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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

PARVIZ SAFARI, an individual; MANDANA 
ZAHEDI, an individual; and on behalf of 
MEDITEX, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, 
 
 Appellants, 
 

vs. 
 
HAMID MODJTAHED, individually and 
derivatively on behalf of MEDITEX, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; and MOHAMMAD 
MOJTAHED, individually and derivatively on behalf 
of MEDITEX, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, 
 
 Respondents. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Case No. 79926 
 
 

DOCKETING 
STATEMENT 

CIVIL APPEALS 

 
GENERAL INFORMATION 

All appellants not in proper person must complete this docketing statement. NRAP 14(a). The 
purpose of the docketing statement is to assist the Court in screening jurisdiction, classifying 
cases for en banc, panel, or expedited treatment, compiling statistical information and identifying 
parties and their counsel. 

WARNING 

This statement must be completed fully, accurately and on time. NRAP 14(c). The Court may 
impose sanctions on counsel or appellant if it appears that the information provided is incomplete 
or inaccurate. Id. Failure to fill out the statement completely or to file it in a timely manner 
constitutes grounds for the imposition of sanctions, including a fine and/or dismissal of the 
appeal. 

A complete list of the documents that must be attached appears as Question 26 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. 

Electronically Filed
Dec 31 2019 04:13 p.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 79926   Document 2019-52556



- 2 - 
MAC:00002-307 3934923_1 12/31/2019 3:01 PM 

Revised December 2015 

1. Judicial District Eighth  Department 13 
County Clark Judge Denton 
District Ct. Case No. A-15-729030-B 

2. Attorney filing this docketing statement: 

Attorney Tom W. Stewart, Esq. and Chad F. Clement, Esq.  
Telephone (702) 382-0711 
Firm Marquis Aurbach Coffing 
Address 10001 Park Run Drive, Las Vegas, NV 89145 
Clients Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi 

If this is a joint statement by multiple appellants, add the names and address 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 respondent(s): 

Attorney Jonathan D. Blum   
Telephone (702) 362-7800 
Firm Kolesar & Leatham 
Address 400 South Rampart Blvd., Suite 400, Las Vegas Nevada 89145 
Clients Hamid Modjtahed, Mohammad Mojtahed, individually and derivatively 
on behalf of Meditex, LLC 

 (List additional counsel on separate sheet if necessary) 

4. Nature of disposition below (check all that apply): 
 Judgment after bench trial  Dismissal 
 Judgment after jury verdict  Lack of Jurisdiction 
 Summary judgment  Failure to state a claim 
 Default judgment  Failure to prosecute 
 Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief  Other (specify)       
 Grant/Denial of injunction     Divorce decree: 
 Grant/Denial of declaratory relief  Original  Modification 
 Review of agency determination  Other disposition (specify)       
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5. Does this appeal raise issues concerning any of the following: No. 
 Child Custody 
 Venue 
 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: 

None. 

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: 

Safari, et al v. Modjtahed, et al, A-15-729030-B, Eighth Judicial District Court 
Case No. A-18-771467-C (the underlying district court proceedings remain 
ongoing because the district court is considering Respondents’ request for 
punitive damages and a post-trial motion for attorney fees) 

Modjtahed, et al v. Zahedi, et al, Eighth Judicial District Court Case No. A-18-
771467-C (ongoing) 

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

This case centers around various business partners who were shipping vitamins 
and breathing machines to the Middle East. The business relationship broke 
down, and appellants Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi alleged that 
respondents Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad Mojtahed, among others, never 
paid the full amount owed to him from the vitamin sales, and Appellant brought 
claims for breach of fiduciary duty, intentional interference with prospective 
economic advantage, embezzlement, declaratory relief, accounting and unjust 
enrichment. Respondents brought counterclaims against Safari, Zahedi, 
counter-defendant Nooshin Zahedi, and counter-defendant UTSafety, LLC, for 
breach of contract, contractual breach of the implied covenant of good faith and 
fair dealing, tortious breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair 
dealing, unjust enrichment, fraud, breach of fiduciary duty, aiding and abetting 
breach of fiduciary duty, civil conspiracy, concert of action, constructive fraud, 
and accounting. The district court granted summary judgment on some claims 
and resolved the remaining claims following a bench trial in which the district 
court found in favor of Respondents. The district court entered judgment 
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against Safari for $405,475.00, against Mandana for $111,675.00, and against 
Nooshin for $91,700.00. 

9. Issues on appeal.  State concisely the principal issue(s) in this appeal (attach 
separate sheets as necessary): 

(1) Whether the district court erred in granting summary judgment on 
Safari’s and Zahedi’s claims for breach of fiduciary duty, intentional 
interference with prospective economic advantage, embezzlement, and 
declaratory relief. 

(2) Whether the district court erred in concluding Safari and Zahedi failed 
to prove their claims for accounting and unjust enrichment. 

(3) Whether the district court erred in granting summary judgment against 
Safari and Zahedi on respondents’ breach of contract claim. 

(4) Whether the district court erred in finding against Safari and Zahedi 
on respondents’ claims for contractual breach of the implied covenant of 
good faith and fair dealing, tortious breach of the implied covenant of good 
faith and fair dealing, unjust enrichment, fraud, breach of fiduciary duty, 
aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duty, civil conspiracy, concert of 
action, constructive fraud, and accounting. 

10. Pending proceedings in this court raising the same or similar issues.  If 
you are aware of any proceeding 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? 

 N/A 

 Yes 

 No 

If not, explain:       
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12. Other issues.  Does this appeal involve any of the following issues? No. 

 Reversal of well-settled Nevada precedent (identify the case(s)) 
 An issue arising under the United States and/or Nevada Constitutions 
 A substantial issue of first impression 
 An issue of public policy 
 An issue where en banc consideration is necessary to maintain uniformity of this 
court’s decisions 
 A ballot question 

If so, explain:       

13. Assignment to the Supreme 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 circumstance(s) that warrant retaining the case, and 
include an explanation of their importance or significance: 

This case does not fall into one of the categories of presumptive retention by the 
Supreme Court or assignment to the Court of Appeals; however, because the 
amount of the judgment (over $405,000) exceeds the amounts specified in 
NRAP 17(b)(5), the Supreme Court should retain this appeal. 

14. Trial.  If this action proceeded to trial, how many days did the trial last? 18 
Was it a bench or jury trial? Bench 

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  
September 27, 2019. 

If no written judgment or order was filed in the district court, explain the basis 

for seeking appellate review:       
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17. Date written notice of entry of judgment or order was served  

September 30, 2019. 

Was service by: 

 Delivery 

 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) N/A 

(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: 

 Delivery 

 Mail 

19. Date notice of appeal filed October 24, 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: 

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). 
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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)(1)  NRS 38.205 

 NRAP 3A(b)(2)  NRS 233B.150 

 NRAP 3A(b)(3)  NRS 703.376 

 Other (specify)       
 

(b) Explain how each authority provides a basis for appeal from the judgment or 
order: 

The district court’s September 27, 2019, findings of fact, conclusions of law, 
and judgment was a final order resolving all claims in the action.  

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

(a) Parties: 

Parviz Safari, individually (plaintiff/counter-defendant) and on behalf of 
Meditex, LLC (plaintiff); 

Mandana Zahedi, individually (plaintiff/counter-defendant) and on behalf of 
Meditex, LLC (plaintiff); 

Hamid Modjtahed, individually (defendant/counter-claimant), and 
derivatively on behalf of Meditex LLC (counter-claimant); 

Mohammad Mojtahed, individually (defendant/counter-claimant), and 
derivatively on behalf of Meditex LLC (counter-claimant); 

Ali Mojtahed, individually (defendant); 

Nooshin Zahedi, individually (counter-defendant) 

UTSafety, LLC (counter-defendant) 

(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: 

UTSafety, LLC, is not represented in this appeal because it does not have a 
judgment against it and did not timely file a notice of appeal of the final 
judgment. 
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Nooshin Zahedi is not a party to this appeal because she was defaulted in the 
underlying case and, although she has a judgment against her, did not timely 
file a notice of appeal of the final judgment. 

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. 

Claims by Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi, individually and on behalf of 
Meditex, LLC: 

• breach of fiduciary duty against Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad 
Mojtahed (resolved April 27, 2018 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions 
of Law, and Order Granting In Part and Denying In Part Defendants-
Counter-Claimants’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment Regarding 
the Claims against Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad Mojtahed); 

• intentional interference with prospective economic advantage against 
Hamid Modjtahed, Mohammad Mojtahed, and Ali Mojtahed (claims 
against Hamid and Mohammad resolved April 27, 2018 by Findings 
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order Granting In Part and Denying 
In Part Defendants-Counter-Claimants’ Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment Regarding the Claims against Hamid Modjtahed and 
Mohammad Mojtahed; claim against Ali resolved April 27, 2018, by 
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order Granting 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants’ Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment Regarding the Claims against Ali Mojtahed);  

• embezzlement against Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad Mojtahed 
(resolved April 27, 2018 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, 
and Order Granting In Part and Denying In Part Defendants-Counter-
Claimants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment Regarding the 
Claims against Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad Mojtahed); 

• declaratory relief against Hamid Modjtahed, Mohammad Mojtahed, 
and Ali Mojtahed (claims against Hamid and Mohammad resolved 
April 27, 2018 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order 
Granting In Part and Denying In Part Defendants-Counter-Claimants’ 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment Regarding the Claims against 
Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad Mojtahed; claim against Ali 
resolved April 27, 2018, by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, 
and Order Granting Defendants/Counter-Claimants’ Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment Regarding the Claims against Ali 
Mojtahed); 
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• accounting against Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad Mojtahed 
(resolved September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 
Law, and Judgment); and 

• unjust enrichment against Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad 
Mojtahed (resolved September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Judgment) 
 

Counterclaims by Hamid Modjtahed and Mohammad Mojtahed, individually 
and derivatively on behalf of Meditex, LLC: 
 

• breach of contract against Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi (claim 
against Parvis resolved July 18, 2018 by Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Order Granting In Part and Denying In Part 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment On Counter-Claimants’ Non-
Fraud Claims Against Parviz Safari; claim against Mandana 
September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and 
Judgment); 

• contractual breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair 
dealing against Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi (resolved 
September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and 
Judgment); 

• tortious breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing 
against Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi (resolved September 27, 
2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Judgment); 

• unjust enrichment against Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi 
(resolved September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 
Law, and Judgment); 

• fraud against Parviz Safari (resolved September 27, 2019 by Findings 
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Judgment); 

• breach of fiduciary duty against Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi 
(resolved September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 
Law, and Judgment); 

• aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duty against Nooshin Zahedi 
and UTSafety, LLC (resolved September 27, 2019 by Findings of 
Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Judgment); 

• civil conspiracy against Parviz Safari, Mandana Zahedi, Nooshin 
Zahedi, and UTSafety, LLC (resolved September 27, 2019 by 
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Judgment); 
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• concert of action against Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi (resolved 
September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and 
Judgment); 

• constructive fraud against Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi 
(resolved September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 
Law, and Judgment); and 

• accounting against Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi (resolved 
September 27, 2019 by Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and 
Judgment). 

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 

 No 

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

(a) Specify the claims remaining pending below: 

      

(b) Specify the parties remaining below: 

      

(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)): 
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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 
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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.

Parviz Safari and Mandana Zahedi
Chad F. Clement, Esq.
and Tom W. Stewart, Esq.

Name of appellant Name of counsel of record

December 31, 2019 /s/ Tom W. Stewart
Date Signature of counsel of record

Clark County, Nevada
State and county where signed
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on the 31st day of December, 2019, I served a copy of this 
completed docketing statement upon all counsel of record: 

 By eservice pursuant to this Court’s Master Service List; or 

 By mailing it by first class mail with sufficient postage prepaid to the 
following address(es): 

Dated this 31st day of December, 2019. 

 /s/ Leah Dell 
Signature 
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