500 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 210 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
Telephone:  702.318.5040 
Facsimile:  702.318.5039 
dkoch@kochscow.com 
sscow@kochscow.com  
 
Attorneys for Defendant-Intervenor/Counterclaimant 
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a 
Nevada corporation, LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC, dba The Dispensary, a Nevada Limited 
liability company, 
 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION; AND DOES 1 through 10; and 
ROE CORPORATIONS 1 through 10. 
 

Defendants, 
 

and 
 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 
 
                                     Defendant-Intervenor. 
_________________________________________ 
 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC, 
 

Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
 
MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a 
Nevada corporation, LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC, dba The Dispensary, a Nevada Limited 
liability company. 
 
   Counter-Defendants 

Case No.  A-18-785818-W 
Dept. No. 9 

 
 
 

ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT  
AND COUNTERCLAIM  
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Defendant-Intervenor Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC (“NOR”) files its Answer 

to Plaintiff’s Complaint as follows: 

I. PARTIES & JURISDICTION 

1. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.  

2. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations. 

3. NOR admits the allegations of paragraph 3.  

4. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.  

    II. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

5. To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To 

the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, NOR admits 

the allegations.  

6. To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To 

the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, NOR admits 

the allegations.   

7. To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To 

the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, NOR admits 

the allegations.  

8. To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To 

the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, NOR admits 

the allegations. 
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9. To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To 

the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, NOR admits 

the allegations.  

10. To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To 

the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, NOR admits 

the allegations. 

11. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.  

12. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.  

13. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.   

14. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.   

15. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.   

16. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.  

17. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.   

18. NOR denies the allegations contained in this paragraph to the extent such 

allegations pertain to NOR, and to the extent the allegations pertain to any other applicant, 

NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of these 

allegations and on that basis denies these allegations. 

19. NOR denies the allegations contained in this paragraph to the extent such 

allegations pertain to NOR, and to the extent the allegations pertain to any other applicant, 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 
 -4-  

 

NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of these 

allegations and on that basis denies these allegations. 

20. NOR denies the allegations contained in this paragraph to the extent such 

allegations pertain to NOR, and to the extent the allegations pertain to any other applicant, 

NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of these 

allegations and on that basis denies these allegations. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

21. NOR repeats and reasserts all prior responses as though fully set forth 

herein.  

22. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary. To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

23. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.  

24. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.

 To the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

25. NOR denies the allegations contained in this paragraph to the extent such 

allegations pertain to NOR, and to the extent the allegations pertain to any other applicant, 

this paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To the extent a 

response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

26. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

27. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

28. This paragraph does not contain factual allegations or legal conclusions, and 

no response is necessary.  To the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

29. This paragraph does not contain factual allegations or legal conclusions, and 

no response is necessary.  To the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 
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30. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.  

31. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.  

  
SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Injunctive Relief) 

32. NOR repeats and reasserts all prior responses as though fully set forth 

herein.  

33. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  

34. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.   

35. NOR admits the allegations contained in this paragraph.   

36. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

37. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.  

38. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.

 To the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

    
THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Procedural Due Process) 

39. NOR repeats and reasserts all prior responses as though fully set forth 

herein.  

40. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

41. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

42. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   
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43. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

44. NOR does not have sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or 

falsity of these allegations and on that basis denies these allegations.    

45. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

  
FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Substantive Due Process) 

46. NOR repeats and reasserts all prior responses as though fully set forth 

herein.  

47. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

48. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

49. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

50. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.  

 
FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Equal Protection Violation) 

51. NOR repeats and reasserts all prior responses as though fully set forth 

herein.  

52. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

53. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

54. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   
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55. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

56. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations. 

   
SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Judicial Review) 

57. NOR repeats and reasserts all prior responses as though fully set forth 

herein. 

58. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

59. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

60. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

61. This paragraph does not contain factual allegations or legal conclusions, and 

no response is necessary. 

62. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.  

 
SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

63. NOR repeats and reasserts all prior responses as though fully set forth 

herein. 

64. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

65. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

66. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.  
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67. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

68. This paragraph contains legal conclusions, and no response is necessary.  To 

the extent a response is necessary, NOR denies the allegations.   

GENERAL DENIAL 

 To the extent a further response is required to any allegation set forth in the 

Complaint, NOR denies such allegation. 

 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 1 

 The First Amended Complaint and each claim for relief fails to state a claim upon 

which relief can be granted. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 2 

 The actions of Defendants the State of Nevada and Nevada Department of 

Taxation were all official acts that were done in compliance with applicable laws and 

regulations. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 3 

 Plaintiffs’ claims are barred because Plaintiff has failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 4 

 Plaintiffs have failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this litigation 

under NRCP 19 as the Court cannot grant any of Plaintiffs’ claims without affecting the 

rights and privileges of those parties who received the licenses at issue as well as other 

third parties. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 5 

The actions of Defendants the State of Nevada and Nevada Department of 

Taxation were not arbitrary or capricious, and Defendants had a rational basis for all of 

the actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 6 

The Defendants the State of Nevada and Nevada Department of Taxation are 

immune from suit when performing the functions at issue in this case.  

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 7 

Plaintiffs have no constitutional rights to obtain privileged licenses. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 8 

Injunctive relief is unavailable to Plaintiffs, because the Nevada Department of 

Taxation has already completed the tasks of issuing the conditional licenses.  

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 9 

Mandamus is not available to compel the members of the executive branch to 

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 10 

Plaintiffs are not entitled to Judicial Review on the denial of a license. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 11 

Declaratory relief will not give the Plaintiffs the relief that they are seeking. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE NO. 12 

 Because this case is in its infancy, NOR has not yet discovered all relevant facts. 

Additional facts may support the assertion of additional affirmative defenses, including, 

but not limited to, those enumerated in NRCP 8(c). NOR reserves the right to assert such 

affirmative defenses as discovery proceeds. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Defendant-Intervenor prays for judgment as follows: 

 1.  That Plaintiffs take nothing by way of their First Amended Complaint and 

that the same be dismissed with prejudice; 

 2.  For costs of suit and reasonable attorneys’ fees; and 

/// 

/// 
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 3.  For any other such relief as this Court deems just and proper under the 

circumstances. 

 
DATED: March 15, 2019    KOCH & SCOW, LLC 

By: /s/ David R. Koch               X 
David R. Koch, Esq. 
Attorneys for Nevada Organic  
Remedies, LLC 

 
 

COUNTERCLAIM 

Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC (“NOR”) asserts its Counterclaim against MM 

Development Company, Inc. (“MM”) and Livfree Wellness, LLC, dba The Dispensary 

(“Livfree”) and alleges as follows: 

PARTIES 

1. NOR is, and at all relevant times was, a Nevada limited liability 

company doing business in Clark County. 

2. NOR is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges that MM is, and 

at all relevant times was, a Nevada corporation doing business in Clark County. 

3. NOR is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges that Livfree is, 

and at all relevant times was, a Nevada limited liability company doing business in 

Clark County. 

JURISDICTION  

4. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court as this Counterclaim is brought in 

response to an action presently pending before this Court, and pursuant to NRCP 

8(a)(1), no new jurisdictional support is needed.    

/// 

/// 

/// 
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GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

NOR Applies for and Is Awarded Conditional Licenses 

5. On August 16, 2018, the Department issued notice for an application 

period within which the Department sought applications from qualified applicants for 

recreational marijuana retail store licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.  

6. The application period for those licenses opened on September 7, 2018 

and closed on September 20, 2018.  

7. The Department allocated 10 licenses for Unincorporated Clark County, 

Nevada; 10 licenses for Las Vegas, Nevada; 6 licenses for Henderson, Nevada; 5 

licenses for North Las Vegas, Nevada; 6 licenses for Reno, Nevada; 1 license for 

Sparks, Nevada; and 1 license for Nye County, Nevada.  The Department stated that it 

would issue conditional licenses to successful applicants on or before December 5, 

2018. 

8. NOR timely submitted applications for 8 recreational marijuana retail 

store licenses during the September 2018 application period in the following Nevada 

jurisdictions: Unincorporated Clark County, City of Las Vegas, City of North Las 

Vegas, City of Henderson, City of Reno, Nye County, Carson City, and City of Sparks.  

9. On December 5, 2018, the Department sent letters to NOR indicating that 

the Department intended to conditionally approve NOR’s applications for licenses in 

Unincorporated Clark County, City of Las Vegas, City of North Las Vegas, City of 

Henderson, City of Reno, Carson City and Nye County.  

10. NOR is informed and believes that the Department issued NOR seven 

conditional licenses because NOR scored second highest among overall applicants in 

six jurisdictions and had the highest score for any applicant in Nye County. 

/// 

/// 
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Current Regulations Require NOR to Receive  

Final Inspections Within 12 Months 

11. Pursuant to current regulations, NOR has 12 months to receive a final 

inspection for a marijuana establishment under its conditional licenses.  As provided 

in R092-17, Sec. 87, “If a marijuana establishment has not received a final inspection 

within 12 months after the date on which the Department issued a license to the 

marijuana establishment, the marijuana establishment must surrender the license to 

the Department. The Department may extend the period specified in this subsection if 

the Department, in its discretion, determines that extenuating circumstances prevented 

the marijuana establishment from receiving a final inspection within the period 

specified in this subsection.”  

12. Accordingly, NOR intends to proceed with obtaining a final inspection of 

a marijuana establishment no later than December 4, 2019, in each jurisdiction in which 

it was awarded a license.   

MM and Livfree File the Present Action to Impede 

Licensees’ Rights to Open a Marijuana Establishment 

13. The present lawsuit is an attempt by MM and Livfree to delay or hinder 

the process and timing for licensees, such as NOR, of opening a marijuana establishment 

under their approved conditional licenses.  MM and Livfree contend that they had 

received high scores for medical marijuana establishments during the 2015 application 

review process, and that the “Department improperly granted ‘conditional’ licenses to 

applicants who were ranked substantially lower than Plaintiffs on the 2015 rankings,” as 

if the 2015 rankings should be simply transferred over to the new 2018 application 

process.   

14. The wholly unfounded claims made by MM and Livfree in this action are 

an attempt to manufacture a dispute in the hope of undermining the rights of NOR and 
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other successful applicants.  MM and Livfree have asserted factually deficient 

allegations that they should have received one or more of the licenses that were awarded 

to NOR (or other licensees) without any substantive facts that demonstrate any 

impropriety or issue with the granting of the licenses to NOR.     

15. MM and Livfree have not asserted (nor can they assert) any facts specific to 

NOR to demonstrate that NOR should not have received the conditional licenses that it 

was granted, yet MM and Livfree have sought relief that might limit or preclude NOR 

from being able to move forward with obtaining final inspections for marijuana 

establishments under current regulations.    

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Declaratory Relief) 

16. NOR repeats and reincorporates by reference all previous allegations of 

this Counterclaim. 

17. A justiciable controversy exists sufficient to warrant a declaratory 

judgment pursuant to Nevada’s Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, NRS 30.010, et seq.  

18. NOR has received conditional licenses from the Department of Taxation to 

open marijuana establishments in seven jurisdictions in the State pursuant to statute and 

regulation.   

19. MM and Livfree contend that the Department of Taxation “must” issue a 

conditional license to each of them in at least six jurisdictions, which would necessarily 

deprive NOR of a license in one or more of the jurisdictions in which it has received a 

license.   

20. MM and Livfree have asserted no facts specific to NOR that would provide 

any valid basis to receive the relief requested as it relates to NOR.   

21. NOR requests a declaratory judgment to determine its rights, status, or 

other legal relations under the applicable statutes and regulations with respect to the 
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unfounded dispute brought by MM and Livfree.  Such a declaratory judgment will 

eliminate any false and untenable impediments that might otherwise potentially delay 

the opening of a marijuana establishment within the specified regulatory time period.   

22. NOR has been required to retain counsel to bring these claims and is 

entitled to recover its fees and costs incurred in pursuit of these claims.   

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 Wherefore, NOR prays for relief as follows: 

1. A declaratory judgment from the Court that NOR has a valid conditional 

license under applicable statutes and regulations and may proceed with opening and 

obtaining a final inspection for a marijuana establishment, 

2. Costs and fees incurred in bringing and pursuing its claims herein, and 

3. Any further and additional relief that the Court may award.  

 
 
DATED: March 15, 2019    KOCH & SCOW, LLC 

By: /s/ David R. Koch               X 
David R. Koch, Esq. 
Attorneys for Counterclaimant  
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury, that I am over the age of 

eighteen (18) years, and I am not a party to, nor interested in, this action.  I certify that on 
March 15, 2019, I caused the foregoing document entitled: ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM to be served as follows: 
 

[X]      Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a) and 8.05(f), to be electronically served through 
the Eighth Judicial District court’s electronic filing system, with the date 
and time of the electronic service substituted for the date and place of 
deposit in in the mail; and/or; 

 [    ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States   
  Mail, in a sealed envelope upon which first class postage was   
  prepaid in Henderson, Nevada; and/or 
 [    ] Pursuant to EDCR 7.26, to be sent via facsimile; and/or 
 [    ] hand-delivered to the attorney(s) listed below at the address    

   indicated below; 
 [    ] to be delivered overnight via an overnight delivery service in lieu of  

             delivery by mail to the addressee (s); and or: 
 [    ] by electronic mailing to:  
 

Michele L. Caro  mcaro@ag.nv.gov  
  David J. Pope  dpope@ag.nv.gov  
  Vivienne Rakowsky  vrakowsky@ag.nv.gov  
  Debra K. Turman  dturman@ag.nv.gov  
  Robert E. Werbicky  rwerbicky@ag.nv.gov  
  Danielle Wright  dwright2@ag.nv.gov 

Ali Augustine  a.augustine@kempjones.com  
  Alisa Hayslett  a.hayslett@kempjones.com  
  Nathanael R Rulis  n.rulis@kempjones.com  
  Patricia Stoppard  p.stoppard@kempjones.com 

Brandon Lopipero  bml@mgalaw.com  
  Margaret A McLetchie maggie@nvlitigation.com 
 MGA Docketing  docket@mgalaw.com 
 

Executed on March 15, 2019 at Henderson, Nevada. 
 
       /s/ Andrea Eshenbaugh  
       Andrea Eshenbaugh 
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ANEO 

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 

ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 

MCLETCHIE LAW 

701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 

Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Telephone: (702) 728-5300 

Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor, GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a 

Nevada Corporation, LIVFREE WELLNESS 

LLC, dba The Dispensary, a Nevada limited 

liability company, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

 

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 

TAXATION; and DOES 1 through 10; and 

ROE CORPORATIONS 1 through 10,  

 Defendants, 

 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company, 

Defendant-Intervenor. 

 Case No.: A-18-785818-W 

 

Dept. No.: VIII 

 

AMENDED NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 

ORDER 

 

  

SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, et 

al., 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

 

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 

TAXATION,  

 Defendant, 

and 

 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company, et al. 

Defendants-Intervenors. 

 Case No.: A-19-786962-B 

 

Dept. No.: XI 

 

AMENDED NOTICE OF ENTRY 

OF ORDER 

 

ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; GLOBAL 

HARMONY LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; GREEN LEAF FARMS 

HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

 Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

 

Dept. No.: XI 

 

AMENDED NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 

Case Number: A-18-785818-W

Electronically Filed
9/19/2019 4:18 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

Docket 79670   Document 2019-47929
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company; GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; HERBAL 

CHOICE INC., a Nevada corporation; JUST 

QUALITY, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC. dba 

MOTHER HERB, a Nevada corporation; 

NEVCANN LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; RED EARTH LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; THC NEVADA 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; and 

ZION GARDENS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

 

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 

TAXATION, a Nevada administrative 

agency; and DOES 1 through 20; and ROE 

CORPORATIONS 1 through 20, inclusive  

 Defendants. 

 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company, 

Defendant-Intervenor. 

ORDER 

 

 

COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS 

VEGAS LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 

Company; 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

 

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 

TAXATION; DOES 1 through 10; and ROE 

CORPORATIONS 1 through 10,  

 Defendants; 

 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company, 

Intervenor Defendant. 

 Case No.: A-18-786357-W 

 

Dept. No.: XIV 

 

AMENDED NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 

ORDER 

 

HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

 

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 

TAXATION; DOES 1-10 and ROE 

 Case No.: A-19-787726-C 

 

Dept. No.: XIV 

 

AMENDED NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 

ORDER 
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CORPORATIONS 1-10,  

 Defendants. 

 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company, 

Intervenor Defendant. 

 

  

  

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

 

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 

TAXATION; and NEVADA ORGANIC 

REMEDIES, LLC,  

 Defendants. 

 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company, 

Intervenor Defendant. 

 Case No.: A-19-787540-W 

 

Dept. No.: XVIII 

 

AMENDED NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 

ORDER 

 

 

TO: THE PARTIES HERETO AND THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

  PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 23rd day of August, 2019, the Findings of 

Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction was entered in the above-

captioned action. A copy of the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting 

Preliminary Injunction is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

DATED this the 19th day of September, 2019. 

 

/s/ Margaret A. McLetchie       

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 

ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 

MCLETCHIE LAW 

701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 

Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Telephone: (702) 728-5300 

Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor, GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 19th day of September, 2019, pursuant to 

Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did cause a true copy of the foregoing 

AMENDED NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER in Serenity Wellness Center, LLC, et al. v. 

State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, et al., Clark County District Court Case No. A-

19-786962-B, to be served electronically using the Odyssey File & Serve system, to all 

parties with an email address on record. 

This document applies to Case Nos. A-19-786962-B;  A-19-785818-W;  A-19-787004-B; 

A-19-787540-W; A-18-786357-W; and A-19-787726-C. 

/s/ Pharan Burchfield 

An Employee of McLetchie Law 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS TO AMENDED NOTICE OF ENTRY 

Exhibit Description 

1 August 23, 2019 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting 

Preliminary Injunction 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 1 
 



Case Number: A-19-786962-B

Electronically Filed
8/23/2019 2:03 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
















































