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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

HOWARD SHAPIRO, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

            vs. 

GLEN WELT, et al., 

Defendants. 

Case No.: A-14-706566-C 

Dept. No.: XXVII 

OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
PURSUANT TO NRS 41.660  

Plaintiffs Howard and Jenna Shapiro, by and through their counsel Alex B. 

Ghibaudo, Esq., of the law firm Alex B. Ghibaudo, PC, hereby oppose Defendants’ special 

motion to dismiss pursuant to NRS 41.660. This motion is based on the following 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the papers and pleadings already on file herein, the 

attached affidavits, and any oral argument the Court may permit at the hearing of this Motion. 

Dated this the 8th day of July, 2019. 

/s/ Alex Ghibaudo 
Alex B. Ghibaudo, Nevada State Bar No. 10592 
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Case Number: A-14-706566-C

Electronically Filed
7/9/2019 11:34 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Memorandum of Points and Authorities 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Defendants have filed their third motion to dismiss pursuant to Nevada’s anti-

SLAPP statute (NRS 41.660). In their first motion to dismiss, Plaintiff’s argued that the 

public has an interest in private guardianship disputes and that the litigation privilege 

rendered the challenged speech protected. The Nevada Supreme Court disagreed. The 

second time around, Defendants, again, argued that the litigation privilege shielded the 

Defendants, particularly Glen Welt, and that because Howard sought appointment as 

conservator over his father, that fact made him a public figure whose conduct is a per se 

interest to the public. Again, the Nevada Supreme Court disagreed. Now, for their third 

try Defendants, AGAIN, argue that the litigation privilege in this context renders the 

challenged speech protected and, for a novel twist on the same argument advanced for the 

past five (5) years, the challenged statements are protected because they addressed elder 

abuse, which the citizens of New Jersey are surely interested in (and, again, as before, 

claim Howard is a limited-purpose public figure which must demonstrate malice to 

prevail on his defamation claim).  

II. SUMMARY OF FACTS 

The facts of this case have been discussed in great detail. To avoid rehashing the 

same facts ad nauseum, Plaintiffs rely on those facts stated in the complaint on file in this 

case, on each and every opening brief filed in the various appellate matters, and each and 

every opposition and countermotion filed by Plaintiffs addressing Defendants various 

motions to dismiss, and those facts are incorporated here by reference pursuant to NRCP 

10(c) . 
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III. LEGAL ANALYSIS 

A. Defendants third motion to dismiss is untimely and should be time-barred  

NRS 41.660 allows for a special motion to dismiss to be filed no later than 60 

days from service of the complaint. The complaint in this matter was filed September 4, 

2014. All parties were served by September 11, 2019. On October 13, 2014 Mr. Lowry 

made an appearance on behalf of Glen Welt and accepted service of the complaint on 

behalf of all parties. On December 15, 2014 the first motion to dismiss pursuant to NRS 

41.660 was filed. Judging either by the date Rhoda, Michelle, or Lynn Welt were served 

(September 11, 2014) or when Mr. Lowry made his first appearance and accepted service 

of the complaint on behalf of the remaining Defendant, Glen Welt (October 13, 2014), 

the first motion to dismiss pursuant to NRS 41.660 was already untimely. Nevertheless, it 

was heard and granted. That decision was appealed and the Nevada Supreme Court 

reversed this court’s order dismissing Plaintiffs’ claims and remanded the matter to this 

court for further consideration.  

On May 4, 2017 notice of remittitur was filed with this court and the case was 

reopened. The second motion to dismiss was filed May 26, 2017, 22 days after the case 

was reopened. Again, this court granted Defendants renewed motion to dismiss. Again, 

that decision was challenged. Remittitur issued the second time around on January 29, 

2019. The instant, renewed motion to dismiss, was not filed until May 2, 2019 – 93 days 

after the case was reopened. This last motion to dismiss, therefore, which was filed 93 

days after the district court case was reopened, is untimely. In other words, by any 

reasonable measure, far more than 60 days have elapsed from service of the complaint 

and filing this last motion to dismiss, rendering the motion untimely. 
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It should be noted that this case is now almost five (5) years old. Each time this 

court’s order was reversed (twice) the Defendants filed a motion to dismiss pursuant to 

NRS 41.660. Each motion to dismiss pursuant to NRS 41.660 filed by Defendants has 

advanced a new theory why Defendants challenged statements are protected speech. 

Thus, Defendants have now taken three (3) bites at the apple without any regard to how 

much time has actually elapsed since service of the complaint or any indication that there 

is a limit to how many different motions to dismiss may be filed in this matter. At this 

rate, the case will never close. As such, Plaintiffs ask this court to deny Defendants 

newest motion to dismiss because it is untimely pursuant to NRS 41.660(2). 

B. The speech contained in Glen Welt’s abhorrent website is of no public interest 

As has become their custom, Defendants begin their discussion of whether the 

challenged statements were made in the public interest by 1) citing California case law 

when there is Nevada case law on point, and 2) mischaracterizing the cited law. Here, 

Defendants’ state that Nevada follows California’s lead in that it too defines an issue of 

public interest broadly.1 Then, Defendants’ claim that in California “an issue of public 

interest within the meaning of [California law] is any issue in which the public is 

interested.”2 Furthermore, the Defendants claim that “the issue need not be ‘significant’ 

to be protected by the anti-SLAPP statute – it is enough that it is one in which the public 

takes an interest.”3  

Defendants clearly believe that the “public interest” prong of the analysis should 

be as broad and amorphous as possible, that a mere curiosity qualifies, so along as the 

“public” is interested in that curiosity, that even if the challenged statements have no 

                            
1 Coker v. Sassone, 135 Nev., Adv. Op. 2, 432 P.3d 746, 748 (2019) 
2 Citing Nygard, Inc. v. Uusi-Kettula, 159 Cal. App. 4th 1027, 1042 (2008). 
3 Id. 
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relation to the asserted public interest those statements may not be challenged, and that 

even if the focus of the speaker is actually on gathering ammunition for a private 

controversy, so long as those statements tangentially advance or support some amorphous 

public interest and that the communication is made to an equally amorphous and 

undefined public, the statements, no matter how egregious and offensive, cannot be 

challenged.  

Such a contention absolutely flies in the face of the holding in Shapiro v. Welt, 

389 P.3d 262 (Nev. 2017), which establishes the guiding principles district courts in this 

State must utilize to distinguish a public interest from a private one. It must be noted, 

given how many times this case has been remanded for further consideration, that 

Shapiro v. Welt is not only the law in Nevada, it is the law of this case and must be 

adhered to without regard to California law to the contrary. The guiding principles 

mentioned above are as follows:  

1. "public interest" does not equate with mere curiosity; 
2. a matter of public interest should be something of concern to a substantial number 

of people; a matter of concern to a speaker and a relatively small specific 
audience is not a matter of public interest; 

3. there should be some degree of closeness between the challenged statements and 
the asserted public interest—the assertion of a broad and amorphous public 
interest is not sufficient; 

4. the focus of the speaker's conduct should be the public interest rather than a mere 
effort to gather ammunition for another round of private controversy; and 

5. a person cannot turn otherwise private information into a matter of public interest 
simply by communicating it to a large number of people. 
 

Shapiro v. Welt, 389 P.3d 262, 268 (Nev. 2017). Here, the asserted public interest is the 

public’s interest in elder abuse. That is the new party line – that Mr. Welt was merely 

informing the public of what he believed to be was an abuser of the elderly. In this 

regard, Mr. Welt’s counsel now advances this novel theory: 
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[E]ven if applying to be a conservator in that circumstance is not a public 
interest, preventing elder abuse is…[t]he Welts’ website expressed 
concerns about actions taken, or that might be taken, that could be abusive 
to Walter. These concerns were at least part of their objection to Howard’s 
request to be appointed Walter’s conservator and were an interest of public 
concern. 

But, Mr. Welt’s affidavit suggests that informing the public was the last thing on his 

mind. That affidavit states: 

I created a website with key words to specifically target people with 
knowledge of Walter Shapiro such as neighbors, friends or medical 
assistants who witnessed elder abuse of Walter by Howard. I also hoped to 
attract anyone with knowledge of Howard Shapiro’s prior ill deeds that 
would make him unsuitable as a conservator. 

So, according to Glen Welt, the website’s stated purpose was to locate witnesses 

willing to testify that Howard Shapiro is unfit to be a conservator, not to alert the public 

to elder abuse. 

According to Shapiro v. Welt, this does not qualify as an issue of public concern. 

According to Shapiro’s guiding principles, a matter of concern should be something of 

concern to a substantial number of people; a matter of concern to a speaker and a 

relatively small specific audience is not a matter of public interest. Here, Mr. Welt is 

targeting, at best, a handful of people – people who witnessed alleged elder abuse 

committed by Howard upon Walter and others with personal knowledge of any other “ill 

deeds.”  

Furthermore, the focus of the speaker’s conduct should be the public interest 

rather than a mere effort to gather ammunition for another round of private controversy. 

In this case, Mr. Welt’s affidavit makes abundantly clear that the purpose of the website 

and the conduct at issue, i.e., the defamatory statements posted on that website, was to 

recruit witnesses to be utilized in the ongoing conservatorship litigation in New Jersey – 
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i.e., Mr. Welt’s conduct is a mere effort to gather ammunition for another round of 

private controversy. 

Moreover, there should be some degree of closeness between the challenged 

statements and the asserted public interest—the assertion of a broad and amorphous 

public interest is not sufficient. Here, the Welts’ acknowledge that their new theory 

concerning the public interest at issue (elder abuse) is broad and amorphous. That being 

said, rather than acknowledge that settled law in this State and the law of the case 

prohibits such a theory from being advanced, the Welts, through their counsel, who 

should know better, attempt to cobble cases from California together that would allow 

such a theory to be utilized. Again, and again and again and again, there is Nevada case 

law on point, and that case is the law of this case, rendering a search for California case 

law unnecessary and inappropriate. 

For all these reasons, the challenged statements do not address matters of public 

concern. 

C. The litigation privilege does not shield the Welts from liability for the 
defamatory statements 
 

Here, Defendants, and their counsel, all but acknowledge that for the litigation 

privilege to apply, those people targeted by the challenged statements must have a legal 

interest in the outcome of the litigation. However, in a determined effort to fit a round 

peg in a square hole, Defendants and their counsel resort to a public policy argument, 

stating: 

These individuals may not necessarily have possessed a legal interest that 
would have made them a party to the conservatorship proceeding. However, 
each had an interest in the proceedings outcome as, from the Welts’ 
perspective, if Howard was appointed Walter’s conservator elder abuse 
could continue. Ruling that anti-SLAPP protections narrowly extend only 
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to those with a legal interest in the proceeding is contrary to “the anti-
SLAPP statute’s purpose of protecting the right of litigants to the utmost 
freedom of access to the courts without the fear of being harassed 
subsequently by derivative tort actions.” 

That is not the law in Nevada, or the law of this case. As the Nevada Supreme 

Court held in Shapiro II, for a statement to fall within the scope of NRS 41.637(3) as a 

statement “made in direct connection with an issue under consideration by a…judicial 

body,” it must (1) relate to the substantive issues in the litigation and (2) be directed to 

persons having some interest in the litigation. 

Here, the second prong of that analysis is pertinent. For the litigation privilege to 

apply, the statements must be made “to persons having some interest in the litigation. In 

Jacobs v. Adelson, the Nevada Supreme Court clarified that such “communications are 

not sufficiently related to judicial proceedings when they are made to someone without 

an interest in the outcome.” Jacobs v. Adelson, No. 58740, at *6 (Nev. May. 30, 2014). 

Hence, those persons targeted by Mr. Welt must have an interest in the outcome of the 

litigation; i.e., a legal interest. The rationale behind the ruling is of importance: 

Based on the policy considerations underlying the absolute privilege, we 
adopt the majority view that statements made to the media are not subject 
to absolute privilege. Extension of the absolute privilege to cover statements 
to the media, when the media are not a party to the lawsuit or inextricably 
intertwined with the lawsuit, would not further the policy underlying the 
absolute privilege. This position is also in line with our previous caselaw 
acknowledging that the privilege was created in part because the public 
interest in free speech during litigation outweighs the possibility of abuse 
of the privilege through the making of false and malicious statements. See 
Cucinotta, 129 Nev. at ___, 302 P.3d at 1101; Circus Circus Hotels, 99 Nev. 
at 61, 657 P.2d at 104. However, protecting speech made during a judicial 
proceeding does not warrant allowing the dissemination of defamatory 
communications outside of the judicial proceedings. See Kelley, 606 A.2d 
at 707; Asay, 594 F.2d at 697. (Emphasis added). 
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Jacobs v. Adelson, No. 58740, at *8-9 (Nev. May. 30, 2014). That is, statements made to 

disinterested third parties “not a party to the lawsuit or inextricably intertwined with the 

lawsuit” are not protected by the litigation privilege. 

In Shapiro II, the Nevada Supreme Court noted that “[a]lthough respondents 

directed their speech on the website to unidentified victims and potential witnesses, it is 

unclear how these persons have an interest in the conservatorship proceeding.” In the 

Welts third go at a motion to dismiss, they have still failed, within the body of their 

motion or by affidavit, to make such a showing – because they cannot: simply stated, 

potential witnesses do not have a dog in the hunt (i.e., they have no legal interest in the 

outcome of the proceedings). Therefore, the litigation privilege does not apply in this 

matter. 

D. The Welts have failed to demonstrate that the challenged statements were 
truthful or made without knowledge of its falsehood 
 

In Shapiro v. Welt the Nevada Supreme Court clarified that "no communication 

falls within the purview of NRS 41.660 unless it is 'truthful or is made without 

knowledge of its falsehood.'" 133 Nev. at 40, 389 P.3d at 268 (quoting NRS 41.637). In 

Coker v. Sassone, the Court held that the appellant in that matter “would need to provide 

evidence persuading this court that at the time he advertised and sold the lithographs 

online, he believed that they were original and, thus, advertised them as such.” 135 Nev., 

Advance Opinion 2, at *10 (Nev. Jan. 3, 2019). No such evidence has been submitted 

here (i.e., no evidence concerning the truth or ignorance as to the truth of the matter 

concerning the challenged statements has been advanced by the Welts). Therefore, the 

Welts have failed to demonstrate that this requirement has been met. 
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E. Howard Shapiro can prevail on his claims 

It should be noted that Plaintiff’s intend to amend their complaint to remove 

Jenna Shapiro as a party. Also, the only claims Howard intends to move forward on are 

1) defamation per se, and 2) civil conspiracy. The following addresses those claims. 

Defendants argue that Howard is a limited purpose public figure because he 

voluntarily injected himself into a public controversy. However, it has already been 

demonstrated that the instant controversy is not one of any concern to the public. 

Therefore, Howard cannot be a limited purpose public figure and he need not prove 

actual malice to prevail on his claim. 

F. Defamation  

Defamation is a publication of a false statement of fact.4 In Nevada, the elements 

of a defamation claim are: (1) a false and defamatory statement by a defendant 

concerning the plaintiff; (2) an unprivileged publication of this statement to a third 

person; (3) fault of the Defendant, amounting to at least negligence; and (4) actual or 

presumed damages.5 Here, the following false statements of fact were uttered: 

1. That Howard abducted his father and held him against his will; 
2. That Howard sold his father’s home for $230,000.00 and kept the proceeds for 

himself; 
3. That Howard stole tangible and intangible goods from his father, including cash 

and furniture; 
4. That Howard diverted his father’s retirement payments to himself; 
5. That Howard isolated his father from other relatives; 
6. That Howard left his father destitute; 
7. That Howard starved his father; 
8. That Howard threatened his father’s life; 
9. That Howard stole his father’s money and bragged about traveling with that 

money; 

                            
4 Pegasus v. Reno Newspapers, Inc., 118 Nev. 706, 57 P.3d 82, 87 (Nev., 2002); citing Posadas v. City of 
Reno, 109 Nev. 448, 851 P.2d 438, 442 (1993).  
5 Pegasus v. Reno Newspaper, Inc., 118 Nev. 706, 718 (2003). 
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10. That Howard is armed and dangerous; 
11. That Howard is a liar; 
12. That Howard has a criminal record; 
13. That Howard stole almost a million dollars from his father… 

 
Among other things. These statements are false, each and every one of them. The 

statements were posted online, they were made deliberately without actual knowledge of 

their truth or falsity, and the statements were unprivileged. Therefore, no matter the 

burden, Howard can and will prevail on his claims. 

It must be noted that certain classes of defamatory statements are considered so 

likely to cause serious injury to reputation and pecuniary loss that these statements are 

actionable without proof of damages.6 The four types of slander historically designated as 

defamatory per se are false statements made involving: (1) the imputation of a crime; (2) 

the imputation of having a loathsome disease; (3) imputing the person's lack of fitness for 

trade, business, or profession; and (4) imputing serious sexual misconduct.7 No proof of 

any actual harm to reputation or any other damage is required for the recovery of 

damages for these four kinds of slander.8  Here, the statements made above impute 

various and sundry crimes and impute dishonesty, or the lack of fitness for trade, business 

or profession. Therefore, they are defamatory per se. 

                            
6 K-Mart Corp. v. Washington, 866 P.2d 274, 282, 109 Nev. 1180 (Nev., 1993). See also Gertz v. Robert 
Welch, Inc., 418 U.S. 323, 349, 94 S.Ct. 2997, 3011-3012, 41 L.Ed.2d 789 (1974) (“the doctrine of presumed 
damages in the common law of defamation per se "’is an oddity of tort law, for it allows recovery of 
purportedly compensatory damages without evidence of actual loss.’"  The doctrine has been defended on the 
grounds that those forms of defamation that are actionable per se are virtually certain to cause serious injury 
to reputation, and that this kind of injury is extremely difficult to prove.   
7 See Carey v. Piphus, 435 U.S. 247, 262 n. 18, 98 S.Ct. 1042, 1052 n. 18, 55 L.Ed.2d 252 (1978); Branda v. 
Sanford, 97 Nev. 643, 646, 637 P.2d 1223, 1225 (1981). F. Harper & F. James, Law of Torts §§ 5.9-5.13 
(1956); Restatement (Second) of Torts §§ 558, 559, 569-574 (1977); W. Prosser, Law of Torts § 112 (4th ed. 
1971).  
8 W. Page Keeton et al., Prosser & Keeton on the Law of Torts § 112, at 788 (5th ed. 1984). 
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This court should not ignore the obvious – these statements, on their face, are 

egregious. There is no dispute that Mr. Welt made those statements. There is also no 

dispute that he cannot say with any degree of certainty that he has personal knowledge of 

these “facts” – if he did, he would not have been seeking witnesses or information that fit 

his narrative. As such, it is almost impossible to imagine a situation were Howard does 

not prevail on the merits, no matter the evidentiary burden imposed on him. 

G. Civil conspiracy 

The elements of a cause of action for civil conspiracy are: (1) Defendants, by acting in 

concert, intended to accomplish an unlawful9 objective for the purpose of harming 

plaintiff; and (2) Plaintiff sustained damage resulting from defendants’ act or acts.10 

Here, damages are presumed, satisfying the second prong of the analysis. As to the first 

prong, discovery would have to be conducted in order to determine if any of the other 

Defendants in this matter acted in concert with Mr. Glen Welt. Though the website 

suggests as much, and that fact has never been disputed in this matter, only some 

discovery could clarify the issue. 

 

 

 

 

 

                            
9 To understand the meaning of the word unlawful, it is instructive to refer to its synonyms: illegal, illicit, 
illegitimate, against the law, criminal, felonious, prohibited, banned, outlawed, proscribed, forbidden. In other 
words, unlawful means criminal. That being said, even if construed liberally, i.e., that conspiring to defame 
Patty and cast her in a bad light is unlawful, the claim fails because Christine did not defame Patty or cast her 
in a bad light. 
10 Consol. Generator-Nevada, Inc. v. Cummins Engine Co., 114 Nev. 1304, P.2d 1251 (Nev. 1999). 
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IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiffs ask this court to deny Defendants motion 

entirely. 

Respectfully submitted this 8th day of July, 2019. 

 
 
/s/ Alex Ghibaudo     
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, Nevada Bar No. 10592 
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, PC 
703 S. 8th Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Telephone: (702) 978-7090 
Facsimile: (702) 924-6553 
Email: alex@abgpc.com 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5, Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I hereby certify 

that on this 9th day of July, 2019, I did cause a true copy of the foregoing OPPOSITION TO 

DEFENDANTS’ SPECIAL MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO NEV. REV. STAT. 

§ 41.660 (ANTI-SLAPP) in Shapiro v. Welt, et al., Clark County District Court Case No. A-

14-706566-C, to be served electronically using the Odyssey Electronic Service system, to all 

parties with an email address on record. 
 

Michael Lowry, Esq.  michael.lowry@wilsonelser.com 
WILSON ELSER 
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
 

   
 

      /s/ Alex Ghibaudo       
      EMPLOYEE of Alex B. Ghibaudo, PC 
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MICHAEL P. LOWRY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 10666
E-mail: Michael.Lowry@ wilsonelser.com
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt;
Michelle Welt

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY,NEVADA

Howard’s opposition agreed to certain facts that in turn indicate the speech on the Welt’s

website was protected. Howard then had the burden to provide clear and convincing evidence of a

probability he would prevail on his claims. Nearly five years after this dispute started, he still has

presented none. Howard’s factual concessions and inability after nearly five years to provide the

clear and convincing evidence required to support his remaining causes of action confirms what

the Welts have argued from the beginning: this lawsuit was filed for the sole purpose of silencing

Howard’s critics. Nevada does not allow its courts to be used for that purpose. The motion

should be granted.

///

///

///

Howard Shaprio and Jenna Shapiro,

Plaintiffs,

vs.

Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt, Michelle Welt,
individuals; Checksnet.com, a corporation; Does I
through X, and Roe Corporations I through X,
inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No.: A-14-706566-C
Dept. No.: 27

Glenn W elt,Rhoda W elt,Lynn W elt &
Michele W elt’s Reply re Motion to
Dismiss re NRS 41.660

Case Number: A-14-706566-C

Electronically Filed
7/12/2019 4:42 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DATED this 12th day of July, 2019.

BY: /s/ Michael P. Lowry
MICHAEL P. LOWRY
Nevada Bar No. 10666
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt;
Michelle Welt

Memorandum of Points & Authorities

I. The W elts’motion was timely.

The Shapiros complain, for the first time, that the Welts’motions to dismiss have been

untimely. This argument relies entirely upon NRS 41.660(2). “A special motion to dismiss must

be filed within 60 days after service of the complaint, which period may be extended by the court

for good cause shown.” As to the first two motions, if the motions were untimely, the Shapiros

waived this argument years ago by failing to raise it.1

As to the pending motion, NRS 41.660(2) simply does not apply. Its plain text applies

only to the initial motion brought after the complaint is served. The pending motion is not

brought in those circumstances. Instead, this motion was brought after two prior motions to

dismiss were granted and the Supreme Court reversed for further consideration in this developing

area of law. NRS 41.660(2) does not create a deadline for renewed motions after appellate

decisions. As it does not apply, the motion is timely.

II. NRS 41.637(3)protects the speechon the W elts’website because it was in direct
connection withan issue under consideration by a judicial body.

The Welts argue NRS 41.637(3) protects the speech on their website. The statute protects

a “[w]ritten or oral statement made in direct connection with an issue under consideration by a …

judicial body.”2 To qualify for NRS 41.637(3)’s protection, the communication at issue must “(1)

1 Plaintiffs’opposition arguing the Welts’motion was late is itself late, filed less than 24 hours
before the July 10 hearing date the parties specifically requested.
2 NRS 41.637(3).
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relate to the substantive issues in the litigation and (2) be directed to persons having some interest

in the litigation.”3 The statute’s purpose is “protecting the right of litigants to the utmost freedom

of access to the courts without the fear of being harassed subsequently by derivative tort actions.”4

The Shapiros do not dispute that the Welts’speech related to the substantive issues in the

New Jersey conservatorship proceeding. The dispute is instead whether the speech was directed

to persons having some interest in the litigation. This is why the Supreme Court in Shapiro II

reversed for further factual development. “Although [the Welts]directed their speech on the

website to unidentified victims and potential witnesses, it is unclear how these persons have an

interest in the conservatorship proceeding.”5

The Welts’responded to the Supreme Court’s order by providing further factual

information about how the website was developed, the types of people it targeted, and why these

people would have an interest in the conservatorship proceeding. The Shapiros’response

acknowledges the website “is targeting, at best, a handful of people –people who witnessed

alleged elder abuse committed by Howard upon Walter and others with personal knowledge of

any other ‘ill deeds’”6 In acknowledging this, the Shapiros concede the website’s speech was

targeted at a narrowly drawn group of people who had an interest based upon the alleged abuse

they witnessed and other ‘ill deeds’concerning Walter.

Perhaps recognizing this, the Shapiros then argue within the context of their litigation

privilege discussion, that those “targeted by the challenged statements must have a legal interest in

the outcome of the litigation.”7 If the Shapiros also intended this argument to apply to NRS

41.637(3), it lacks any citation to authority. The Supreme Court required in 2018 that the speech

“be directed to persons having some interest in the litigation.”8 It did not state the speech would

be protected only if directed to those with legal standing to appear or intervene in the case. If

construed as the Shapiros propose, the statute’s protection would be very, very narrow. Again,

3 Patin v. Ton Vinh Lee, 134 Nev. Adv. Op. 87, 429 P.3d 1248, 1249 (2018).
4 Id. at 1252.
5 Shapiro IIat 7.
6 Opposition at 6:18-22.
7 Opposition at 7:21-22.
8 Patin, 429 P.3d at 1249.
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this would be inconsistent with the statute’s purpose of “protecting the right of litigants to the

utmost freedom of access to the courts without the fear of being harassed subsequently by

derivative tort actions.”9

Further, a legal standing requirement would conflict with persuasive California law. In

Healy v. Tuscany Hills Landscape & Recreation Corp. an HOA filed suit against one of its unit

owners and sent a letter to its membership about the topic of the lawsuit.10 The unit owner’s

counterclaim for defamation arising from the letter was dismissed. “Because one purpose of the

letter was to inform members of the association of pending litigation involving the association, the

letter is unquestionably in connection with judicial proceedings and bears some relation to judicial

proceedings.”11 If the Shapiros’interpretation applied, the letter would not be protected because

the recipients (association members) lacked legal standing to appear or intervene in the ongoing

dispute between the HOA and an individual member.

Contemporary Services Corp. v. Staff Pro Inc. concluded an email update to a group of

customers concerning court rulings and favorable imposition of sanctions in litigation against the

company’s competitor was protected activity because it was in connection with an issue under

consideration or review by a judicial body.12 Again, if the Shapiros’interpretation applied, the

email would not have been protected because the customers had no standing to appear in the

lawsuit.

III. NRS 41.637(4)also protects the W elts’speechbecause it was made in direct
connection withan issue of publicinterest,in a publicforum.

NRS 41.637(4) protects any “[c]ommunication made in direct connection with an issue of

public interest in a place open to the public or in a public forum,”13 but only if that communication

“is truthful or is made without knowledge of its falsehood.”14 Shapiro Iadopted “California’s

guiding principles … for determining whether an issue is of public interest under NRS

9 Id. at 1252.
10 137 Cal. App. 4th 1 (2006).
11 Id. at 5-6 (internal quotations omitted).
12 152 Cal. App. 4th 1043, 1055-1056 (2007).
13 NRS 41.637(4).
14 NRS 41.637.
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41.637(4).”15 “On remand, we instruct the district court to apply California’s guiding principles in

analyzing whether the Welts’statements were made in direct connection with an issue of public

interest under NRS 41.637(4).”16 Shapiro IIreversed and instructed the district court to apply

Piping Rock, but did not disturb the district court’s finding that the Welts’website constituted 1) a

communication 2) made in a place open to the public or in a public forum; and 3) was in direct

connection with a given issue. The sole question now is whether that issue is one of public

interest.

W hat is a publicinterest?

“Following California’s lead, we too define an issue of public interest broadly.”17 In

California, “‘an issue of public interest’within the meaning of [§425.16(e)(3)]is any issue in

which the public is interested.”18 “[T]he issue need not be ‘significant’to be protected by the anti-

SLAPP statute— it is enough that it is one in which the public takes an interest.”19

a. Elder abuse is a publicinterest.

The Welts note various New Jersey statutes addressing potential elder abuse and making

efforts to prevent it. Howard does not deny elder abuse is a public interest. He instead argues his

specific, potential abuse of Walter is not an issue of public interest.

b. Preventing elder abuse is a concern to a substantial number of people.

The Welts note that New Jersey’s statutes that specifically address elder abuse are

evidence that identifying or preventing elder abuse is a concern to a substantial number of people,

or at least majorities in New Jersey’s legislature. Howard argues if he abused Walter that was

merely a private matter between them. This cannot be. Those who are prone to abuse are often

those least capable of defending themselves.

c. The speechwas related to the asserted publicinterest.

If the public’s interest is in preventing and identifying potential elder abuse, then there is

“some degree of closeness”between the website’s statements and the asserted public interest.

15 Shapiro v. Welt, 133 Nev. Adv. Op. 6, 389 P.3d 262, 268 (2017).
16 Id.
17 Coker v. Sassone, 135 Nev. Adv. Op. 2, 432 P.3d 746, 751 (2019).
18 Nygård,Inc. v. Uusi-Kerttula, 159 Cal. App. 4th 1027, 1042 (2008) (emphasis in original).
19 Id.
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Howard responds that New Jersey’s interest in preventing and identifying potential elder abuse is

broad, amorphous, and could not have any specific interest in his potential abuse of Walter.

Howard’s argument simply ignores New Jersey’s specific statutes on this point.

d. Blended speechis protected.

Finally, the speaker’s conduct should focus on “the public interest rather than a mere effort

to gather ammunition for another round of private controversy.”20 The Welts concede the

website’s speech blended in that it addressed both a public interest (elder abuse), but also a private

controversy (Howard’s qualifications and suitability to be Walter’s conservator). However, the

public interest in preventing elder abuse is inseparable from the Welts’interest in preventing

potential elder abuse against Walter through a court appointed conservator. Howard cites no

authority holding that speech is protected if it exclusively addresses some public interest.

IV. Plaintiffs lackclear and convincing evidence that they can prevail.

The Welts met their burden to demonstrate “by a preponderance of the evidence, that the

claim is based upon a good faith communication in furtherance of the right to petition or the right

to free speech in direct connection with an issue of public concern.”21 Consequently Howard now

has the burden of proof to demonstrate “by clear and convincing evidence a probability of

prevailing on the claim.”22 “[A]plaintiff opposing an anti-SLAPP motion cannot rely on

allegations in the complaint, but must set forth evidence that would be admissible at trial.”23

Plaintiffs concede Jenna Shapiro cannot meet this burden.24 Howard asserts he can meet

this burden only as to the defamation per se and civil conspiracy causes of action.25 The other

causes of action fail by his admission. The Welts’motion should be granted on at least these

points.

20 Shapiro, 389 P.3d at 268
21 NRS 41.660(3)(a).
22 NRS 41.660(3)(b).
23 Overstock.com,Inc. v. Gradient Analytics,Inc., 151 Cal.App.4th 688, 699 (2007).
24 Opposition at 10:2-3.
25 Id. at 10:3-4.
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a.Howard’s defamation per se cause of action fails for multiple reasons.

“A defamation claim requires demonstrating (1) a false and defamatory statement of fact

by the defendant concerning the plaintiff; (2) an unprivileged publication to a third person; (3)

fault, amounting to at least negligence; and (4) actual or presumed damages.”26

i. Howard lacks clear and convincing evidence of a false factual

statement.

Howard’s first step to proving defamation requires clear and convincing evidence of “a

false and defamatory statement of fact by the defendant concerning the plaintiff.”

[C]lear and convincing evidence must produce “satisfactory”proof that is so strong
and cogent as to satisfy the mind and conscience of a common man, and so to
convince him that he would venture to act upon that conviction in matters of the
highest concern and importance to his own interest. It need not possess such a degree
of force as to be irresistible, but there must be evidence of tangible facts from which a
legitimate inference ... may be drawn. … [T]he evidence must eliminate any serious
or substantial doubt about the correctness of the conclusions to be drawn from the
evidence.27

Howard attempts to meet his burden by listing 13 statements he believes were 1) on the

website; 2) are factual; and 3) inaccurate.28 He then declares “[t]hese statements are false, each

and every one of them.”29 However, he provides no evidence, let alone the required clear and

convincing evidence, to support his conclusion. “[A]plaintiff opposing an anti-SLAPP motion

cannot rely on allegations in the complaint, but must set forth evidence that would be admissible

at trial.”30 The result is Howard fails to establish the very first element of defamation, meaning he

cannot overcome an anti-SLAPP motion to dismiss.

ii. The publication was privileged.

If Howard could satisfy the first element of defamation, he must then demonstrate an

unprivileged publication to a third person. Assuming without conceding that merely creating a

website is a publication to a third person, was the website’s speech privileged?

26 Pope v. Motel 6, 121 Nev. 307, 315, 114 P.3d 277, 282 (2005).
27 In re Jane Tiffany Living Trust 2001, 124 Nev. 74, 79, 177 P.3d 1060, 1063 (2008) (quotation
omitted).
28 Opposition at 10:19-11:3.
29 Id. at 11:4.
30 Overstock.com,151 Cal.App.4th at 699.
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1. The litigation privilege applied.

The Welts assert the website was within the litigation privilege. Shapiro IIreversed the

prior order applying this privilege because it “remains unclear how any of the victims or potential

witnesses that respondents’website encouraged to appear in court actually have a relevant interest

in the outcome of Howard’s appointment as his father’s conservator.”31

As discussed before, the website’s speech was blended in that it concerned both a public

interest (elder abuse) and the ongoing controversy between the parties (Howard’s qualifications

and suitability to be Walter’s conservator). Again, the Shapiros’response acknowledges the

website “is targeting, at best, a handful of people –people who witnessed alleged elder abuse

committed by Howard upon Walter and others with personal knowledge of any other ‘ill deeds’”32

This concession resolves the Supreme Court’s concern in Shapiro IIas the relevant interest has

been identified and conceded. Thus the litigation privilege applies to the website’s speech and

Howard cannot demonstrate a probability of prevailing on his cause of action.

2. Howard is a limited-purpose publicfigure who lacks clear and
convincing evidence of actual malice.

“A limited-purpose public figure is a person who voluntarily injects himself or is thrust

into a particular public controversy or public concern, and thereby becomes a public figure for a

limited range of issues. The test for determining whether someone is a limited public figure

includes examining whether a person’s role in a matter of public concern is voluntary and

prominent.”33 “Whether a plaintiff is a limited-purpose public figure is a question of law… .”34

Here, the Welts argue the matter of public concern is identifying and preventing elder

abuse and, second, whether Howard was qualified and suitable to be Walter’s conservator. The

two issues are inseparably intertwined. Howard’s role in the matter was voluntary in that he

petitioned a New Jersey court to be appointed. His role in that issue of concern was also

prominent in that the Welts believed Howard may have perpetrated elder abuse against Walter and

31 Shapiro IIat 8.
32 Opposition at 6:18-22.
33 Pegasus v. Reno Newspapers, Inc., 118 Nev. 706, 720, 57 P.3d 82, 91 (2002)
34 Bongiovi v. Sullivan, 122 Nev. 556, 572, 138 P.3d 433, 445 (2006).
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could perpetrate further abuse if appointed as conservator. These factors combine to make

Howard a limited-purpose public figure as to the potential elder abuse discussed on the Welts’

website.

“Once the plaintiff is deemed a limited-purpose public figure, the plaintiff bears the burden

of proving that the defamatory statement was made with actual malice, rather than mere

negligence. This is to ensure that speech that involves matters of public concern enjoys

appropriate constitutional protection.”35 Howard offers no evidence of actual malice to meet his

burden opposing this motion. The Welts have provided the information upon which they relied.

Howard offers nothing to demonstrate that the Welts knew that information was false or they

recklessly disregarded whether that information was accurate.

iii. Howard has not demonstrated fault at least amounting to negligence.

If a false statement of fact was published to a third person, Howard must still demonstrate

that publication was the result of fault at least amounting to negligence. The Welts have provided

the bases upon which they relied for the factual statements on the website. Howard provides no

clear and convincing evidence indicating the facts were mistakenly published or that it was

negligent for the Welts to rely upon these sources. Howard fails this element of defamation too.

iv. Howard has not demonstrated damages.

The final required element for defamation is demonstrating damages. Howard’s complaint

alleges he was damaged, but opposing an anti-SLAPP motion requires admissible evidence.

Howard presents no evidence indicating how, or even if, the website damaged him.

1. Defamation per se doesn’t apply.

Nevada has recognized “[c]ertain classes of defamatory statements are, however,

considered defamatory per se and actionable without proof of damages.”36 Those recognized thus

far “are false statements made involving: (1) the imputation of a crime; (2) the imputation of

having a loathsome disease; (3) imputing the person’s lackof fitness for trade, business, or

profession; and (4) imputing serious sexual misconduct.”37 Howard does not allege the loathsome

35 Id.
36 Pope, 121 Nev. at 315, 114 P.3d at 282.
37 K-Mart Corp. v. Washington, 109 Nev. 1180, 1192, 866 P.2d 274, 282 (1993).

Appellant's Exhibits 105



-10-

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

disease and serious sexual misconduct classifications apply. He instead argues they “impute

various and sundry crimes and impute dishonesty, or the lackof fitness for trade, business, or

profession.”38

The fitness for trade, business, or profession except does not apply. The Welts’website’s

speech on whole is directed at whether Howard was qualified and suitable to be Walter’s

conservator. Howard does not argue being a conservator is his trade, business, or profession.

Even if the website could be read as imputing a crime at some point as opposed to boorish

behavior, then Howard still needed to prove every other element of defamation with clear and

convincing evidence. He didn’t.

b. Howard doesn’t offer admissible evidence to demonstrate civil conspiracy

Civil conspiracy is Howard’s only other cause of action. He does not dispute that civil

conspiracy is derivative, meaning if his defamation cause of action fails the civil conspiracy cause

of action also fails.

Under Nevada law, an actionable civil conspiracy “consists of a combination of two or

more persons who, by some concerted action, intend to accomplish an unlawful objective for the

purpose of harming another, and damages results from the act or acts.”39 To prevail in a civil

conspiracy action, a plaintiff must prove an explicit or tacit agreement between the tortfeasors.40

Howard specifically defines “unlawful objective.” “In other words, unlawful means

criminal.”41 Howard cites no New Jersey or Nevada law under which the Welts’website would

be criminal. Using his own definition, Howard cannot prove his civil conspiracy claim with clear

and convincing evidence.

As to the remaining elements, Howard offers no clear and convincing evidence about

them. He instead requests what amounts to NRCP 56(d) relief.42 However, this is not a summary

judgment motion per NRCP 56. It is a special motion to dismiss per NRS 41.660(1)(a). The

38 Opposition at 11:17-20.
39 Hilton Hotels Corp. v. Butch Lewis Prods., 109 Nev. 1043, 1048, 862 P.2d 1207, 1210 (1993).
40 GES,Inc. v. Corbitt, 117 Nev. 265, 271-72, 21 P.3d 11, 15 (2001).
41 Opposition at n.9.
42 Opposition at 12:13-15. “[D]iscovery would have to be conducted in order to determine if any
of the other Defendants in this matter acted in concert with Mr. Glen [sic]Welt.”
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statute contains no equivalent to NRCP 56(d). Further, allowing discovery would defeat NRS

41.660(1)(a)’s purpose. “The hallmarkof a SLAPP lawsuit is that it is filed to obtain a financial

advantage over one’s adversary by increasing litigation costs until the adversary’s case is

weakened or abandoned.”43 Applied here, allowing Howard to proceed with discovery would

subject the Welts to the exact type of harassment Nevada sought to eliminate by enacting its anti-

SLAPP statutes.44

V. Howard’s complaint should be dismissed withprejudice.

This case has a long history already. The Supreme Court used the first dismissal to

develop Nevada law. It used the second to require further factual development. The factual

development it wanted has been provided and, in some instances, Howard agrees to the operative

facts. These facts indicate the speech on the Welts’website was protected, even if it was a blunt

rather than finely tuned instrument. This means Howard had the burden, nearly five years after

the complaint was filed, to provide clear and convincing evidence that he could prevail on his

causes of action. The fact that he couldn’t, for the third time, only cements the perception that the

point of this lawsuit was to silence his critics. That goal is precisely what the Legislature sought

to bar in creating the anti-SLAPP statutes and it means the Welts’motion should be granted.

DATED this 12th day of July, 2019.

BY: /s/ Michael P. Lowry
MICHAEL P. LOWRY
Nevada Bar No. 10666
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt;
Michelle Welt

43 John v. Douglas Cnty. Sch. Dist., 125 Nev. 746, 752, 219 P.3d 1276, 1280 (2009).
44 Howard does not dispute the Welts request for fees and costs if this motion is granted. As
before, the Welts anticipate separate briefing as to the exact amount of the fees and costs if the
motion is granted.
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Certificate of Service

Pursuant to NRCP 5, I certify that I am an employee of Wilson Elser MoskowitzEdelman

& Dicker LLP, and that on July 12, 2019, I served Glenn W elt,Rhoda W elt,Lynn W elt &

Michele W elt’s Reply re Motion to Dismiss re NRS 41.660as follows:

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 Las Vegas, Nevada;

via electronic means by operation of the Court’s electronic filing system, upon each
party in this case who is registered as an electronic case filing user with the Clerk;

Alex B. Ghibaudo
G Law
7720 Cimarron Rd., Suite 110B
Las Vegas, NV 89113
Tel: 702.778.1238/Fax: 702.924.6553
E-mail: alex@ alexglaw.com
Attorneys for Howard Shapiro and Jenna
Shapiro

BY: /s/ Naomi E. Sudranski
An Employee of
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LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, WEDNESDAY, JULY 17, 2019 

[Proceeding commenced at 10:46 a.m.] 

 

THE COURT:  Appearances, please.  Left to your -- my -- 

your right to left. 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Alex 

Ghibaudo for the Shapiros. 

MR. LOWRY:  Michael Lowry on behalf of the Welts. 

THE COURT:  Thank you.  

I've reviewed everything and I thank you for your 

professional courtesy in making that donation, Mr. Ghibaudo. 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  And I appreciate you allowing the 

continuance, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Good enough. 

So we have the defendant's Motion to Dismiss?  

MR. LOWRY:  Yes.  We also have another issue.  The 

plaintiff, last night at 4:38, filed a supplementary exhibit.  At this 

point -- 

THE COURT:  4:38? 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  It's just an affidavit for my client, 

denying the allegations. 

MR. LOWRY:  And my clients are going to move to strike 

that orally here in court.  This is getting ridiculous.  The motion was 

filed two months ago.  The opposition was filed hours before the 

last hearing.  Now I'm getting a supplemental affidavit from 
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Mr. Shapiro less than 12 hours or so before the hearing.  I prefer to 

have that struck from the record.  And we can proceed on the 

pleadings that are -- or the briefing that's already been submitted. 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  It's a one-page -- 

THE COURT:  And your response, please. 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  It's a one-page document, Your Honor, 

that confirms what was said in the body of the motion.  It's no 

surprise to anybody that my client denies all the allegations that 

were made in the website.  I -- it's up to the Court what it wants to 

do with it.   

THE COURT:  Your response -- your reply, please. 

MR. LOWRY:  The affidavit -- well, this file has been 

ongoing for five years.  I have no idea why it is Mr. Shapiro was 

unable to provide an affidavit that he wanted to attach to his motion 

until after -- looks like -- well, until July 9 is when it's dated.  I 

don't -- the signature is not dated, the notary stamp is not dated.  I 

have no idea why it wasn't filed until last night at 4:38.  If it was that 

important to them, perhaps they should have attached that to the 

opposition. 

So again, we move to strike it. 

THE COURT:  The oral Motion to Strike will be granted 

and the exhibits filed on or about July 16, 2019, will be stricken 

from the record.  I have not read it, I just looked at it.  It contains 

nothing new. 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  That's right, Your Honor. 
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MR. LOWRY:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  So let's argue the Motion to Dismiss. 

MR. LOWRY:  As to the Motion to Dismiss, we've been 

here a few times, and I know that the Court has already reviewed 

things.  And rather than sitting here and going through a laundry 

list of the items about why the motion should be granted, I would 

rather focus the argument upon any questions that you may have 

or have highlighted in your review.  It seems like a better use of our 

time and everyone in this courtroom.  

THE COURT:  I didn't really have any questions. 

MR. LOWRY:  Okay. 

THE COURT:  So if you'll -- 

MR. LOWRY:  So I will just hit the highlights, then. 

Based upon the briefing, it really comes down -- as far as 

NRS 41.6373, that's the statement concerning an issue before a 

judicial body.  The question really is whether the -- what the 

Shapiros categorize as comments on the website targeting, at best, 

the handful of people, people who witnessed the alleged elder 

abuse committed by Howard upon Walter, whether that qualifies.  

It's a very -- at this point, it becomes a very narrow question of law, 

as best I can tell.  So that's, again, up to you.   

And based upon what the Supreme Court has told us 

twice now, I believe this addresses the factual questions that it had 

on that second ruling about why the people that were targeted for 

the speech would qualify within the statute.  So that factual 
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development is now there.   

The plaintiff -- I'm sorry, the Shapiros respond that, well, 

the people should have to have some legal interest in the litigation, 

but we don't have a statute requiring that.  There's a difference 

between having some interest in the litigation and having legal 

standing.  And it appears the Shapiros want to interpret the statute 

as requiring that legal standing to be protected under the statute.  

But that conflicts with the case law that we've discussed in prior 

motions, that the Supreme Court has discussed in other cases on 

this statute.  So it can't be that narrow, but it does have to have 

some relation. 

And so we've tried to strike that balance with the factual 

development about who these people necessarily were. 

As far as the public interest, I can see that's a little bit 

more difficult to discuss.  But it really comes down to, at the end, is 

blended speech going to be protected?   

It’s -- if the Shapiros' argument is that it must be either 

public interest or private interest, it cannot be both, then it becomes 

very difficult for us to identify what is a public interest.  

If we're talking about abstract public interest, pure 

abstract public interest, then the person making the speech cannot 

have any private interest in it at all.  And I was trying to come up 

with an example of one where someone would have a public 

interest that they're advocating in which they have no investment 

whatsoever.  And I couldn't, because why would you be talking 
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about an issue in public that doesn't somehow affect you?  Doesn't 

somehow relate back to an issue that you have in your personal life.  

So they have this blended speech; it does address an 

issue of public interest, as evidenced by the New Jersey statutes; 

and does it relate to a private matter as well?  Yes.  But we don't 

have anything saying it must be pure public interest speech, that it 

cannot be both. 

At that point, that's really it, other than the conversation 

about the defamation and whether they can prove that or not.  But 

that's kind of second.  

I know that the Shapiros have conceded that Jenna 

Shapiro has no causes of action at this point, and that the -- four of 

the six causes of action will not be pursued, so I'm not going to 

address those with you or waste time. 

THE COURT:  Thank you. 

And the opposition, please? 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

I do want to highlight some points.  And because of my 

side, I'm going to be standing here so I'm closer to my documents.  

So there's two things here.  The defendants are asserting 

a defense that first these statements were made during the course 

of judicial proceedings. I think that's subsection 3 of the statute, and 

that the statements are a matter of public interest.  And for those 

reasons, they're protected speech.  So the opposition addresses 

both those points.   
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The first point, the public interest point, this is the same 

argument that was made before, different species of the same 

argument.  Initially, the claim was that the public has an interest in 

the operation of the courts.  That's a broad and amorphous public 

interest that the Supreme Court rejected in the first instance.  This is 

the same kind of argument. 

Now the argument is the public has an interest in 

generally in elder abuse.  Again, that's bottom and amorphous.  It's 

not difficult to figure out what's in the public interest.  The Shapiro 

case outlines and sets forth guiding principles to determine what is 

in the public interest and what is not.  

So the first public interest does not equate with mere 

curiosity.  What they're alleging here is that if the public is curious, 

if they have an interest, it's enough.  That's not what Shapiro says.  

A mere curiosity or an interest in some issue doesn't equate to a 

public interest.  

A matter of public interest should be something of 

concern to a substantial number of people.  Second clause of that is 

a matter of interest, of concern to a speaker, and a relatively small, 

specific audience is not a matter of public interest.   

That is exactly what this is.  In their motion, they attach an 

affidavit for Mr. Welt.  And Mr. Welt states specifically that:   

I created a website with key words to specifically target 

people with knowledge of Walter Shapiro, such as neighbors, 

friends, or medical assistants, who witnessed elder abuse.  I 
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also, to attract anyone with knowledge of Howard Shapiro's 

prior LDs. 

That is, by definition, a small, specific audience, which the 

Supreme Court in this case -- and one of the two times that we've 

been up to the Supreme Court -- said is not a matter of public 

interest. 

So what they are alleging now, specifically, what Mr. Welt 

is saying was a purpose of this website, is not a matter of public 

interest.  In fact, what it is, is a mere effort to gather ammunition for 

another round of private controversy, which subsection 4 of the 

guiding principles again says it's not a matter of public interest.  

That's what we have here. 

So this controversy, this -- these -- because also keep in 

mind, the Supreme Court said the -- what the Welts have to show is 

how the public is interested in these -- in this conservatorship 

proceedings.  They haven't demonstrated that yet.  They're saying 

the elder abuse before was the operation of the courts, broad and 

amorphous.  It's not enough. 

With respect to the second issue, which is the litigation.  

This subsection 3, basically, what it says is that if there are judicial 

proceedings, statements made during the course of judicial 

proceedings are protected.  Now, that, essentially, is a litigation 

privilege.   

What the Nevada Supreme Court has stated in this case 

and in previous cases is that those that you are targeting, your 
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audience, has to have an interest in the outcome of the litigation.  

And it's, specifically, in the case of Jacobson v. Adelson, the 

Supreme Court defines that, in this context the media, it says: 

When the media are not a party to the lawsuit or are 

inextricably intertwined with the lawsuit, they don't have an 

interest in the litigation.   

None of the people that Mr. Welt identified as having -- as 

specifically being his targets are either inextricably intertwined with 

the litigation, nor do they have what it says here, or are a party to 

the lawsuit.  There's just nothing there. 

It's instructed to note the cases that they cite in the reply.  

One is an HOA case and one is a case where corporations were 

suing each other.  In the HOA case, a letter was sent out to 

members of the HOA.  Arguably, they have an interest in the 

outcome of the litigation, because what happens to the HOA is 

going to arguably affect them somehow in terms of how the rules 

in the HOA change or whether their fees are increased or whatever. 

With respect to the corporation, this feud between the 

corporations, the customers had an interest, because they would be 

affected by the outcome of that litigation in some way.  You don't 

have to necessarily have an interest in the litigation, but it has to 

affect you in some way.  

These people that he was targeting, witnesses, neighbors, 

no interest whatsoever.  Zero.  So the litigation privilege at 

subsection 3 doesn't apply. 
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Now, with respect to whether the burden shifts to Mr. -- 

that the Shapiros demonstrate that they have a clear and 

convincing -- or they can show a clear and convincing evidence to 

prevail.  On this defamation claim, this is about as egregious a set 

of statements that were made as you can find in any defamation 

case.   

They're alleging elder abuse, theft of the father, beating 

him up.  It's outlined right there.  It's all stated explicitly stating that 

this -- that my client is an egregious -- has committed egregious 

acts that are felonious, that are in the nature of fraud and theft, that 

imputes his ability -- or his ability to carry on a business, and it 

imputes felonious conduct.  That's defamation. 

Now, is it true?  My client says no.  Obviously, he's going 

to say no.  What else do you have that would suggest that it's not 

true?  Well, since then, Your Honor, in actuality, my client is now 

guardianship over his father.  He has guardianship over him.  If 

those things were true, that would have never have happened. 

Now, if the Court needs more -- if I have to prove now by 

clear and convincing evidence we could prevail, we need to go 

through discovery.  And the statute provides an opportunity to do 

that.  And so if the Court is inclined to say that this was a good-faith 

communication made and furthers the right to speech, yadda, 

yadda, then give me the opportunity to conduct some discovery to 

show that we have enough to prove by clear and convincing 

evidence, could prevail on defamation claim. 
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That's all I have, Your Honor.  

THE COURT:  So you did concede that some of the causes 

of action could be dismissed? 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  Yeah, there was extortion, some of 

those other causes of action, I -- 

THE COURT:  Civil conspiracy? 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  They're not causes of action in -- the 

only one that survives defamation per se in civil conspiracy. 

THE COURT:  Not the defamation? 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  Well, defamation, yeah.  Defamation per 

se. 

THE COURT:  And defamation per se? 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  Right.  Those two.  Defamation, 

defamation per se, civil conspiracy. 

THE COURT:  Thank you.  

And the reply, please. 

MR. LOWRY:  What the argument is -- you're hearing is an 

attempt to blend various parts of the law that applies to the various 

parts of this case into one argument. 

The comments about an issue before -- under 

consideration for judicial bodies under subsection 3, the litigation 

privilege does not factor in to subsection 3.  What it factors into is 

the later conversation about whether the Shapiros, whether 

Howard, at this point, is able to meet his burden of proof with clear 

and convincing evidence.  
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So they're discreet.  You can -- the Welts can satisfy their 

burden to qualify for relief under subsection 3 without the litigation 

privilege.  The litigation privilege, again, just is a subset of one of 

the arguments about the defamation claim and whether that can 

apply. 

Other than that, you've heard this case several times 

before.  Unless you have some specific questions, we can submit. 

THE COURT:  I don't. 

The motion will be granted in part for those causes of 

action the plaintiff does not intend to pursue. 

The Motion to Dismiss will be granted.  Jenna will be 

dismissed.   

I consider that punitive damages request is a remedy.  

And so the motion will be granted in part, denied in the balance.  

And the answer will be due on or about August 9, 2019.  

Mr. Lowry, since you are successful in obtaining a partial 

dismissal, you'll prepare the order. 

Mr. Ghibaudo, you wish to sign off on the form that 

order? 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Present an order that's agreed as to form.  

Is there a question? 

MR. LOWRY:  I have an administrative question about the 

order.  The statute does create an immediate right of appeal on one 

of these motions when they're denied.  And we've been up before 
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on -- and the Supreme Court has asked -- 

THE COURT:  I take no offense. 

MR. LOWRY:  I'm sorry? 

THE COURT:  I take no offense. 

MR. LOWRY:  No, no, no.  No, and I understand the 

motions denied.  What I'm asking is -- 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  Been there before. 

MR. LOWRY:  -- I think they're going to ask us for 

clarification as to why it's not -- because right now I'm not sure 

what argument I'm going to make.  So -- 

THE COURT:  I have adopted all of the arguments of the 

opposition.  

MR. LOWRY:  That's what I needed. 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  I can prepare the order, if you want, 

Your Honor. 

MR. LOWRY:  No, with that clarification, I can make it 

work.  

THE COURT:  Let's agree as other form.  Technically, he -- 

one, since part of the motion is granted.  And so, present -- if you 

have any problems in formulating the order, let me know -- 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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MR. LOWRY:  Understood. 

THE COURT:   -- either by different versions.  

MR. LOWRY:  All right.  Thank you, Judge. 

THE COURT:  Thank you both. 

MR. GHIBAUDO:  Thank you, Your Honor.  

[Proceeding concluded at 11:02 a.m.] 

/ / / 
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MICHAEL P. LOWRY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 10666 
E-mail: Michael.Lowry@wilsonelser.com 
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014 
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401 
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt; 
Michelle Welt 
 

 
DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
HOWARD SHAPIRO and JENNA SHAPIRO, 
 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
vs. 
 
GLEN WELT, RHODA WELT, LYNN WELT, 
MICHELLE WELT, individuals; 
CHECKSNET.COM, a corporation; DOES I 
through X, and ROE CORPORATIONS I 
through X, inclusive, 
 
  Defendants. 
 
 

Case  A-14-706566-C 
Dept.  27 

 
Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & 
Michele Welt’s Motion for Fees, Costs, and 
Discretionary Relief 
 
 
Hearing Requested 

If an anti-SLAPP special motion to dismiss is granted, the court “shall award reasonable 

costs and attorney’s fees to the person against whom the action was brought….”1  The Welts’ 

filed such a motion to dismiss.  Jenna Shapiro did not oppose it.  Howard Shapiro did not oppose 

it as to four of his six causes of action.  The motion was granted on those points and denied as to 

the remainder.  The Welts now request attorneys’ fees on those parts that were granted. 

The Welts also request a discretionary award against both Jenna and Howard.  They did 

not oppose the motion to dismiss on areas noted above.  The Welts spent nearly five years 

litigating those points, advancing the same position consistently throughout.  The Shapiros spent 

almost five years pursuing claims they couldn’t support.  That is exactly the type of conduct 

NRS 41.660 is intended to deter. 

/// 
                                                 
1 NRS 41.660(1)(a). 

Case Number: A-14-706566-C

Electronically Filed
8/16/2019 1:22 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DATED this 15th day of August, 2019. 

 
 

BY:  /s/ Michael P. Lowry  
MICHAEL P. LOWRY 
Nevada Bar No. 10666 
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014 
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401 
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt; 
Michelle Welt 
 
 
 

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL LOWRY 

Exhibits 1-5 are billing and cost records concerning this lawsuit.  The statements were 

prepared at my direction, I have reviewed them, and they accurately reflect all fees and costs the 

Welts have incurred through this motion.  These fees reflect a reasonable charge for the services 

provided and were necessarily incurred.  The statements have been partially redacted to protect 

attorney-client and attorney work product privileges. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct, per NRS 

53.045(1). 

DATED this 15th day of August, 2019.  
 
      /s/ Michael P. Lowry    

MICHAEL P. LOWRY, ESQ. 
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Memorandum of Points & Authorities 

I. NRS 41.670(1)(a) is unambiguous and requires an award of all reasonable fees.  

“If the court grants a special motion to dismiss filed pursuant to NRS 41.660: (a) The 

court shall award reasonable costs and attorney’s fees to the person against whom the action was 

brought….”2  Here, the Welts filed a special motion to dismiss.  That motion was granted in full 

as to Jenna Shapiro.  It was granted as to four of Howard’s six causes of action.  As a result, an 

award of reasonable costs and fees is mandated on those parts that were granted. 

In the past, the Shapiros have argued only certain fees are recoverable.  The court has 

previously rejected that argument because NRS 41.670(1)(a) contains no language limiting the 

award of attorney’s fees to those within certain categories.  For instance, if the Legislature had 

wished to limit the categories of recoverable fees, NRS 41.670(1)(a) could have mirrored 

Guam’s anti-SLAPP statute.  If a Guam court grants an anti-SLAPP motion to dismiss, it shall 

award the “costs of litigation, including reasonable attorney and expert witness fees, incurred in 

connection with the motion….”3  NRS 41.670(1)(a) contains no similar restriction.  Even had it, 

Guam’s limiting language is broadly interpreted to include far more than merely drafting and 

arguing the motion itself.4 
 

a. If NRS 41.670 is ambiguous, Legislative intent requires an award of all 
reasonable attorneys’ fees.  
 

“If the statutory language fails to address the issue, this court construes the statute 

according to that which reason and public policy would indicate the legislature intended.”5  “The 

Legislature’s intent is the primary consideration when interpreting an ambiguous statute.”6  

“When construing an ambiguous statutory provision, this court determines the meaning of the 
                                                 
2 NRS 41.670(1)(a). 
3 7 Guam Code § 17106(g)(1) (2014). 
4 Enriquez v. Smith, 2015 Guam 29, ¶ 34 (“Smith’s initial appeal arguing that the trial court be 
compelled to address her anti-SLAPP motion on the merits, as well as her defense of the appeal 
in the present case are certainly covered by the statutory mandate. Additionally, because the 
award of attorney’s fees and sanctions are a mandatory result of success on a CPGA motion, 
Smith’s counterclaims regarding these issues are also sufficiently connected to her motion to 
warrant compensation for preparation of these arguments.”). 
5 Hardy Cos. v. SNMARK, LLC, 126 Nev. Adv. Op. 49, 245 P.3d 1149, 1153 (2010) (quotation 
and citation omitted). 
6 Id. 
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words used in a statute by examining the context and the spirit of the law or the causes which 

induced the legislature to enact it.”7 

The Supreme Court has previously discussed the Legislature’s intent in enacting 

Nevada’s anti-SLAPP statutes.  The Court concluded “[a] SLAPP suit is a meritless lawsuit that 

a party initiates primarily to chill a defendant’s exercise of his or her First Amendment free 

speech rights.”8  “The hallmark of a SLAPP lawsuit is that it is filed to obtain a financial 

advantage over one’s adversary by increasing litigation costs until the adversary’s case is 

weakened or abandoned.”9  “When amending Nevada’s anti-SLAPP statute in 1997, the 

Legislature explained that SLAPP lawsuits abuse the judicial process by chilling, intimidating, 

and punishing individuals for their involvement in public affairs.”10  “The Legislature further 

reasoned that the number of SLAPP lawsuits in Nevada had increased, and therefore, 

implementation of an anti-SLAPP statute was essential to protect citizens’ constitutional 

rights.”11 

“The hallmark of a SLAPP lawsuit is that it is filed to obtain a financial advantage over 

one’s adversary by increasing litigation costs until the adversary’s case is weakened or 

abandoned.”12  If NRS 41.670(1)(a) is interpreted to restrict a successful defendant to recovering 

only those attorney’s fees in specific categories of work, a financial motivation would still exist 

to file the SLAPP lawsuit to gain a financial advantage.  The defendants, who should never have 

been sued, would still be forced to spend money on attorney’s fees defending themselves from a 

non-meritorious lawsuit but only a fraction of those fees are recoverable.  This is precisely what 

occurred here as to Jenna Shapiro and four of Howard’s six causes of action.  Reading a 

limitation into what fees are recoverable is contrary to the Legislature’s stated intent of 

protecting its citizens’ ability to participate in public affairs. 

                                                 
7 Id. (quotation and citation omitted). 
8 Stubbs v. Strickland, 129 Nev. Adv. Op. 15, 297 P.3d 326, 329 (2013) (citations omitted). 
9 John v. Douglas Cnty. Sch. Dist., 125 Nev. 746, 752, 219 P.3d 1276, 1280 (2009).. 
10 Id., 219 P.3d at 1281 (citing 1997 Nev. Stat., ch. 387, preamble, at 1364). 
11 Id. 
12 Id., 219 P.3d at 1280. 

Appellant's Exhibits 136



 

 

 
Page 5 

1503646v.1 

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 

 

 
b. The Welts may also recover their reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs 

incurred on the appeals. 
 

The Welts’ also request their attorneys’ fees and costs incurred on the prior appeals in 

this case.  Multiple courts construing anti-SLAPP fee shifting statutes have concluded the 

prevailing defendants may also recover their reasonable attorney’s fees and costs incurred 

appealing a ruling on an anti-SLAPP motion.  In Guam, “the trial court erred in denying Smith’s 

request for attorney’s fees associated with the appeal….”13  Multiple state and federal courts 

interpreting California’s anti-SLAPP statute have reached the same conclusion.14  Washington15 

and Oregon16 have also ruled this way. 

These conclusions are consistent with NRS 41.670(1)(a), as it contains no language 

excluding reasonable costs and attorneys’ fees on appeal from the award. 

II. The Welts request $32,156.61 from Jenna and $21,435.60 from Howard. 

Applied here, the Welts have incurred total fees of $62,906, and total costs of $1,407.22.  

There were two plaintiffs, so the Welts divide those totals in half.  As the motion was granted in 

full as to Jenna Shapiro, the Welts request the court award a judgment against her totaling 

$32,156.61, which is her 50% share of the fees and costs incurred. 

As to Howard Shapiro, he did not oppose the motion as to four of his six causes of action.  

The Welts thus request the court award them 2/3 of Howard’s 50%.  Howard’s 50% is also 

$32,156.61, 2/3 of that is $21,435.60. 

a. The total fees and costs incurred. 

Michael Lowry has been the Welts’ lead counsel since the case started.  When it started, 

Mr. Lowry was an attorney with Thorndal Armstrong Delk Balkenbush & Eisinger.  While Mr. 

Lowry was there, the Welts incurred 121.9 hours of time, at an hourly rate of $250.00, for a total 

                                                 
13 Enriquez, 2015 Guam at ¶ 35. 
14 Manufactured Home Communities, Inc. v. Cnty. of San Diego, 655 F.3d 1171, 1181 (9th Cir. 
2011); Metabolife Int'l, Inc. v. Wornick, 213 F. Supp. 2d 1220, 1222 (S.D. Cal. 2002); Dove 
Audio, Inc. v. Rosenfeld, Meyer & Susman, 54 Cal. Rptr. 2d 830, 835 (App. 1996). 
15 “[W]here a prevailing party is entitled to attorney fees below, they are entitled to attorney fees 
if they prevail on appeal.”  Davis, 325 P.3d at 275. 
16 Northon v. Rule, 637 F.3d 937 (9th Cir. 2011) (applying ORS § 31.152(3) and permitting 
attorneys’ fees for appeal). 
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fee of 30,475.00.17  The Welts were also assessed $1,101.90 for both district and appellate court 

filing fees.18  All of the costs listed are for actual filings that can be verified against both court 

systems’ dockets. 

In July, 2016, Mr. Lowry joined the Wilson Elser Moskowitz Edelman & Dicker law 

firm.  Mr. Lowry’s hourly rate remained $250 per hour through December 31, 2017, then 

changing to $265 per hour on January 1, 2018.  Since then and through this motion he has spent 

115.3 hours on the case, for a total charge of $29,441.50.19  Mr. Lowry has also been assisted by 

associate Amanda A. Ebert.  Ms. Ebert has spent 13.2 hours working on this matter and her rate 

adjusted from $225 an hour to $240 an hour on January 1, 2018.  The combined fee for her time 

totals $2,989.50.   

The Welts have incurred court filing costs of $301.82, through August 15, 2019.20  

Missing from the cost report is the $3.50 e-filing charge for this motion, increasing the total to 

$305.32. 

b. The Welts satisfy the Brunzell factors. 

NRS 41.670(1)(a) permits an award of only “reasonable” attorney’s fees.  Brunzell v. 

Golden Gate Nat. Bank provides the analysis by which to evaluate if the attorneys’ fees were 

reasonable.  Brunzell requires district courts to consider at least four factors. 
 
(1) the qualities of the advocate: his ability, his training, education, experience, 
professional standing and skill;  
(2) the character of the work to be done: its difficulty, its intricacy, its importance, 
time and skill required, the responsibility imposed and the prominence and 
character of the parties where they affect the importance of the litigation;  
(3) the work actually performed by the lawyer: the skill, time and attention given 
to the work;  
(4) the result: whether the attorney was successful and what benefits were 
derived.21 
 

Brunzell provides the district court with a method to evaluate whether the attorney’s fees 

requested are appropriate for the facts and circumstances of the individual case.  They are 

                                                 
17 Redacted billing records attached as Exhibit 1. 
18 Id. at 28-29; Cost receipts attached as Exhibit 2. 
19 Redacted billing records attached as Exhibit 3. 
20 Cost itemization and receipts attached as Exhibit 4. 
21 Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat. Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969). 
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designed to protect opposing parties from exorbitant rates from less qualified lawyers, dubious 

billing activities, or poor quality work.  The court previously addressed these factors in its two 

prior orders granting attorneys’ fees to the Welts.  The analysis remains largely the same.    

The Welts’ lead counsel, Michael Lowry, is a licensed attorney practicing in Nevada 

since 2007 and has represented the Welts since this case was filed.  His rate for this matter 

started at $250 rate in 2014, and increased to $265 on January 1, 2018.  Associate Amanda Ebert 

has practiced in Nevada since 2012 and billed at $225 an hour until the rate changed to $240 an 

hour on January 1, 2018.  This rate reflects their differing experience levels. 

As the court found in its February 20, 2015 order, “[t]he character of the work done was 

intricate, and required research into a developing area of law.”22  This analysis still applies.  This 

case has been appealed twice.  During those appeals, the law in this area changed repeatedly.  

This analysis also satisfies the third Brunzell factor as the work actually performed reflects a 

level of skill, time, and attention that matches the intricate nature the analysis that was required. 

Finally, the fourth factor is also satisfied.  The Welts’ position was successful as to all but 

two causes of action.  The decision benefitted the Welts by terminating Jenna’s claims against 

them and narrowing the scope of Howard’s. 

a. Filing costs are expressly recoverable. 

The $1,407.22 for court filing fees that have been incurred are expressly recoverable.  

NRS 18.005(1) defines the term “costs” to include clerks’ fees. 

III. A discretionary award is also merited. 

The relief available when a special motion to dismiss is granted is not limited to 

attorneys’ fees and costs.  “The court may award, in addition to reasonable costs and attorney’s 

fees awarded pursuant to paragraph (a), an amount of up to $10,000 to the person against whom 

the action was brought.”23  Texas has a similar statute.  There, the purpose and amount of this 

discretionary award should be “sufficient to deter the party who brought the legal action from 

bringing similar actions described in this chapter.”24  An award is merited here. 
                                                 
22 Order at 2:1-2. 
23 NRS 41.660(1)(b). 
24 Texas Civil Practice and Remedies Code § 27.009(a)(2). 
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a. Jenna Shapiro sued the Welts for a factual statement she agrees is accurate. 

 As to Jenna Shapiro, the Welts have argued since December, 2014 that her claims should 

be dismissed because that the only factual statement about her on the disputed website was that 

she was married to Howard.25  Jenna never argued that fact was wrong, nor did the Welts’ 

position ever change.  Despite that, she pursued her claims against the Welts for years before 

finally not opposing the third motion to dismiss.26   

She sued the Welts for accurately stating the fact she is married to Howard.  She then 

pursued that claim for almost five years before simply giving it up.  That type of conduct is 

exactly what NRS 41.660 is intended to deter.  It merits a discretionary award of $10,000 to each 

of the Welts. 
 

b. Howard dropped four of his causes of action for reasons the Welts have 
argued since December, 2014. 

Howard’s complaint alleged four causes of action: 1) defamation per se; 2) defamation; 

3) extortion; 4) civil conspiracy; 5) fraud; and 6) punitive damages.  After the Welts filed their 

third motion to dismiss, Howard conceded all causes of action except defamation per se and civil 

conspiracy.27 

 The Welts have argued since December, 2014 that all of these claims failed for multiple 

reasons.  They have argued defamation could not survive for multiple factual reasons.28  They 

have long noted extortion is not a civil cause of action.29  They always objected that the 

complaint failed to properly plead a “fraud” cause of action.30  Finally, they have always noted 

that “punitive damages” is not an independent cause of action.31 

 Howard never conceded any of these points for nearly five years.  His refusal to concede 

them led to nearly five years of litigation and two appeals.  This unnecessarily increased the fees 

                                                 
25 December 15, 2014 Motion to Dismiss at 10:14-19. 
26 July 9, 2019 opposition at 10:2-3.  
27 July 9, 2019 opposition at 10:3-4. 
28 December 15, 2014 Motion to Dismiss at 10:11-17:10. 
29 Id. at 17:11-18:20. 
30 Id. at 20:4-21:23. 
31 Id. at 22:1-6. 
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and costs related to this litigation for claims Howard had no basis to bring.  It too It merits a 

discretionary award of $10,000 to each of the Welts. 

IV. Judgments against the Shapiros are merited. 

This case has a long procedural history already that supports the fees and costs incurred.  

A total judgment should be entered as follows: 

 Jenna Shapiro, individually:  $32,156.61 (Fees & Costs) 

 Jenna Shapiro, individually:  $10,000 to Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt, and 

Michele Welt, each, per NRS 41.660(1)(b). 

 Howard Shapiro, individually:  $21,435.60 (Fees & Costs) 

 Howard Shapiro, individually:  $10,000 to Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt, and 

Michele Welt, each, per NRS 41.660(1)(b). 

DATED this 15th day of August, 2019. 

 
 

BY:  /s/ Michael P. Lowry  
MICHAEL P. LOWRY 
Nevada Bar No. 10666 
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014 
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401 
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt; 
Michelle Welt 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5, I certify that I am an employee of Wilson Elser Moskowitz 

Edelman & Dicker LLP, and that on August 16, 2019, I served Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, 

Lynn Welt & Michele Welt’s Motion for Fees, Costs, and Discretionary Relief as follows: 
 

 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 Las Vegas, Nevada;  

 
 via electronic means by operation of the Court’s electronic filing system, upon 

each party in this case who is registered as an electronic case filing user with the 
Clerk;  
 
Alex B. Ghibaudo, Esq. 

  G Law 
  7720 Cimarron Rd., Suite 110B 
  Las Vegas, NV 89113 
  Tel:  702.778.1238 
  Attorney for Plaintiffs  

 
 BY: /s/ Cynthia Kelley         

 An Employee of  
 WILSON ELSER MOSKOWITZ EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
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Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt’s Motion
for Attorneys’ Fees & to Amend Order Granting Summary

Judgment

A-14-706566-C

Exhibit 1

Thorndal Armstrong Billing Records
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17           
Glenn Welt                                                                      
                                                                               
                                                                            --------------------------------------------------------
Bill to:  Glenn Welt                                                        HOLD: ___________________      COMMENTS:  ______________
          35 E. Horizon Ridge Pkwy.                                                                        _________________________
          Suite 110-48                                                      BILL: ___________________      _________________________
          Henderson  NV  89002                                                    (with corrections)                                
                                                                            FINAL BILL ??  __________      CLOSE FILE ??  __________
                                                                            --------------------------------------------------------
Client Attorney  Michael P. Lowry                                            Re:  Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              
Client Type 1    Commercial (gen bus/breach)                                      Rhoda Welt; Checksnet.com adv.                    
Office           Las Vegas                                                        Howard Shapiro; Jenna Shapiro                     
                                                                                              
Resp Atty 1      Michael P. Lowry                                                               
Case Type 1      Commercial (gen bus/breach)                                         
Department       Las Vegas Cases                                                                                    
                                                       
Status Code 1    X      Alternate Billing Format  IV3
Finance Charges  N      Fee BCC  M      Cost BCC  M
Sales Tax        None
Retainer Acct    Min 0  No auto transfers chosen
Unbilled only    N

====================================================================================================================================
FEES                                                                                                                            FEES

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
09/15/14  MPL     0.30         75.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re facts of case and scope of retention.             

09/16/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re strategy of            
                                                 .                                                    

09/18/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .          

09/19/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re implications of           
                                                               
                                                 .                                                                          

09/22/14  MPL     0.30         75.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategy of f           
                                                          
                                                 .                                                                             

09/22/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re representing Welts, service of process     
                                                 and anti-SLAPP motion.                                                               

09/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re status of NJ hearing.                 

09/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Lynn Welt re .                      

09/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re adding     
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 002/002  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
                                                 .                                                                 

09/22/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re service of process and H          
                                                 .                                             

09/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                                                              

09/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .   

09/22/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re lack of jurisdiction over clients,         
                                                 insisting on service of process and applying anti-SLAPP to case.                     

09/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re          
                                                 .                                             

09/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Michele Welt re persuading    
                                                 .                                                 

09/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Michele Welt re probability of      
                                                 .               

09/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re any          
                                                 .                                                  

09/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re       
                                                 .                                                                          

09/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re         
                                                 .                                    

09/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Michele Welt re .                    

09/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Michele Welt requesting     
                                                 .                                                                         

09/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .     

09/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of more correspondence from Glenn Welt re circumstances                  
                                                 .                                                    

09/24/14  MPL     0.40        100.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                                                             

09/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategy of .    

09/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Michele Welt re       
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 003/003  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
                                                 .                                                                            

09/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Michele Welt re potential pros/cons     
                                                 .                                                               

09/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Michele Welt re .              

09/25/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re anticipated        
                                                 .                                                                  

09/25/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re anticipated h     
                                                 .                                                        

09/25/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Michele Welt re timeline .         

09/25/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re alternative      
                                                 .                                                                       

09/25/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategy         
                                                 .                                                               

09/25/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategy         
                                                 .                                                               

09/25/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Michele Welt re .                 

09/25/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt approving .           

09/26/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft initial appearance fee disclosure for Rhoda & Lynn.                           

09/26/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft NRS 18.130 demand for security of costs for Rhoda & Lynn.                     

09/27/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .   

09/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt            
                                                 .                                                                 

09/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt      
                                                 .                                                                             

10/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .         

10/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re     
                                                 .                                                               

10/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft NRCP 7.1 disclosure for judicial conflict check.                              
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 004/004  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
10/02/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re         
                                                 .                                                                        

10/03/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .         

10/03/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re possibility of    
                                                 .                                                                             

10/04/14  MPL     5.80      1,450.00       B P    Begin drafting motion to dismiss for Rhoda & Lynn.  Draft detailed factual          
                                                 section and begin preparing declarations re jurisdictional facts.  Begin drafting    
                                                 argument that Nevada lacks either general or specific jurisdiction over them due     
                                                 to lack of contacts with state.  Begin drafting section of motion that explains to   
                                                 court the basis of Nevada's anti-SLAPP statutes and the standard of review for       
                                                 these motions.                                                                       

10/05/14  MPL     5.20      1,300.00       B P   Continue drafting motion to dismiss for Rhoda and Lynn.  Draft section arguing       
                                                 that if they made any statements that were repeated on the website, these            
                                                 statements were protected communications for the purpose of the anti-SLAPP statute   
                                                 and argue Shapiro's lack of clear and convincing evidence to demonstrate a           
                                                 probability of success on the merits.                                                

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re proposed      
                                                 .                                                                            

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                     

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt asking if    
                                                 .                                 

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                                                    

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re advice    
                                                 .                                                                          

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re         
                                                          
                                                 .                                                                            

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re edits .             

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .    

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Lynn Welt re .      

10/06/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re basis for          
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 005/005  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
                                                 .                                                                 

10/07/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .       

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re procedure for       
                                                 .                                                                           

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re merits of m      
                                                 .                                                      

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy options         
                                                 .                                                                             

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re merits of       
                                                 .                                                                             

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing to          
                                                 .                                                                             

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt correcting instructions         
                                                 .                                                                  

10/08/14  MPL     0.40        100.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re potential impact of      
                                                         
                                                 .                                                                      

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy of m      
                                                          
                                                 .                                                                              

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re can file      
                                                 .                         

10/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt confirming instructions         
                                                 .                                                            

10/09/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .         

10/09/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re timing for .    

10/09/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re anticipated timing for       
                                                 .                                                                                

10/10/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                                    

10/10/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re       

Appellant's Exhibits 148



WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 006/006  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
                                                 .                                                                   

10/10/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re no knowledge of       
                                                 .                                                           

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                                                                         

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re o             
                                                 .                                                                            

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re ability to .           

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re not yet able to .              

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re instructions to         
                                                 .                                                        

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategy for    
                                                 .                                                                      

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing to            
                                                 .                                               

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft NRS 18.130 demand for security of costs for Glenn & Michele                   

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft initial appearance fee disclosure for Glenn & Michele.                        

10/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft NRCP 7.1 disclosure statement for Glenn & Michele.                            

10/14/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re possibility that         
                                                 .                                                

10/14/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re merits of     
                                                 .                                                         

10/14/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re options for        
                                                 .                                                            

10/14/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing to        
                                                 .                                             

10/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re status of     
                                                 .                                                                               

10/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re          
                                                 .                                                                      
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 007/007  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
10/17/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re          
                                                 .                                                                       

10/28/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .              

10/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re          
                                                 .                                                                               

10/29/14  MPL     0.30         75.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re        
                                                 .              

10/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re details of        
                                                 .                                                                 

10/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .                 

10/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re meaning of .    

10/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                              

10/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                                          

11/07/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re whether         
                                                 .                                       

11/07/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re        
                                                    
                                                 .                                        

11/13/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re no         
                                                 .                                                                            

11/14/14  MPL     0.40        100.00       B P    Finalize motion to dismiss for failure to post security of costs by deadline.       

11/14/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re         
                                                 .                                       

11/17/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re requirement t     
                                                 .                                                  

11/17/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                           

11/18/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy of      
                                                 .                            
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 008/008  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
11/18/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re considerations for     
                                                 .                  

11/18/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re pursuing strategy of          
                                                 .                                     

11/18/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re advising          
                                                 .                                     

11/18/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                                                

11/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re     
                                                 .                                                                            

11/19/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Legal analysis of 4 cost bonds filed for Howard and Jenna Shapiro.                  

11/19/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt explaining     
                                                       
                                                 .                                                              

11/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Evan Schwab re failure to serve cost bonds.                 

11/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .                           

11/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy of      
                                                 .                                                               

11/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re advising on strategy     
                                                           
                                                 .                                                                   

11/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re will     
                                                       
                                                 .                                                  

12/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Evan Schwab re cost bonds and requesting that       
                                                 motion to dismiss be withdrawn.                                                      

12/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Evan Schwab re cost bonds did not meet minimum demanded     
                                                 and declining to withdraw motion to dismiss.                                         

12/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re        
                                                 .                                                                             

12/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re updates to     
                                                 .                                                                   
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 009/009  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
12/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re updates        
                                                 .                                                              

12/01/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re       
                                                 .                                                 

12/02/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Telephone call with Evan Schwab re basis for $4,000 demand for security.            

12/03/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Evan Schwab re file-stamped copies of demands for           
                                                 security for each defendant.                                                         

12/04/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiros' opposition to motion to dismiss.                        

12/04/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re impact of      
                                                 .                                                                   

12/04/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re impact of    
                                                 .                                                    

12/04/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re          
                                                 .                                                                   

12/04/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                          

12/04/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                              

12/05/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering various questions about     
                                                 .           

12/05/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from  Glenn Welt re strategy of     
                                                 .                                                                          

12/06/14  MPL     1.90        475.00       B P    Draft reply supporting motion to dismiss per NRS 18.130.                            

12/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy of          
                                                 .                                                                              

12/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategic considerations for            
                                                 .                                                                   

12/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re timing of        
                                                 .                                                

12/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                      
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WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 010/010  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
12/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re further thoughts on     
                                                 .                                                            

12/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re understand instructions to w        
                                                 .                                                                       

12/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential of         
                                                 .                                                  

12/08/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential       
                                                 .                                                                              

12/10/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Finalize and file reply re NRS 18.130 motion to dismiss.                            

12/10/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .       

12/10/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re     
                                                 .                                                                               

12/10/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                                                              

12/11/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategy of      
                                                 .                                                          

12/11/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re            
                                                 .                                                              

12/11/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re     
                                                                                                                              

12/11/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re                
                                                 .                                                              

12/11/14  MPL     2.60        650.00       B P    Resume drafting anti-SLAPP motion to dismiss; analysis of whether Howard Shapiro    
                                                 is a public figure for purposes of defamation analysis.                              

12/12/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of second set of cost bonds.                                         

12/12/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Evan Schwab re second set of cost bonds and         
                                                 withdrawing motion to dismiss for lack of them.                                      

12/12/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Evan Schwab re improper service of second set of cost       
                                                 bonds.                                                                               

12/12/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re additional        
                                                 .                                                                     
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
12/12/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re additional          
                                                 .                                                  

12/12/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re additional .         

12/12/14  MPL     1.20        300.00       B P    Resume drafting anti-SLAPP motion to prepare for 12/15 filing.                      

12/12/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiros' supplemental opposition.                                

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re notice of     
                                                 .                                                               

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re notice of     
                                                 .                                                      

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                                                                              

12/15/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re .      

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .            

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                                                                            

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re obtaining            
                                                 .                                                         

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re filing    
                                                 .                                      

12/15/14  MPL     7.30      1,825.00       B P    Continue drafting anti-SLAPP motion to dismiss noting that Howard Shapiro is a      
                                                 public figure for purposes of the conservatorship proceedings and must show actual   
                                                 malice to prevail on Nevada defamation claims.                                       

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re locating      
                                                 .                                                              

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                 

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy of a       
                                                 .                                                                             

12/15/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re able to .            

12/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re             
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
                                                 .                                                            

12/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re     
                                                 ?                                      

12/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt containing           
                                                 .                                                                              

12/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re reasons    
                                                 .                                                                  

12/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re no            
                                                 .                                                                          

12/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re not        
                                                 .                      

12/16/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .         

12/17/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .      

12/17/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re documentation that       
                                                 .       

12/17/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re which         
                                                 .                                                       

12/17/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re need          
                                                 .                                                                        

12/18/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re impact of    
                                                 .                                                                

12/18/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re updated           
                                                 .                                      

12/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo re opposition to anti-SLAPP motion.   

12/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re inappropriate service of opposition to     
                                                 anti-SLAPP motion.                                                                   

12/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo acknowledging inappropriate service   
                                                 of opposition to anti-SLAPP motion.                                                  

12/19/14  MPL     0.30         75.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Shapiros' opposition to anti-SLAPP motion.          

12/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .                       
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
12/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .         

12/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re removing         
                                                 .                                                                     

12/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy of r      
                                                 ?             

12/19/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re         
                                                 .                                                                       

12/19/14  MPL     5.20      1,300.00       B P    Draft reply supporting anti-SLAPP motion.                                           

12/20/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re            
                                                 .                                                                             

12/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                                                                             

12/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Lynn Welt's              
                                                 .                                                                          

12/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                                                          

12/22/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .        

12/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .         

12/23/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re         
                                                 .                                                                             

12/24/14  MPL     2.40        600.00       B P    Prepare oral argument for court re merits of anti-SLAPP motion.                     

12/24/14  MPL     1.40        350.00       B P    Attend court hearing re anti-SLAPP motion.                                          

12/24/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re minutes of court hearing on anti-SLAPP        
                                                 motion and .    

12/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re obtaining     
                                                 .                                                  

12/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re preserving         
                                                 .                                                   

12/24/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re obtaining        
                                                 .                                                          
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re attempts to .         

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re attempts to .                 

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re          
                                                 .                  

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re anticipated      
                                                    
                                                 .                                           

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re updated           
                                                 .                                                                    

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re time           
                                                 .                                                                              

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re time         
                                                 .                                                             

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of NJ order resolving conservatorship.                               

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft supplemental brief re NJ order resolving conservatorship.                     

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re need to     
                                                 .                                                                             

12/29/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re       
                                                 .                                                                            

12/30/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Telephone call with Alex Ghibaudo re status of court's ruling.                      

12/31/14  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Legal analysis of order granting anti-SLAPP motion.                                 

12/31/14  MPL     0.30         75.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt analyzing     
                                                         
                                                 .                                                                             

12/31/14  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re interpretation of       
                                                 .                                                                   

01/02/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Per local rules, draft notice of entry of order granting anti-SLAPP motion.         

01/02/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re notice of entry on order granting          
                                                 anti-SLAPP motion.                                                                   

01/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re using    

Appellant's Exhibits 157



WELTG-SHAPIRO           CURRENT PERIOD AND HISTORY PRE-BILLING LEDGER      Run On  07/25/17   01/01/81-07/25/17      Page 015/015  
Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
                                                 .                                                                  

01/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re collecting        
                                                 .                                                                               

01/05/15  MPL     0.60        150.00       B P    Draft affidavit detailing fees and costs recoverable per court order and statute.   

01/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential strategy of d        
                                                 .                                                                              

01/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re potential strategy of     
                                                 .                                                                              

01/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re potential dismissal of Rhoda, Michele      
                                                 and Lynn.                                                                            

01/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re anticipated        
                                                 .                                                                      

01/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re anticipated       
                                                 .                                                                               

01/06/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re potential for          
                                                 .                                                        

01/06/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo re Shapiros intend to appeal          
                                                 ruling.                                                                              

01/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re need to dismiss Checksnet.com before       
                                                 appeal is possible.                                                                  

01/07/15  MPL     0.30         75.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re        
                                                      
                                                 .                            

01/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re intent to .    

01/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .          

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re        
                                                 .                                                                   

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of substitution of attorneys.                                        

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re meaning of             
                                                 .                                                                           
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                                                            

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re proposed    
                                                 .                                                                          

01/08/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re proposed changes     
                                                 .                                                        

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re probability of         
                                                 .    

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re low probability       
                                                 .                           

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re revised .      

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo re direct communications between      
                                                 Glenn Welt and Howard Shapiro.                                                       

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re direct communications between Glenn Welt   
                                                 and Howard Shapiro; appeal procedurally invalid.                                     

01/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                                                                 

01/09/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re impact of    
                                                 ."                                                                    

01/09/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re court's     
                                                 .                                                       

01/09/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re failed .            

01/09/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re arguments i         
                                                 .                                      

01/10/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re additional support    
                                                 .                    

01/10/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential       
                                                 .                                                

01/12/15  MPL     0.60        150.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt analyzing options for        
                                                      
                                                 .                           
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
01/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re could      
                                                 ?                                                                  

01/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re viability of     
                                                 .                                   

01/16/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiros' opposition to request for fees.                         

01/16/15  MPL     0.40        100.00       B P    Draft reply supporting affidavit for judgment; address reasonableness of fees and   
                                                 costs.                                                                               

01/16/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Telephone call with Evan Schwab re Rule 41 dismissal for Checksnet.                 

01/20/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re pending .         

01/20/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                                                                

01/20/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re requesting        
                                                 .                                                                                

01/21/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                                                                

01/30/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re Rule 41 dismissal of Checksnet.            

01/30/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo re Rule 41 dismissal.                 

01/31/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re stipulation to dismiss v. Rule 41          
                                                 dismissal.                                                                           

02/03/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of Shapiros' Rule 41 dismissal of Checksnet.                               

02/03/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of Shapiros' notice of appeal.                                             

02/03/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re meaning of .       

02/03/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt explaining meaning of     
                                                 .                                                                    

02/03/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .                  

02/03/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft order granting fees and costs per NRS 41.670.                                 

02/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiros' case appeal statement.                                  

02/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .              
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
02/06/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re if        
                                                 .                                          

02/06/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re       
                                                 .                                                      

02/06/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of notice of appeal filed in Supreme Court.                          

02/09/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Supreme Court order suspending briefing for settlement            
                                                 conference.                                                                          

02/10/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt discussing .      

02/10/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re will inform               
                                                 .                                                           

02/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re options for       
                                                 .                                                

02/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt providing options for        
                                                 .                                                

02/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                                                    

02/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re order on .       

02/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re potential .                           

02/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of order appointing William Turner as mediator.                      

02/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing to         
                                                 .                                               

02/13/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft notice of appeal.                                                             

02/13/15  MPL     0.60        150.00       B P    Draft case appeal statement.                                                        

02/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re     
                                                 .                                                                               

02/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re meaning of           
                                                 .                                                                 

02/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re     
                                                 .                                
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
02/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re efforts to              
                                                 .                                                                  

02/17/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re seeking    
                                                 .                                                                      

02/17/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re seeking reimbursement for fees from        
                                                 Walter Shapiro.                                                                      

02/17/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo re reimbursement for fees from        
                                                 Walter Shapiro.                                                                      

02/19/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of court order granting partial attorneys' fees.                     

02/19/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re objections to     
                                                 .                                                                     

02/19/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re objections to     
                                                 .                                                             

02/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Per local rules, draft notice of entry of order granting motion for attorneys'      
                                                 fees.                                                                                

02/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt advising of     
                                                 .                                                                      

02/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy of         
                                                 .                                                                      

02/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re begin               
                                                 ?                                                                          

02/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt approving      
                                                 .                                                                                

02/23/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Christina Murphy re collecting judgment against cost        
                                                 bonds.                                                                               

02/25/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re draft of     
                                                 .                                                                             

02/25/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt recommending    
                                                 .                                                                             

02/25/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re questions about              
                                                 .                                                                        
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
02/25/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re answering questions about n            
                                                 .                                                                        

02/25/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt     
                                                 .                                                                           

02/26/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt approving              
                                                 .                       

02/26/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt explaining           
                                                 .                                                                           

02/26/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to William Turner re Welts request in-person settlement        
                                                 conference.                                                                          

02/26/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiro's case appeal statement.                                  

02/26/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy for .               

02/27/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re mechanics of         
                                                 .                                           

02/27/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re requesting            
                                                 .                                                                            

03/02/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo re terms of potential settlement      
                                                 conference.                                                                          

03/03/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiro's docketing statement describing procedural nature of     
                                                 appeal.                                                                              

03/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Bill Turner re intent to proceed with settlement    
                                                 conference.                                                                          

03/09/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re responsibility for          
                                                 .                                                                          

03/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re misrepresentation         
                                                 .                                                                 

03/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Evan Schwab re potential Supreme Court settlement   
                                                 conference.                                                                          

03/13/15  MPL     0.40        100.00       B P    Telephone call with settlement judge Bill Turner about viability of settlement at   
                                                 settlement conference.                                                               

03/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re conversations with Bill Turner about          
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
                                                 viability of settlement.                                                             

03/14/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft notice of appeal re order on attorneys' fees.                                 

03/14/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft case appeal statement re order on attorneys' fees.                            

03/18/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Rhoda Welt re difficulties      
                                                 .                                                                          

03/18/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Rhoda Welt re options for               
                                                 .                                                                          

03/18/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft motion to consolidate appeals for procedural and efficiency reasons.          

03/19/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Rhoda Welt re    
                                                 .                                                               

03/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategy of .      

03/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing         
                                                 .                                                      

03/24/15  MPL     1.00        250.00       B P    Draft docketing statement for appeal of award on attorneys' fees.                   

03/24/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Bill Turner re viability of settlement              
                                                 conference.                                                                          

03/31/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Telephone call with Bill Turner re merits of settlement.                            

04/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re status of        
                                                 .                                                                                

04/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re status of .                 

04/16/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Conference call with Alex Ghibaudo and Bill Turner re viability of settlement       
                                                 conference producing actual settlement.                                              

04/16/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re preparing for .          

04/20/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Telephone call with Alex Ghibaudo re finding common ground to attempt resolution.   

04/27/15  MPL     0.40        100.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re potential oming mediation.         

04/29/15  MPL     1.70        425.00       B P    Begin drafting settlement conference brief.                                         

04/30/15  MPL     0.40        100.00       B P    Finalize settlement conference statement.                                           
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
04/30/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .              

05/02/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo re Shapiros suddenly unable to        
                                                 personally attend settlement conference.                                             

05/02/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Bill Turner re personal presence essential to settlement    
                                                 conference.                                                                          

05/02/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from  Bill Turner re will proceed with settlement        
                                                 conference as scheduled.                                                             

05/03/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from  Bill Turner asking about jurisdictional basis in   
                                                 Nevada for Rhoda, Lynn and Michelle.                                                 

05/03/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Bill Turner explaining Rhoda, Lynn and Michelle consented   
                                                 to Nevada's jurisdiction.                                                            

05/04/15  MPL     0.80        200.00       B P    Drive to/from Peel Brimley for Supreme Court settlement conference.                 

05/04/15  MPL     1.40        350.00       B P    Attend Supreme Court settlement conference with Glenn Welt.  Settlement did not     
                                                 occur.                                                                               

05/04/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Michelle Nelsen at RLI re payment on cost bonds.            

05/04/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re penalties for     
                                                 .                                                               

05/05/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re likely             
                                                 .          

05/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing to       
                                                 .                                                                          

05/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt advising             
                                                 .                                                                

05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Telephone call with Glenn Welt re potential consequences      
                                                 .                                                  

05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re proposed      
                                                 .                                  

05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt approving        
                                                 .                                                                             

05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Send email to Alex Ghibaudo about 2nd lawsuit and potential settlement.             
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo advising Shapiros unlikely to agree   
                                                 to settlement proposal.                                                              

05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo confirming Shapiros reject            
                                                 settlement proposal.                                                                 

05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt  advising .   

05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt  instructing to         
                                                 .                                                        

05/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt  instructing to    
                                                 .                                                                      

05/11/15  MPL     1.80        450.00       B P    Begin drafting motion to dismiss for failure to attend settlement conference.       

05/12/15  MPL     0.80        200.00       B P    Finalize motion to dismiss for failure to personally attend the settlement          
                                                 conference.                                                                          

05/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo attacking merits of motion to         
                                                 dismiss.                                                                             

05/12/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo correcting attack on merits of motion to      
                                                 dismiss.                                                                             

05/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt recommending .    

05/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re anticipated c     
                                                 .                              

05/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .      

05/12/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Telephone call with Alex Ghibaudo re motion to dismiss.                             

05/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                                                               

05/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re        
                                                 .                      

05/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt indicating     
                                                 .                                                                        

05/12/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re strategy of            
                                                 .                                                                     

05/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re proposed        
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
                                                 .                                                       

05/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt advising           
                                                 .                                              

05/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt directing     
                                                 .                                                                 

05/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt requesting           
                                                 .                                                     

05/13/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt again recommending      
                                                 .                                                                       

05/14/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re advising S        
                                                 .                                                            

05/14/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt advising    
                                                    
                                                 .                                                                              

05/20/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re status .   

05/20/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt explaining the status of        
                                                 .                                                                              

05/20/15  MPL     0.30         75.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiro's opposition to motion to dismiss appeal.                 

05/20/15  MPL     2.60        650.00       B P    Draft response to Shapiro's opposition to motion to dismiss appeal.                 

05/20/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt commenting on     
                                                 .                                                            

05/20/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re proposed      
                                                 .                                                            

05/21/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re language             
                                                 .                        

05/21/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt indicating      
                                                 .                                                                        

05/26/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                                                                 

05/26/15  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Finalize reply supporting motion to dismiss Shapiro's appeal.                       
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
06/19/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Supreme Court order denying motion to dismiss.                    

06/19/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re scheduling order and order denying motion     
                                                 to dismiss appeal.                                                                   

08/06/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of notice documenting district court transcripts are now in          
                                                 Supreme Court record.                                                                

09/10/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential        
                                                 .                                                          

09/10/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt discussing        
                                                           
                                                 .                                                                            

09/15/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Supreme Court order granting Shapiros an extension to file        
                                                 opening brief.                                                                       

09/15/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re order granting Shapiros an extension to       
                                                 file opening brief.                                                                  

10/02/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiro's motion to extend period to file brief.                  

10/02/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re      
                                                 .                                                                       

10/21/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Supreme Court order allowing Shapiros to file opening brief.      

10/21/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re           
                                                 .                                                      

11/10/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re obtaining    
                                                 .                                                             

11/14/15  MPL     0.60        150.00       B P    Begin drafting jurisdictional statement and statement of issues for appellate       
                                                 brief.                                                                               

11/16/15  MPL     1.20        300.00       B P    Draft statement of case and summary of argument for appellate brief.                

11/17/15  MPL     3.20        800.00       B P    Draft statement of facts, standard of review section and section about              
                                                 shortcomings in Shapiros' appendix.                                                  

11/17/15  MPL     6.50      1,625.00       B P    Draft argument that district court's decision was substantively correct and         
                                                 appropriately relied upon Jacobs v. Adelson.                                         

11/18/15  MPL     3.50        875.00       B P    Begin drafting argument that district court's ruling on discretionary award, fees   
                                                 and costs was incorrect or an abuse of discretion.                                   
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
11/23/15  MPL     0.60        150.00       B P    Draft motion to dismiss new constitutionality arguments from Shapiros' opening      
                                                 brief.                                                                               

11/23/15  MPL     1.30        325.00       B P    Continue drafting argument that district court's ruling on recoverable attorneys'   
                                                 fees was incorrect.                                                                  

11/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re anticipated appellate arguments.              

11/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re          
                                                 .                                                                               

11/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Finalize motion to dismiss new argument in Shapiros' opening brief.                 

11/23/15  MPL     1.90        475.00       B P    Finalize answering brief to include references in appendix and hone arguments to    
                                                 supporting documents.                                                                

11/23/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt advising .        

12/04/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Supreme Court order denying motion to dismiss new argument from   
                                                 opening brief.                                                                       

12/04/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re          
                                                 .                                             

12/04/15  MPL     1.60        400.00       B P    Begin drafting supplemental answering brief addressing constitutionality            
                                                 arguments raised for the first time in the Shapiros' opening brief.                  

12/04/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re     
                                                 .                                                                          

12/06/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re efforts to    
                                                 .                                                                  

12/06/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re proposed      
                                                 .                                                                     

12/07/15  MPL     2.90        725.00       B P    Finalize supplemental answering brief addressing new constitutional arguments.      

12/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft motion for leave to file supplemental answering brief addressing new          
                                                 constitutional arguments.                                                            

12/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re    
                                                 .                                                            

12/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .                   

12/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Marc Randazza requesting consent to file            
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
12/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Marc Randazza noting consent is not required from parties   
                                                 for amicus brief.                                                                    

12/07/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Marc Randazza discussing deadlines for amicus       
                                                 brief.                                                                               

12/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re whether      
                                                 .                                                                  

12/08/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt stating      
                                                 .                                                      

12/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of proposed consent form to allow Nevada Press Association to file   
                                                 an amicus brief.                                                                     

12/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re proposed consent form to allow        
                                                 Nevada Press Association to file an amicus brief.                                    

12/11/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt approving          
                                                 .                                    

12/14/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Randazza's motion to file amicus brief.                           

12/18/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiro's non-opposition to supplemental brief if 45 day          
                                                 continue approved.                                                                   

12/29/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt asking about         
                                                 .                        

12/29/15  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt .                         

01/06/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of proposed stipulation to extend Shapiros' deadline to file         
                                                 reply.                                                                               

01/06/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo conditioning approval of proposed             
                                                 stipulation to extend Shapiros' deadline to file reply upon also approving filing    
                                                 the Welts' supplemental brief.                                                       

01/06/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo agreeing to terms of stipulation re   
                                                 briefing.                                                                            

01/07/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Evan Schwab and Alex Ghibaudo re conflicting                
                                                 representation of Shapiros.                                                          

01/07/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo claiming he continues to represent    
                                                 the Shapiros.                                                                        
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date      Emp    Hours       Dollars  Gp
01/21/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Legal analysis of order from Supreme Court granting Welts' motion to file           
                                                 supplemental answering brief.                                                        

02/04/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .            

02/08/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy for         
                                                 .                                               

02/08/16  MPL     0.20         50.00       B P    Read Mullen v Meredith Oregon case.                                                 

02/08/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering question a       
                                                 .                                    

02/11/16  MPL     0.40        100.00       B P    Legal analysis of Shapiros' reply brief on constitutional issues and response to    
                                                 brief about attorneys' fees.                                                         

02/11/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re strategy for .                   

02/14/16  MPL     3.90        975.00       B P    Draft reply brief on attorney's fees recovery.                                      

02/16/16  MPL     0.10         25.00       B P    Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .     

              -------- -------------       -------- -------------
Total FEES      121.90     30,475.00         121.90     30,475.00                                    (CP 01/01/81 - 07/25/17)
                121.90     30,475.00         121.90     30,475.00                                    (CTD Through   07/25/17)
              ======== =============       ======== =============
                      Actual Hours/$             Billable Hours/$

---------------------------------------
Fee Analysis   (CP 01/01/81 - 07/25/17)
                                                 ------ Actual -------     Actual $/      ------- Billable ----     Billable$/
   Code  Name                                    Hours         Dollars    Actual Hrs      Hours         Dollars     Actual Hrs

   MPL   Michael P. Lowry                       121.90       30,475.00        250.00     121.90       30,475.00         250.00 

====================================================================================================================================
COSTS - Direct                                                                                                        COSTS - Direct

Date             Units       Dollars  Gp
10/03/14                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Rhonda Welt and Lynn        
                                                 Welt's NRCP 7.1 Disclosure Statement                                                 
10/03/14                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Initial Appearance Fee      
                                                 Disclosure for Rhoda Welt and Lynn Welt                                              
10/03/14                      264.09       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Rhoda Welt and Lynn         
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Glenn Welt                                                                 Glen Welt; Lynn Welt; Michelle Welt;              

Date             Units       Dollars  Gp
                                                 Welt's Demand for Security of Costs                                                  

                                                           
10/15/14                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Glenn Welt & Michele        
                                                 Welt's Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure                                             
10/15/14                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Glenn Welt & Michele        
                                                 Welt's NRCP 7.1 Disclosure Statement                                                 
10/15/14                      264.09       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Glenn Welt & Michele        
                                                 Welt's Demand for Security of Costs                                                  

                                                                                 
12/11/14                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt,     
                                                 Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Reply re Motion to Dismiss                                
12/16/14                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt,     
                                                 Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Motion to Dismiss                                         
12/16/14                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt,     
                                                 Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Notice of Withdrawal of Motion                            
12/23/14                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Glenn Welt, Rhonda Welt,    
                                                 Lynn Welt and Michele Welt's Reply Re Motion to Dismiss                              
01/05/15                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Notice of Entry of Order    
                                                 Granting Motion to Dismiss                                                           
01/06/15                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Affidavit in Support of     
                                                 Fees and Costs per NRS 41.670                                                        
01/20/15                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Reply in Support of         
                                                 Affidavit re Fees and Costs per NRS 41.670                                           
02/17/15                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Cross-Appeal Case           
                                                 Statement                                                                            
02/17/15                       28.22       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re:  Notice of Cross-Appeal      
02/24/15                        3.50       B P   E112 - Mandatory Clark County Electronic Filing Fee re: Notice of Entry of Order     
                                                 Granting Motion for Attorneys' Fees                                                  
03/09/15  MPL                 250.00       B P   //165026//E123 - Chase Credit Card Services- Reimburse Mike Lowry for Supreme        
                                                 Court filing fee                                                                     
04/17/15  MPL                 250.00       B P   //165922//E112 - Chase Credit Card Services- Reimburse Mike Lowry, Esq. for          
                                                 Supreme Court Filing Fee                                                             
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Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt’s Motion
for Attorneys’ Fees & to Amend Order Granting Summary

Judgment

A-14-706566-C

Exhibit 2

Thorndal Armstrong Cost Records

Appellant's Exhibits 173



E-Filing Details 	 hnps:/ivi i znet.w iznet.com/clarlow/Deta  i IsSubmi t.do?e ft le id=62I8 I 53 

Details of filing: Rhoda Welt and Lynn Welt's NRCP 71 Disclosure Statement 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6218153 

Lead File Size: 67751 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-10-01 15:51:00.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Rhoda Welt and Lynn Welt's NRCP 7.1 Disclosure Statement 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thomdal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: DSST 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment: 02-OCT-2014 10:12:43 AM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
[****-5671] 

Your File Number: Welt.Shaplro/MPL 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2014-10-02 07:12:44.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Terri Stringer 

File Stamped 
py. A-14-706566-C-6218153 DSST Rhoda Welt and Lynn Welt s NRCP 7 1 Disclosure Statementocif 

Cover Document: 
Documents: 

Lead Document: 71,oslf 67751 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VSHCC35CD3C2 
Response: Reference: 

OCT 0 3 2014 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: mpl@thorndal.com  

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & ElsInger 

1)k) e Li c, si‘-f)-ea 0//tAlat-- 

1 of 1 	 10/13/2014 2:58 Ns 
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Accepted - (A) 

2014-10-01 16:41:47.0 

Walter Abregow 

Copy. A_ 14 70650C-6718140 	IAELLIniaLAppearanceleellaclosure 	for Rhoda Welt and 	Lynn Weit.pdf 

Status: 

Date Accepted: 

Review 
Comments: 

Reviewer 

File Stamped 

E-Filing Details 	 https:I.'w imet.wiznet.corn/clarknv/DelailsSubmit.do?eri le id - 62 I 8140 

Details of filing: Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure for Rhoda Welt and Lynn Welt 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6218140 

	 OCT 0 3 20t4 

Lead File Size: 67737 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-10-01 15:50:13.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Raintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure for Rhoda Welt and Lynn Welt 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: IAFD 

Amount: $ ?..50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment: 
01 OCT-2014 07:41:46 PM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
["" 5671] 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 
	

(iliC 	C,giviVig 0 

Cover Document: 
Documents: 

Lead Document: IARILor217x1aJilygia 67737 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VUYCC4C2D8CE 
Response: Reference: 

1 Lif 1 	 1013:2014 2:58 1'I\ Appellant's Exhibits 175



E-Filing Details 
	

littps://wizneimiznet.corn/clarknv/DetailsSubmit.do?elileid-.6218132 
n 

Details of filing: Rhoda Welt and Lynn Welt's Demand for Security of Costs 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 	

OCT 0 3 2014 
E-File ID: 6218132 

Lead File Size: 68244 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-10-01 15:49:3L0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Rhoda Welt and Lynn Welt's Demand for Security of Costs 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thomdal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: DMSC 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 253.00 

Card Fee: $ 7.59 

01-OCT-2014 07:41:26 PM: Approved $264.09 on V'sa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush Eisinger" 
Payment: [** **-5671] 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: mpl@thorndal.com  

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	 ci,) 	S'A rqPieoimPL. 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2014-10-01 16:41:29.0 

Review 
Comments: 

Reviewer: Walter Abregow 

File Stamped . l4-706566-C-6218132_M5C—Btada Welt and Lynn Welt s  Demancllo Costs.pdf 
Copy: 

Cover Document: 
Documents: 

Lead Document: rIemansilor„Security_sLCosts for Rhoda & Lynn.pdf 68244 bytes 

Data Reference 
ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VUJCC4C2D7EB 
Response: Reference: 

101 1 	 10113'2014 2:58 Pk Appellant's Exhibits 176



-Filing Details 	 iznet.w iznet.com/clarknv/DelailsSubmit.dn?efi  le id= 6262537 

Details of filing: Glenn Welt & Michele Welt's Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 	

OCT 1 5 2014 
E-File ID: 6262537 

Lead File Size: 67926 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-10-13 13:19:14.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiffs) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Glenn Welt & Michele Welt's Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndalcom  

Account Name: Thomdal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: IAFD 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment: 
13-OCT-2014 06:47:03 PM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thomdal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
[****-5671] 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2014-10-13 15:47;05.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Pamela Pullan 

WE LI 	 NIP (— 

File Stamped 
Copy: 

Documents: 

Data Reference ID: 

A-141706566-C-6262537 IAFD _Glenn Welt Michele Welt sjnitial Appearance Fee Disclosure.pdf 

Cover Document: 

Lead Document: IAFD for Glenn &  Michele.pilf 67926 bytes 

Credit Card System Response: VPECB443008F 
Response: Reference: 

Infi 	 10/27/2014 2:32 I'M 
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fi-Filing Details 	 hitps:14 niet.w iritl.comic la r1aw/Delai I sSubmit.do?eti I d 6262540 

Details of filing: Glenn Welt & Michele Welt's NRCP 71 Disclosure Statement 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 	

OCT -1 5 2014 
E-File ID: 6262540 

Lead File Size: 67870 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-10-13 13:19:49.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Glenn Welt & Michele Welt's NRCP 7.1 Disclosure Statement 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: DSST 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

13-OCT-2014 06:47:27 PM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Desk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
Payment: 

[
,
"*-5671] 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	 U.) 	. shApilLo ImPL 

Status; Accepted (A) 

Date Accepted: 2014-10.13 15:47:31.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Pamela Pullan 

File Stamped Copy: A-14-706566-C-6 62540 DSST Glenn Welt Micle Welt. NRCP 7 1 Disclosure_gaternent.ocif 

Cover Document: 
Documents: 

Lead Document: Zaxit 67870 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VLFCB622C5B2 
Response: Reference: 

I uI 
	

1(1.1711(11,1 1.111MA 
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-Filing Details 	 https://w intet.w imet. 	cl arknvi Deta i IsSubmit.do?efi lei d-,6262527 

Details of filing: Glenn Welt & Michele Welt's Demand for Security of Costs 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

OCT •. 5 2014 
E-File ID: 6262527 

Lead File Size: 68148 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-10-13 13:18:30.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Glenn Welt & Michele Welt's Demand for Security of Costs 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: DMSC 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 253.00 

Card Fee: $ 7.59 

Payment: 
13-OCT-2014 06:15:12 PM: Approved $264.09 on Visa account "Thomdal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
[**'*-5671) 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 

Status: Accepted (A) 

Date Accepted: 2014-10 13 15:15:16.0 

Review 
Comments: 

Reviewer: Pamela Pullan 

File Stamped 
A 14 70.6566 C 6262517 DMSC Glenn Welt Michele Welt s Demand_ for Secuotv_pf Cogs,pdf 

Copy: 

Cover Document: 
Documents: 

Lead Document: IlenapnctiQr Security _of Costs_ for _Tenn. Michele pdf 68148 bytes 

Data Reference 
ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VTHCC5FC668B 
Response: Reference: 

Lk) 	LTG.. /-.49.e ie.c) 

I ':1 1 	 10,27:2014 2:33 PM 
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F.-Filing Details 	 x 	 littps:qw l7riet.wi)---i.comiclarknviDetailsSubinit.do?efileid 6452424 

Details of filing: Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Reply re Motion to Dismiss 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6452424 

Lead File Size: 115416 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-12-10 08:46:36.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Reply re Motion to Dismiss 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: ROPP 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

10-DEC-2014 11:49:04 AM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger-
Payment: 

[*'**-5671) 

Comments: 

Courtesy 
Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File
1Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	t 	5.11 	

, 	
(--. 

Number: 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2014-12-10 08:49:10.0 

Review 
Comments: 

Reviewer: Patty Azucena 

File Stamped A-14-706566- 
Copy: C-6452424 ROPP Glenn Welt  phoda  Welt Lynn  Welt Michele Welt s Reply re. Motion to Dismiss.pdf 

Cover Document: 

Lead Document: Mtn to Dismiss  re Cost Bopd_Reply_pdf 115416 bytes 

Attachment # 1: Reply ExhikiLLadf 	 56911 bytes 
Documents: 

Attachment # 2: Reply Exhibtt2af 	 59651 bytes 

Attachment # 3: Reply.  Exhibit 3 pdf 	 112624 bytes 

Attachment # 4: ReDly...EXbibit 4.pdf 	 57904 bytes 

Data Reference 
ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VPECB69D3B43 
Response: Reference: 

1 of 
	

11/01.061,1 	DIA 
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E-Filing Details 	 r 	 htips://wiznet.wizne(.corn/clarlaiviDetailsSubmit.do?efileid 6467378 

Details of filing: Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Motion to Dismiss 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6467378 

Lead File 	 DEC J V 2014  
Size: 

236911 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-12-15 12:19:57.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Motion to Dismiss 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thomdal.com  

Account 
Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Name: 

Filing Code: MDSM 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment: 
15-DEC-2014 04:36:31 PM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account 'Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
[*"*-5671] 

Comments: 
NRS 41.660(1) requires the court to "[r]ule on the motion within 7 judicial days after the motion is served upon the 
plaintiff." This impacts the hearing schedule as the 7 days expires on 12/24. 

Courtesy 
Copies: 

Firm Name: Thomdal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your 
Number. 

e  
Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	 LL C l 1 6- . -S1.1a19; i2  1 rvI +-3  (- 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date 
2014-12-15 13:36:35.0 

Accepted: 

Review 
Comments: 

Reviewer: Joshua Raak 

File Stamped 
A-14-105566-C-11167378111D_SELGIenn_WelL_RbQda_Weit_lno_VielL_MicheleikelLs_Motion_tizAsmisudf Copy: 

Cover Document: 

Documents: Lead Document: Welt Mtnadf 	236911 bytes 

Attachment # 1: Welt, Etta Exhibits ,pdf 2405671 bytes 

Data 
Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VQCCB89881DD 
Response: Reference: 

I of 1 	 12.'2312014 2:26 PM 
Appellant's Exhibits 181



',Filing Details 	 https://w izriet.wiznet.com/clark-nv/Delai  1 sSubmit.do?e fi lei d 6467293 

Details of filing: Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Notice of Withdrawal of Motion 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6467293 

Lead File Size: 71454 bytes 	
LiEC 	6 2014 

Date Filed: 2014-12-15 12:07:23.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt's Notice of Withdrawal of Motion 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: NWM 

Amount: S 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

15-DEC-2014 04:24:09 PM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
r***-5671] 

Comments: This notice withdraws the motion pending in this case that is set for hearing on 12/17. The hearing may be vacated. 

Courtesy 
Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File 
Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	 i i, Ccia.sik r 	0 / ft-L (.1  

Number: 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2014-12-15 13:24:11.0 

Review 
Your Notice has been filed but a hearing cannot be vacated without department approval. Thank you 

Comments: 

Reviewer: Joshua Raak 

File Stamped A-14-706566- 
Copy: C-6467293 NWM Glenn Welt Rhoda Welt Lynn  Welt Michele Welt s Notice of Withdrawal of Motion.pdf 

Cover Document: 
Documents: 

Lead Document: WeILWithclowal,pdt 71454 bytes 

Data Reference 
ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VLFCBA20CF3A 
Response: Reference: 

Payment: 

1 	 12/23/2014 2:27 PM 
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E-Filing Details 	 litIps://w 	w ncoiniclarlaw/Detai 1 sSubmit.dee fi le id -6487606 

Details of filing: Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt and Michele Welt's Reply Re Motion to Dismiss 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6487606 

Lead File Size: 134860 bytes 

Date Filed: 2014-12-19 15:36:07.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt and Michele Welt's Reply Re Motion to Dismiss 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: ROPP 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Pa yment: 22-DEC-2014 11:40:17 AM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
(****-5671] 

Comments: 

Courtesy 
Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

YourFile 
Number: Welt•Shapiro/MPL 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2014-12-22 08:40:19.0 

Review 
Comments: 

Reviewer: Pamela Pullen 

scr 	$ h n.r/ o I 	P L- 

File Stamped A-14-706566- 
Copy: C-6487606 ROPP Glenn Welt Rhoda Welt Lynn Welt and Michele.  Weft s Reply Re Motion to Dismiss,pdf 

Cover Document: 

Documents: Lead Document: Anti-SLAPP Mtn Reply Of 	 134860 bytes 

Attachment * 1: Answer tk.N.I.ition for ConsertatorshialiCoularAliMadf 5572697 bytes 

Data Reference 
ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VTJCCA7C8500 
Response: Reference: 

td, 

204 

I of 1 	 1/8/2015 1:45 PM 
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E-Filing Details https://wimetwimet.cotri/clarlow/DetailsSubmit.do?efileid  6516486 

fr—\  

Details of filing: Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion to Dismiss 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6516486 

Lead File Size: 66765 bytes 

Date Filed: 2015-01-02 12:49:53.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion to Dismiss 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: NEOJ 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment: 
02-JAN-2015 03:52:36 PM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
r***-56711 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	 Lr 	51„qp;ec) 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2015-01-02 12:52:39.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Leona Asifoa 

File Stamped Copy: A  14-706566-C-6516486 NEOJ Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion o Dismiss.pdf 

Cover Document: 

Documents: Lead Document: NOE Order Granting Anti-5102.Mation,pdf 66765 bytes 

Attachment # 1: Order Granting Anti-SLAPIlltaPdf 	97301 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VUYCCA9FEB57 
Response: Reference: 

I of 	 1/8/2015 2:30 PM 
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E-Filing Details 	 hlips://w iznetw iznet.c om/cl arknv/Detai 1 sS ubmit.do?e fi leid=6520297 

Details of filing: Affidavit in Support of Fees and Costs per NRS 91.670 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6520297 

Lead File Size: 80709 bytes 

Date Filed: 2015-01-05 12:59:23.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Affidavit in Support of Fees and Costs per NRS 41.670 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thomdal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: AFFD 

Amount: $ 3 50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment: 
****- 

05-3AN-2015 04:02:03 PM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account 'Thomdal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger' 
(56711 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	 Lkk L TC. SIT APg a / 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2015-01-05 13:02:05.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Walter Abregow 

File Stamped Copy: A-14  706566-C-6520297  AFFD Affidavit in Support of Fees  and Costs oer NRS 41 670.odf 

Cover Document: 

Documents: Lead Document: D_QC,pcif 	80709 bytes 

Attachment # 1: Welt Billing.psli 140088 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VQECB9C3638A 
Response: Reference: 

t44111  0 e 2845  

I or 	 1/8/2015 2:31 PI, 
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E-Filing Details 	 https://wintet.wizne  omiclarlaw/DetailsSubmit.clo?efileid 6560351 

Details of filing: Reply in Support of Affidavit re Fees and Costs per AIRS 41.670 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6560351 

Lead File Size: 89253 bytes 

Date Filed: 2015-01-16 08:24:34.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Piaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendants) 

Filing Tide: Reply in Support of Affidavit re Fees and Costs per NRS 41.670 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filers Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: MS 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment; 16 JAN-2015 11:53:40 AM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account *Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
[****-56713 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	(.O-e L4-6, 51‘15,-64/— c)Pmi'L  
Status; Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2015-01-16 08:53:42.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Kory Schlitz 

File Stamped 
A-14-706566-C-6560351 RIS Reply in Support of Affidavit re Fees and Costs per NRS 41  670.pdf Copy: 

Cover Document: 
Documents; 

Lead Document: Welt Reolv4x1f 89253 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VUYCC86664A6 
Response: Reference: 

I a I 	 24'2015 12:22 PM 
Appellant's Exhibits 186



E-Filing Details 	 hrtps://w imet.winlet.com/clarkny/Detai  ls Submit.do?efil e id-6656141 

Details of filing: Cross Appeal Case Statement 
Filed in Case Number A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6656141 

Lead File Size: 92958 bytes 

Date Filed: 2015-02-13 10:37:37.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Cross-Appeal Case Statement 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thorndal.com  

Account Name: Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: ASIA 

Amount: $ 3,50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment: 
****- 

13-FEB-2015 01:55:41 PM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorridal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
(5671] 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 	wk L T T. 511  Ay,, o/"Af0 L 
Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2015-02-13 10:55:43.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Chauntel Hahn 

File Stamped Copy: A-14-706566-C-6656141 ASIA  Cross Appeal  Case Statement.pdf 

Cover Document: 
Documents: 

Lead Document: Cross-Appeal Case Statementaff 92958 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: VXHCCD605917 
Response: Reference: 

of 1 	 2/19/2015 4:28 P1V 
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Details 	 hilps://w iznet.wiznet.com/clarkriviDetai  IsSubmi t.do?e file id=665612:: 
(Th 

Details of filing: Notice of Cross-Appeal 
Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6656127 

Lead File Size: 67752 bytes 

Date Filed: 2015-02-13 10:36:19.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 

Filing Title: Notice of Cross-Appeal 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cve@thomdal.com  

Account Name: Thomdal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Filing Code: NOAS 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 24.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.72 

Pa yment: 13-FEB-2015 01:55:17 PM: Approved $28.22 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger" 
[*"*-5671) 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thorndal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: Welt.Shapiro/MPL 
	

WiLTG.,.51;IrkPi 4 0  ittq leL  

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2015-02-13 10:55:18.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Chauntel Hahn 

File Stamped Copy: A-14-706566-C-6656127 NOAS Notice of Cross Appeel.pdf 

Cover Document: 
Documents: 

Lead Document: Notice of Cross-Aopeal.pdf 67752 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

Credit Card System Response: WYCCCFFE039 
Response: Reference: 

I of I 	 2/19/2015 4:28 Pry Appellant's Exhibits 188



E-Filing Details 	 Page i of 1 

Details of filing: Notice of Entry of Ordet .ranting Motion for Attorneys' Fees 
	 n 

Filed in Case Number: A-14-706566-C 

E-File ID: 6680790 

Lead File Size: 66957 bytes 

Date Filed: 2015-02-23 06:28:18.0 

Case Title: A-14-706566-C 

Case Name: Howard Shapiro, Plaintiff(s) vs. Glen Welt, Defendant(s) 	 / 13 4; 4. 205 
Filing Title: Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion for Attorneys' Fees 

Filing Type: EFS 

Filer's Name: Carry van Eekhout 

Filer's Email: cye@thorndalcom  

Account Name: Thomdal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Elsinger 

Filing Code: NEOJ 

Amount: $ 3.50 

Court Fee: $ 0.00 

Card Fee: $ 0.00 

Payment: 23-FEB-2015 11:26:57 AM: Approved $3.50 on Visa account "Thorndal,Armstrong, Delk, Balkenbush & Elsinger" [****-5671] 

Comments: 

Courtesy Copies: 

Firm Name: Thomdal, Armstrong Delk, Balkenbush & Eisinger 

Your File Number: WeltShaplro/MPL 

Status: Accepted - (A) 

Date Accepted: 2015-02-23 08:26:59.0 

Review Comments: 

Reviewer: Kadira Beckom 

File Stamped Copy: A-14-706566-C-6680790 NE03 Notice of Entry of Order Grantina Motion for Attorneys Fees.odf 

Cover Document: 

Documents: Lead Document: NOE Order re Fees.odf 	 66957 bytes 

Attachment # 1: Affidavit in Smolt of Fees and Costs fOrderl.odf 102034 bytes 

Data Reference ID: 

System Response: VRFCBC8310FA Credit Card Response: Reference: 

http://wiznetwiznet.corn/clarktiv/DetailsSubmit.do?efileid=6680790 	 03/13/2015 Appellant's Exhibits 189



115671 

CST 

Pay 	TWO THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED FORTY SIX AND 12/100 DOLLARS 

WasFamoBardc 	 9440741212 	CHECK NO 
P.O. Box 19250 
Les Vegas, NV 69132-0250 
(600)8694557 

143640011 

DATE AMOUNT 

03/09/2015 *******2,646.12 

Vold after 160 days 

THORNDAL, ARMSTRONG 
DELK, BALKENBUSH & EISINGER 
A Professional Corporation 
P.O. Box 2070 (702) 366-0622 
Las Vegas, NV 89125-2070 
88-0111721 

CHECK DATE CHECK NO. 
-- 03/09/2015 115671 TADBE 

4 

VtiNJUUK 

Chase Credit Card Fi;—‹vices 	[CHS21,] 
) 

DOC 
NO 

APPLY 
TO 

VENDOR 	VENDOR 
DATE 	 CREDIT NO 	INVOICE NO 

115671 165024 03/09/2015 

YAMPOL-VAHEY/13KT 1260-0-000 

115671 165025 03/09/2015 

DOLGEN-TORRES/CJC 1260-0-000 

115671 165026 03/09/2015 

WELTG-SHAPIRO/MPL 1260-0-000 

115671 165027 03/09/2015 

LUNCH MEETING WITH DOUG LAWSON FROM KEOLIS- MPL 0720-1-629 

115671 	 165028 	 03/09/2015 

COFFEE MEETING WITH CLAIMS MANAGER FROM NATIONAL INTERSTATE- MPL 8720-1-4 

115671 	 165029 	 03/09/2015 

MARCH 2015 RIMS LUNCH- MPL 	0720-I-629 

115671 	 165030 	 03/09/2015 

REGISTRATION FOR MAW 2015 SPRING CONFERENCE- MPL 8730-1-000 

DOC AMOUNT DISCOUNT PAYMENT AMOUNT 

64.49 

400.00 

250,00 

312.55 

11.58 

29 

26.50 

1,559.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

64.49 

4 0 	. 0 0 

250.00 

7.12.55 

11.50 

20.50 

1,559.00 

2,646.12 
THOR_NDAL., ARMSTRONG 
DELK, bALKENBUSH & EiSINGtR 
A Professional Corporation 
P.O. Box 2070 {702) 366-0622 
Las Vegas, NV 89125-2070 

To The 
	

Chase Credit Card Services 
Order 
Of 

NOT NEGOTIABLE 

/115671/ &321270742&5127342367/ 
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TADBE 
CHECK REOUEST 

Amount $  Z 50. OO 	 Date Submitted 3/4/ 1.5  
Date Needed 

PAYEE: [ j COUNTY CLERK, or 

Idase 	.C4rd ce4,L.,;ce5" 

PRODUCT/SERVICE: 	 (-4,1+ 0C AACIA cict 

FULL CASECODE INCLUDING ATTORNEY INITIALS/OFFICE PURPOSE: 

ttl f,o/A-ipL  

 

The firm must advance all costs in this matter. 

The firm must advance costs up to $ 	 

of 

      

   

pursuant to guidelines 

   

 

(Insurance company or self-insured) 

      

ATTORNEY: JulG- 	 RETURN CHECK TO: /9(1.- 

e-Q- 

APPROV E-CODE:_ 

NOTE: 	Check requests should include copies of appropriate backup documents that will 
NOT be returned with the check. 

NOTE: 	All case costs in excess of $300 are to be submitted to the client for payment. 

ALL CI IECK REQUESTS REQUIRING APPROVAL BY THE COMMITTEE WILL BE 
CONSIDERED AT THE NEXT SCI IEDULED MEETING. PLEASE PLAN ACCORDINGLY. 

M .1MOronns!Chcck Rctpcsi-Rcvised March 2 2015 
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Nevada Supreme Court 	 https:!.www.thepuyp ne.comistateofnevada/supremecourtolnevada/... 

Receipt 

Supreme Court of Nevada 
Payment Receipt PRINT 

 

Merchant Location Code: 

Payment Status: 

Payment Date: 

Confirmation Number: 

Billing Address: 

E-Mail Address: 

Total Amount: 

Card Type: 

Account #: 

Authorization Code: 

0001 

Success 

02/27/2015 

15022762434220 

Michael Lowry 

mlowry@thorndal.com  

250.00 USD 

VISA 

x6445 

00383D 

 

EFiling Rules 

  

All trademarks, service marks and trade names 
used in this material are the property of their 
respective owners. 

Powered by PayPoint() 
P_ay_P_oint privacy Policy 

or 
	

1:1712015 4:20 PM 
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DATE AMOUNT 

04/17/2015 *******3,734.18 

Wells Fargo Bank 
	

94-7074/3212 	CHECK NO 
P.O. Boo 19250 
	

116103 
Las Vegas, NV 69132-0250 
(800) 869.3557 

CST 

ENTITY 	VENDOR 
	

CHECK DATE CHECK NO. 

TADBF -• • 
	Chase Credit Card 
	

ices [CHS2L] 
	

(—) 04/17/2015 116103 

00C 	 APPLY 	 VENDOR 	VEIL 	R 

NO 	 TO 	 DATE 	 CREDIT ND 	INV I E 0 DOC AMNUT DISCOUNT CANMNT M. 	N 

11D1:1 	 LC5922 	 04/17/2015 21J..11 O. 

WELTG GVAPIP.U:MPL 	1:60-0-000 

1161.6.3 	 16592] 	 04/17/2015 O. 

yAMPOL-VAHEY2/OKT 	1260-0-000 

LIGI13 	 165924 	 04/17/2015 230.22 . 

AUTC1-VALLEY/P0C 	 1260-0-000 

LIG133 	 165925 	 04/17/2015 1,).9 	1(. 0. 1,•A 

HOTEL 6 MILEAGE RR CLA ANNUAL C211F. 	IN PALM LESERT, CA- AFL 	41710-1-f29 

116103 	 165926 	 04/17/2015 0. 

APRIL 2015 RIMS LUNCH- MPL 	0720-1-629 

1101O3 	 165927 	 04/17/2015 1,612.00 0.00 1,(12.00 

AIRFARE, HOTEL, ETC. FOR USLAW CCM% IN SAN ANTONIO, 

114103 	 165934 	 04/17/2015 

TX- MPL 	0710-l-000 

4D,DD 0. 	0 4 

MEET YOUR JHOCES MIXER- MPL 	0712-1-629 

3,734.18 
THORNDAL. ARMSTRONG 
DELK, BALKE BUSH & EISINGER 
A Professional Corporation 
P.O. Box 2070 (702) 366-0622 
Las Vegas, NV 89125-2070 

THORNDAL, ARMSTRONG 
DELK, BALKENBUSH & EISNGER 
A Professional Corporation 
P.O. Box 2070 (702) 366-0622 
Las Vegas, NV 89125-2070 
88-0111721 

Pay 
	

THREE THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED THIRTY FOUR AND 18/100 DOLLARS 	 Void after 180 days 

To The 
	

Chase Credit Card Services 
Order 
Of 

NOT NEGOTIABLE 

/116103/ &321270742&5127342367/ 
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C fiSe2 1_. 

TADBE 
CHECK REOUEST 

Amount $  z_50100 	 Date Submitted  :4405 
Date Needed 

PAYEE: [ ] COUNTY CLERK, or 

mice C,,f  

PRODUCT/SERVICE: 

FULL CASECODE INCLUDING ATTORNEY INITIALS/OFFICE PURPOSE: 

Luel1-15141,1044fL 	Kfre_41.0- AAA- COI ce-e- 

  

The firm must advance all costs in this matter. 

The firm must advance costs up to $ 	 

of 

  

   

pursuant to guidelines 

   

(Insurance company or self-insured) 

        

ATTORNEY: 	  

APPROVAL: 	  

RETURN CI IECK TO: .Affi., 

E-CODE: 	IlZ 

 

   

      

NOTE: 	Check requests should include copies of appropriate backup documents that will 
NOT be returned with the check. 

NOTE: 	All case costs in excess of $300 are to be submitted to the client for payment. 

ALL CI IECK REQUESTS REQUIRING APPROVAL BY TILE COMMITTEE WILL BE 
CONSIDERED AT TI 1E NEXT SCHEDULED MEETING. PLEASE PLAN ACCORDINGLY. 

M 	 Requesi-Ito iscd March 19, 21i15 
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Nevada Supreme Court 	 https:liwww.thepaypAe.com.istateofnevada/supremecourtofnevada/... 
' 	• 

Receipt 

Supreme Court of Nevada 
Payment Receipt PRINT 

 

Merchant Location Code: 0001 

Payment Status: Success 

Payment Date: 03/18/2015 

Confirmation Number: 15031865097691 

Billing Address: Michael Lowry 

E-Mail Address: mlowry@thorndal.com  

Total Amount: 250.00 USD 

Card Type: VISA 

Account #: x6445 

Authorization Code: 00154D 

EFilina Rules 

All trademarks, service marks and trade names 
	

Powered by PayPointia.,(' 
used in this material are the property of their 

	
pay Pgdat. Privacy Policy 

respective owners. 

3:1820153:13 PM 
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Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt’s Motion
for Attorneys’ Fees & to Amend Order Granting Summary

Judgment

A-14-706566-C

Exhibit 3

Wilson Elser Billing Records
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Date SM/Task Attorney Name Staff Level Description Rate Orig Hrs Orig Amt Orig Rate Rev Hrs Rev Amt Rev Rate Service Activity Invoice Status

10/04/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2707313 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .

10/06/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2707313 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt explaining .

10/06/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2707313 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .

11/03/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 6.00 1,500.00 250.00 6.00 1,500.00 250.00 10099 A101 2707313 Billed
Begin preparing oral argument about constitutionality of anti-SLAPP mechanisms and how court need not decide on constitutional grounds.

11/04/2016 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2707313 Billed
Analysis of amici's proposed motion to participate in oral argument.

11/04/2016 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2707313 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt asking how .

11/07/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A108 2707313 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Marc Randazza re potential media coverage at oral argument.

11/07/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2707313 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .

11/09/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2707313 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .

11/09/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2707313 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Marc Randazza re media coverage of oral argument.

11/17/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.80 200.00 250.00 0.80 200.00 250.00 10099 A101 2707313 Billed
Continue oral argument preparations; cease preparation when informed Shapiros' attorney is being taken into surgery and cannot appear.

11/17/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2707313 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .

12/05/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 4.60 1,150.00 250.00 4.60 1,150.00 250.00 10099 A101 2715461 Billed
Resume preparations for oral argument; specifically prepare to address the constitutional arguments the Shapiros assert.

12/06/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 3.40 850.00 250.00 3.40 850.00 250.00 10099 A101 2715461 Billed
Continue preparations for oral argument; finalize preparations for constitutional arguments and begin preparations for statutory arguments.

12/07/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 4.40 1,100.00 250.00 4.40 1,100.00 250.00 10099 A101 2715461 Billed
Finalize all preparations for oral argument; specifically prepare to address arguments about the recovery of attorneys' fees.

12/07/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.80 200.00 250.00 0.80 200.00 250.00 10099 A109 2715461 Billed
Attend oral argument before Supreme Court of Nevada.

12/07/2016 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2715461 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .

02/02/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 100.00 250.00 0.40 100.00 250.00 10099 A104 2744103 Billed
Analysis of Supreme Court's decision and reasoning for its result.

02/02/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.60 150.00 250.00 0.60 150.00 250.00 10099 A104 2744103 Billed

Time Report Billed and Unbilled

WELT, GLENN / Howard Shapiro v. Glenn Welt / Shapiro, Howard (18875-1) 08/13/2019
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Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction
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Date SM/Task Attorney Name Staff Level Description Rate Orig Hrs Orig Amt Orig Rate Rev Hrs Rev Amt Rev Rate Service Activity Invoice Status

Conduct legal analysis of California law referenced in the decision as relates to the judicial proceeding statute.

02/02/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 100.00 250.00 0.40 100.00 250.00 10099 A106 2744103 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re Supreme Court's decision, .

02/03/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2744103 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt approving .

02/05/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.40 350.00 250.00 1.40 350.00 250.00 10099 A103 2744103 Billed
Begin drafting petition for rehearing based upon failure to address NRS 41.637(3) arguments.

02/06/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 100.00 250.00 0.40 100.00 250.00 10099 A103 2744103 Billed
Finalize petition for rehearing.

04/01/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2764615 Billed
Analysis of Supreme Court order denying petition for re-hearing.

04/05/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2764615 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re options for .

04/06/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2764615 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt advising can proceed .

04/24/2017 L240 7461 EBERT A 00005 5th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 2.40 540.00 225.00 2.40 540.00 225.00 10099 A103 2764615 Billed
Begin drafting revised motion to dismiss regarding anti-SLAPP statute; draft factual and procedural summaries, summary of Supreme Court findings on original grant of motion to dismiss.

04/24/2017 L240 7461 EBERT A 00005 5th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 0.60 135.00 225.00 0.60 135.00 225.00 10099 A102 2764615 Billed
Research case law cited by Nevada Supreme Court in opinion regarding public interest test and absolute legal privilege.

Time Report Billed and Unbilled

WELT, GLENN / Howard Shapiro v. Glenn Welt / Shapiro, Howard (18875-1) 08/13/2019

Page 2

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction
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Date SM/Task Attorney Name Staff Level Description Rate Orig Hrs Orig Amt Orig Rate Rev Hrs Rev Amt Rev Rate Service Activity Invoice Status

04/25/2017 L240 7461 EBERT A 00005 5th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 2.10 472.50 225.00 2.10 472.50 225.00 10099 A103 2764615 Billed
Continue drafting motion to dismiss (Anti-SLAPP); draft analysis of 5 part public interest test; analysis of absolute privilege pursuant to Jacobs.

04/26/2017 L240 7461 EBERT A 00005 5th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 1.80 405.00 225.00 1.80 405.00 225.00 10099 A103 2764615 Billed
Continue drafting motion to dismiss (Anti-SLAPP); draft additional arguments regarding Piping Rock decision, argument regarding timeliness of motion pursuant to Supreme Court remitter.

04/28/2017 L240 7461 EBERT A 00005 5th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 0.60 135.00 225.00 0.60 135.00 225.00 10099 A103 2764615 Billed
Continue drafting motion to dismiss; draft additional argument regarding good faith standard.

Continue drafting motion to dismiss; supplement arguments regarding absolute litigation standard under Jacobs, public interest test under Piping Rock.

05/01/2017 L240 7461 EBERT A 00005 5th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 3.80 855.00 225.00 3.80 855.00 225.00 10099 A103 2774271 Billed
Continue drafting motion to dismiss; supplement arguments regarding absolute litigation standard under Jacobs, public interest test under Piping Rock.

05/16/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2774271 Billed
Telephone call from Lynn Welt re .

05/17/2017 L120 7461 EBERT A 00005 5th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 0.30 67.50 225.00 0.30 67.50 225.00 10099 A106 2774271 Billed
Telephone call with client regarding .

05/23/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 2.30 575.00 250.00 2.30 575.00 250.00 10099 A103 2774271 Billed
Begin revising renewed anti-SLAPP motion.  Expand analysis to include cases from Louisiana, Georgia, and Vermont that address the "public interest" topic like California.

05/24/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 2.70 675.00 250.00 2.70 675.00 250.00 10099 A103 2774271 Billed
Continue drafting renewed dispositive motion; work on distinguishing California law applicable to matters of public interest as opposed to those concerning a judicial proceeding.

05/25/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 8.10 2,025.00 250.00 8.10 2,025.00 250.00 10099 A103 2774271 Billed
Continue drafting renewed dispositive motion; draft long section discussing how California's anti-SLAPP statute protects speech concerning matters under review before a judicial body and how the Welts' website was protected speech within that definition.

05/26/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 8.50 2,125.00 250.00 8.50 2,125.00 250.00 10099 A103 2774271 Billed
Continue drafting renewed dispositive motion; draft section addressing Nevada statute protecting speech in direct connection with an issue of public interest in a place open to the public or in a public forum, 3 different manners in which California has applied that same
protection, and why the Welts' website is protected under all 3.

Time Report Billed and Unbilled

WELT, GLENN / Howard Shapiro v. Glenn Welt / Shapiro, Howard (18875-1) 08/13/2019
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Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction

Redaction
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Date SM/Task Attorney Name Staff Level Description Rate Orig Hrs Orig Amt Orig Rate Rev Hrs Rev Amt Rev Rate Service Activity Invoice Status

05/30/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A103 2774271 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re status of .

06/20/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A107 2784892 Billed
Telephone call from Alex Ghibaudo re late opposition to motion to dismiss.

06/20/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2784892 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about .

06/20/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2784892 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Rhoda Welt re .

06/21/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.60 150.00 250.00 0.60 150.00 250.00 10099 A104 2784892 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' opposition to anti-SLAPP motion to dismiss.

06/21/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 3.50 875.00 250.00 3.50 875.00 250.00 10099 A103 2784892 Billed
Draft reply debunking Shapiros' arguments in opposition.

06/21/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2784892 Billed
Analysis of court order moving hearing to July 19 due to Shapiros' delinquent opposition.

06/22/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2784892 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about .

07/06/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 100.00 250.00 0.40 100.00 250.00 10099 A104 2796055 Billed
Analysis of Supreme Court of Nevada's new Delucchi decision interpreting NRS 41.637 as argued in Welts' motion to dismiss.

07/09/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.20 300.00 250.00 1.20 300.00 250.00 10099 A103 2796055 Billed
Draft supplemental briefing re why new Delucchi decision supports Welts' motion to dismiss.

07/10/2017 L250 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2796055 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re supplemental brief re new Supreme Court decision.

07/10/2017 L160 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2796055 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing to .

07/10/2017 L160 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A107 2796055 Billed
Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo outlining terms of settlement offer.

07/19/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.10 275.00 250.00 1.10 275.00 250.00 10099 A101 2796055 Billed
Prepare oral argument for court concerning merits of Welts' renewed motion to dismiss.

07/19/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 2.20 550.00 250.00 2.20 550.00 250.00 10099 A109 2796055 Billed
Attend court hearing on motion to dismiss for anti-SLAPP.

07/19/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 50.00 250.00 0.20 50.00 250.00 10099 A106 2796055 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re court's ruling on motion to dismiss and next steps in the process.

07/19/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 3.70 925.00 250.00 3.70 925.00 250.00 10099 A103 2796055 Billed
Convert all briefing in support of the Welts into a 24 page court order granting their motion and other relief.

07/24/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2796055 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about .

07/24/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A107 2796055 Billed

Time Report Billed and Unbilled

WELT, GLENN / Howard Shapiro v. Glenn Welt / Shapiro, Howard (18875-1) 08/13/2019
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Redaction

Redaction
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Redaction

Redaction
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Date SM/Task Attorney Name Staff Level Description Rate Orig Hrs Orig Amt Orig Rate Rev Hrs Rev Amt Rev Rate Service Activity Invoice Status

Analysis of correspondence from Alex Ghibaudo refusing to approve order granting anti-SLAPP motion.

08/09/2017 L240 7461 EBERT A 00006 6th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 0.30 67.50 225.00 0.30 67.50 225.00 10099 A106 2809364 Billed
Draft correspondence to client regarding court's decision on motion to dismiss; .

08/14/2017 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2809364 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re terms of court's order granting summary judgment.

08/14/2017 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.90 225.00 250.00 0.90 225.00 250.00 10099 A103 2809364 Billed
Begin drafting motion for attorneys' fees.

08/15/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.30 75.00 250.00 0.30 75.00 250.00 10099 A106 2809364 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about .

08/15/2017 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 2.40 600.00 250.00 2.40 600.00 250.00 10099 A103 2809364 Billed
Continue drafting motion for attorneys' fees and costs, including redacting 33 pages of legal bills from Thorndal Armstrong and 8 pages from Wilson Elser to protect attorney client and attorney work product privileges

08/15/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2809364 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answer his questions about .

08/15/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2809364 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing to .

08/16/2017 L160 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2809364 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing to .

08/17/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2809364 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about .

08/28/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.30 75.00 250.00 0.30 75.00 250.00 10099 A103 2809364 Billed
Draft judgment debtor interrogatories to Howard and Jenna Shapiro.

08/28/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 50.00 250.00 0.20 50.00 250.00 10099 A103 2809364 Billed
Draft judgment debtor requests for production to Howard and Jenna Shapiro.

09/06/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2818660 Billed
Analysis of notice of appeal.

09/07/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2818660 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re impact of .

09/11/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2818660 Billed
Analysis of court's order for Shapiros to submit case appeal statement.

09/13/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2818660 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' case appeal statement.

09/14/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2818660 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about .

09/20/2017 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.90 225.00 250.00 0.90 225.00 250.00 10099 A103 2818660 Billed
Draft amended order granting summary judgment and order granting motion for $50,000+ in fees/costs.

09/20/2017 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.60 150.00 250.00 0.60 150.00 250.00 10099 A109 2818660 Billed

Time Report Billed and Unbilled
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Attend hearing re motion for attorneys' fees and costs; motion granted.

09/20/2017 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2818660 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re motion for attorneys' fees granted.

09/20/2017 L160 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2818660 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential .

09/21/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10099 A104 2818660 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' case appeal statement.

09/22/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2818660 Billed
Analysis of court order exempting case from appellate settlement program.

09/22/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2818660 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re case appeal statement available; no settlement conference ordered.

09/25/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2818660 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about .

09/25/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2818660 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt instructing .

10/03/2017 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2843001 Billed
Analysis of Shaprios' docketing statement listing numerous issues for appeal.

10/04/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A107 2843001 Billed
Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re Shapiros' pending responses to judgment debtor discovery.

11/09/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 50.00 250.00 0.20 50.00 250.00 10099 A104 2843001 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' motion to stay enforcement of judgment.

11/10/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2843001 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re merits of .

11/10/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 3.70 925.00 250.00 3.70 925.00 250.00 10099 A103 2843001 Billed
Draft opposition to Shapiros' motion to stay enforcement of judgment.

11/13/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2843001 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re options for .

11/28/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2843001 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential .

12/05/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A104 2854541 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' Ex Parte Application for Order Shortening Time on Plaintiffs' Motion to Stay Proceedings

12/11/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 50.00 250.00 0.20 50.00 250.00 10099 A107 2854541 Billed
Telephone call from Alex Ghibaudo re his potential Rule 60 motion to have judgment set aside.

12/12/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.30 75.00 250.00 0.30 75.00 250.00 10099 A101 2854541 Billed
Prepare oral argument for court about why Shapiros' motion to stay collection efforts should be denied.

12/13/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.00 250.00 250.00 1.00 250.00 250.00 10099 A109 2854541 Billed
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Attend court hearing on Shapiros' motion to stay collection; motion granted in part.

12/13/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 100.00 250.00 0.40 100.00 250.00 10099 A103 2854541 Billed
Draft order granting, in part, motion to stay collection.

12/13/2017 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 25.00 250.00 0.10 25.00 250.00 10099 A106 2854541 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re order granting, in part, motion to stay collection.

01/19/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A104 2874397 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' renewed motion to stay collection.

01/19/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A104 2874397 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' motion to have the court hear their renewed motion to stay collection earlier than scheduled.

01/19/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2874397 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt discussing the Shapiros' renewed motion to stay collection.

01/19/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2874397 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re status of collection in NJ.

Time Report Billed and Unbilled

WELT, GLENN / Howard Shapiro v. Glenn Welt / Shapiro, Howard (18875-1) 08/13/2019

Page 7

Redaction

Redaction

Appellant's Exhibits 203



Date SM/Task Attorney Name Staff Level Description Rate Orig Hrs Orig Amt Orig Rate Rev Hrs Rev Amt Rev Rate Service Activity Invoice Status

01/20/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A104 2874397 Billed
Analysis of order to hear Shapiros' renewed motion on 1/31 instead of February 22.

01/20/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.00 265.00 265.00 1.00 265.00 265.00 10099 A104 2874397 Billed
Draft opposition to Shapiros' renewed motion to stay collection efforts while case is on appeal.

01/20/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2874397 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re status of .

01/23/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2874397 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .

01/24/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2874397 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt advising .

01/25/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 53.00 265.00 0.20 53.00 265.00 10099 A101 2874397 Billed
Prepare oral argument for court about how Shapiros' concerns are moot because can't collect against business accounts anyway.

01/25/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.90 238.50 265.00 0.90 238.50 265.00 10099 A109 2874397 Billed
Attend hearing on renewed motion to stay collections; motion denied.

01/25/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2874397 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re court's ruling on 2nd motion to stay collection.

01/25/2018 L470 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.50 132.50 265.00 0.50 132.50 265.00 10099 A103 2874397 Billed

Time Report Billed and Unbilled
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Draft court's proposed order denying Shapiros' renewed motion to stay collection efforts.

02/06/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A104 2894070 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' motion for additional time to file opening brief.

d

02/06/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2894070 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .

02/22/2018 L520 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2894070 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re ?

03/02/2018 L520 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2894070 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .

03/05/2018 L520 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2894070 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re .

03/13/2018 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 106.00 265.00 0.40 106.00 265.00 10099 A104 2894070 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' opening brief.

03/19/2018 L530 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 5.80 1,537.00 265.00 5.80 1,537.00 265.00 10099 A104 2894070 Billed
Draft response brief noting flaws in Shapiro's appellate arguments and stressing why district court should be affirmed.

03/22/2018 L520 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.30 79.50 265.00 0.30 79.50 265.00 10099 A106 2894070 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt analyzing the arguments in Shapiros' brief, .

03/23/2018 L520 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2894070 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn approving strategy for .

03/26/2018 L520 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2894070 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential affects of .

05/15/2018 L520 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 53.00 265.00 0.20 53.00 265.00 10099 A104 2963000 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' reply brief supporting their appeal.

Time Report Billed and Unbilled
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09/13/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 2963000 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re Shapiros' emergency motion to stay.

09/13/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.30 79.50 265.00 0.30 79.50 265.00 10099 A104 2963000 Billed
Analysis of Shapiros' emergency motion to stay.

09/13/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.40 371.00 265.00 1.40 371.00 265.00 10099 A103 2963000 Billed
Draft Welts' opposition to Shapiros' emergency motion to stay.

09/14/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A103 2963000 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his question about .

09/14/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A104 2963000 Billed
Analysis of Supreme Court order denying Shapiros' 3rd request for stay.

11/15/2018 L520 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A104 2989431 Billed
Analysis of court order that case will be decided without oral argument.

11/16/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.40 371.00 265.00 1.40 371.00 265.00 10099 A106 2989431 Billed
Draft update to Glenn Welt discussing .

12/28/2018 L510 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.30 344.50 265.00 1.30 344.50 265.00 10099 A104 3001633 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt discussing Supreme Court's ruling and .

12/28/2018 L120 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 53.00 265.00 0.20 53.00 265.00 10099 A106 3001633 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn answering his questions about .

01/09/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 53.00 265.00 0.20 53.00 265.00 10099 A106 3024779 Billed
Analysis of Glenn's potential .

01/11/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A107 3024779 Billed
Telephone call from Alex Ghibaudo asking whether 3rd anti-SLAPP motion will be filed; amending complaint to drop Jenna Shapiro.

01/14/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3024779 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about .

01/14/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3024779 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn instructing to .

02/11/2019 L250 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A104 3024779 Billed
Analysis of court order to appear re Supreme Court order reversing dismissal.

03/19/2019 L250 7461 EBERT A 00007 7th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 0.50 120.00 240.00 0.50 120.00 240.00 10099 A101 3039019 Billed
Prepare for upcoming status check hearing regarding Supreme Court Order; review order and court minutes, as well as correspondence detailing intention to file dispositive motions.

03/20/2019 L250 7461 EBERT A 00007 7th YEAR ASSOCIATE B 0.80 192.00 240.00 0.80 192.00 240.00 10099 A109 3039019 Billed
Attend hearing regarding status check on Supreme Court order and remand issues.

04/10/2019 L210 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3063002 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his question about potential that .

04/12/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 106.00 265.00 0.40 106.00 265.00 10099 A103 3063002 Billed
Begin drafting 3rd motion to dismiss per anti-SLAPP statutes.

04/30/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 4.60 1,219.00 265.00 4.60 1,219.00 265.00 10099 A103 3063002 Billed

Time Report Billed and Unbilled
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Continue drafting third motion to dismiss per NRS 41.660.

05/01/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.30 344.50 265.00 1.30 344.50 265.00 10099 A103 3063002 Billed
Continue drafting third motion to dismiss; add discussion re absolute privilege.

05/01/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3063002 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions re .

05/02/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3063002 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt approving .

05/02/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 106.00 265.00 0.40 106.00 265.00 10099 A103 3063002 Billed
Draft alternative motion to dismiss based upon individual causes of action not pleading a claim for relief.

05/02/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3063002 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re 2 motions to dismiss filed.

05/06/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 53.00 265.00 0.20 53.00 265.00 10099 A104 3063002 Billed
Analysis of  and potential affects on pending motion to dismiss.

05/06/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3063002 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re .

06/05/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3087585 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential .

07/10/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 106.00 265.00 0.40 106.00 265.00 10099 A104 3087585 Billed
Analysis of Plaintiffs' very late opposition to motion to dismiss.

07/10/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.80 212.00 265.00 0.80 212.00 265.00 10099 A101 3087585 Billed
Prepare oral argument for court re why motions to dismiss should be granted despite arguments in late opposition.

07/10/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 106.00 265.00 0.40 106.00 265.00 10099 A109 3087585 Billed
Attend hearing on motions to dismiss; court continued them to July 17 due to late opposition.

07/10/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt recapping the events at 7/10 hearing on motion to dismiss.

07/10/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 53.00 265.00 0.20 53.00 265.00 10099 A103 3087585 Billed
Draft reply supporting motion to dismiss Jenna Shapiro and certain of Howard's causes of action.

07/10/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.90 238.50 265.00 0.90 238.50 265.00 10099 A103 3087585 Billed
Begin drafting reply brief supporting anti-SLAPP motion to dismiss.  Start discussion re why NRS 41.660(3) protects the website.

07/11/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 2.80 742.00 265.00 2.80 742.00 265.00 10099 A103 3087585 Billed
Begin drafting Welts' written reply to points in Howard's opposition about motion to dismiss. Begin analysis of NRS 41.637(3) and (4) on points in opposition.

07/12/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 2.10 556.50 265.00 2.10 556.50 265.00 10099 A103 3087585 Billed
Continue drafting Welts' written reply to Howard's opposition.  Draft section re Howard cannot prove elements of his claims with clear and convincing evidence.

07/17/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3087585 Billed
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re today's hearing on 3rd motion to dismiss.

07/17/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.60 159.00 265.00 0.60 159.00 265.00 10099 A101 3087585 Billed
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Finalize oral argument preparations based upon concessions in Shapiros' opposition and application to anti-SLAPP statutes.

07/17/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.90 238.50 265.00 0.90 238.50 265.00 10099 A109 3087585 Billed
Attend hearing re anti-SLAPP motion.  Granted in part, but mostly denied.

07/17/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 106.00 265.00 0.40 106.00 265.00 10099 A106 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re 

07/17/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 1.70 450.50 265.00 1.70 450.50 265.00 10099 A103 3087585 Billed
Starting drafting order granting in part, but mostly denying, anti-SLAPP motion to dismiss.

07/17/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his question about .

07/18/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A107 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re 1st draft of order on MTD.

07/22/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.60 159.00 265.00 0.60 159.00 265.00 10099 A106 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his questions about 

07/22/2019 L160 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A107 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re terms of potential walkaway dismissal.

07/23/2019 L160 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re 

07/23/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his question about 

07/30/2019 L240 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A107 3087585 Billed
Draft correspondence to Alex Ghibaudo re order on motion to dismiss? settlement walkaway number?

08/01/2019 L210 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.40 106.00 265.00 0.40 106.00 265.00 10099 A103 0 Unbilled
Begin drafting answer to complaint.

08/01/2019 L210 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.20 53.00 265.00 0.20 53.00 265.00 10099 A106 0 Unbilled
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re 

08/01/2019 L210 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 0 Unbilled
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re 

08/01/2019 L210 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 0 Unbilled
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt providing 

08/01/2019 L210 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.30 79.50 265.00 0.30 79.50 265.00 10099 A103 0 Unbilled
Continue drafting answer 

08/02/2019 L210 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 0 Unbilled
Draft email to Glenn Welt answering his question re 
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Date SM/Task Attorney Name Staff Level Description Rate Orig Hrs Orig Amt Orig Rate Rev Hrs Rev Amt Rev Rate Service Activity Invoice Status

08/09/2019 L210 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.30 79.50 265.00 0.30 79.50 265.00 10099 A106 0 Unbilled
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt re family's answer timely filed; court filed formal order denying motion to dismiss; 

08/12/2019 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 0 Unbilled
Analysis of correspondence from Glenn Welt re potential options for .

08/13/2019 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 2.20 583.00 265.00 2.20 583.00 265.00 10099 A103 0 Unbilled
Begin drafting motion for fees and costs, along with discretionary award, based upon court partially granting motion to dismiss.

08/13/2019 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.10 26.50 265.00 0.10 26.50 265.00 10099 A106 0 Unbilled
Draft correspondence to Glenn Welt answering his question re .

08/15/2019 L460 7465 LOWRY M P 00030 PARTNERS - I B 0.60 159.00 265.00 0.60 159.00 265.00 10099 A103 0 Unbilled
Finalize motion for certain fees and costs.

Report Totals: 128.50 32,431.00 128.40 32,406.00

Time Report Billed and Unbilled
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Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & Michele Welt’s Motion
for Attorneys’ Fees & to Amend Order Granting Summary

Judgment

A-14-706566-C
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Date SM/Task Service Code Description Attorney Orig Qty Orig Amt Rev Qty Rev Amt Vendor Voucher Check No. Check Date Check Status Invoice Status

07/29/2016 E118 00134 E-Filing 9999 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2359284 51334 09/22/2016 Cleared 2707313 Billed

E-Filing 97;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL AUGUST282016 ACCT. ENDING 5754

11/03/2016 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 34.30 0.00 34.30 0 2707313 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

12/07/2016 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0 2715461 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

02/02/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.00 0 2744103 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

02/05/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 4.55 0.00 0.00 0 2744103 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

02/06/2017 E118 00050 Filing fees 7465 0.00 150.00 0.00 150.00 MICHAEL LOWRY 2408379 170227197 02/27/2017 Cleared 2744103 Billed
Filing fees CR Expense Report / Michael Lowry / Filing fee per NRAP 40 for petition for rehearing

05/23/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 3.70 0.00 0.00 0 2784892 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

05/25/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0 2784892 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

05/26/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 18.20 0.00 0.00 0 2784892 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

05/30/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 9999 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2468745 58444 07/21/2017 Cleared 2796055 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL JUNE282017 ACCT ENDING#2194

06/21/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 16.30 0.00 0.00 0 2796055 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

06/22/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 9999 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2468777 58444 07/21/2017 Cleared 2796055 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL JUNE282017 ACCT ENDING#2194

07/09/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 4.05 0.00 0.00 0 2796055 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

07/10/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 7499 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2476420 59031 08/15/2017 Cleared 2809364 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL JULY282017 ACCT ENDING#2194

08/07/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2491127 59655 09/15/2017 Cleared 2818660 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL AUG282017 ACCT ENDING#2194

08/07/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2491138 59655 09/15/2017 Cleared 2818660 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL AUG282017 ACCT ENDING#2194

08/14/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 3.95 0.00 0.00 0 2809364 Billed

Cost Report Billed and Unbilled

WELT, GLENN / Howard Shapiro v. Glenn Welt / Shapiro, Howard (18875-1) 08/15/2019

Page 1

Appellant's Exhibits 211



Date SM/Task Service Code Description Attorney Orig Qty Orig Amt Rev Qty Rev Amt Vendor Voucher Check No. Check Date Check Status Invoice Status

Lexis - Online Research

08/16/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2491399 59655 09/15/2017 Cleared 2818660 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL AUG282017 ACCT ENDING#2194

09/21/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2504747 60480 10/19/2017 Cleared 2843001 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL SEPT282017 ACCT ENDING#5754

09/25/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2504767 60480 10/19/2017 Cleared 2843001 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL SEPT282017 ACCT ENDING#5754

10/23/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 9999 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2516830 61371 11/22/2017 Cleared 2843001 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL OCT282017 ACCT ENDING#5754

10/24/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 9999 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2516844 61371 11/22/2017 Cleared 2843001 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL OCT282017 ACCT ENDING#5754

10/24/2017 E118 00134 E-Filing 9999 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2516845 61371 11/22/2017 Cleared 2843001 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL OCT282017 ACCT ENDING#5754

10/25/2017 E102 00087 Photocopying Charges (outside) 7499 0.00 5.00 0.00 0.00 CASH 2508312 15624 10/27/2017 Cleared 2843001 Billed
Photocopying Charges (outside) 41 PETTY

10/26/2017 E108 00010 Postage 7465 0.00 1.82 0.00 1.82 0 2843001 Billed
Postage

11/10/2017 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 16.50 0.00 0.00 0 2843001 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

01/03/2018 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2546485 63277 02/20/2018 Cleared 2894070 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL JAN282018 ACCT ENDING#5754

01/10/2018 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2546560 63277 02/20/2018 Cleared 2894070 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL JAN282018 ACCT ENDING#5754

01/23/2018 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2546673 63277 02/20/2018 Cleared 2894070 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL JAN282018 ACCT ENDING#5754

02/09/2018 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2563722 64133 03/27/2018 Cleared 2894070 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL FEB282018 ACCT ENDING#5754

02/15/2018 E124 00122 Fees for Record Production 7465 0.00 11.25 0.00 0.00 American Legal
Services Nevada

2561715 61717 04/17/2018 Cleared 2894070 Billed

Fees for Record Production, A/P Batch - 0266774, American Legal Services Nevada, Invoice # 37014223, Invoice Date 02/15/2018, Deliver order to court for signature.

Cost Report Billed and Unbilled
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Date SM/Task Service Code Description Attorney Orig Qty Orig Amt Rev Qty Rev Amt Vendor Voucher Check No. Check Date Check Status Invoice Status

03/09/2018 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2571783 64833 04/20/2018 Cleared 2963000 Billed

E-Filing 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL APRIL282018 ACCT ENDING#5754

03/19/2018 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 4.05 0.00 0.00 0 2894070 Billed
Lexis - Online Research

09/13/2018 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.10 0 2989431 Billed
Lexis - Online Research, LAS VEGAS

04/30/2019 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 33.00 0.00 33.00 0 3063002 Billed
Lexis - Online Research, LAS VEGAS

05/02/2019 E118 00134 E-Filing 9999 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2734602 74751 06/04/2019 Cleared 3087585 Billed

E-FILING 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL MAY282019 ACCT ENDING#5754

07/11/2019 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 12.15 0.00 12.15 0 3087585 Billed
Lexis - Online Research, LAS VEGAS

07/12/2019 E118 00134 E-Filing 7465 0.00 3.50 0.00 3.50 DINERS CLUB
INTERNATIONAL

2763325 76377 08/12/2019 0 Unbilled

E-FILING 96;DINERS CLUB INTERNATIONAL JULY282019 ACCT ENDING#5754

07/17/2019 E106 00123 Lexis - Online Research 7465 0.00 3.95 0.00 3.95 0 3087585 Billed
Lexis - Online Research, LAS VEGAS

Report Totals: 0.00 390.47 0.00 301.82

Cost Report Billed and Unbilled
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OPPS 
Alex Ghibaudo, Esq. 
Bar No. 10592 
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, PC. 
703 South 8th St.  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
T: (702) 978-7090 
F: (702) 924-6553 
Email: alex@abgpc.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
HOWARD SHAPIRO et al., 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
            vs. 

GLEN WELT et al., 
 

Defendants. 

 Case No.:                A-14-706566-C 

Dist. Ct. Dept. No.: 27 

 

OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ 

MOTION 

  
   

Plaintiff Howard Shapiro (“Howard”), through his counsel Alex B. Ghibaudo, 

Esq. of the law firm Alex B. Ghibaudo, PC, hereby opposes Defendants’ motion for 

attorney’s fees, costs and discretionary relief. This motion is based on the following 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the papers and pleadings already on file herein, 

the attached affidavits, if any, and any oral argument the court may permit at the hearing 

of this Motion. 

Dated this 2nd day of October, 2019. 
 
/s/ Alex Ghibaudo   
Alex B. Ghibaudo, Nevada State Bar No. 10592 
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff Howard Shapiro  

Case Number: A-14-706566-C

Electronically Filed
10/3/2019 3:01 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

 Defendants have filed a motion for attorney’s fees and costs pursuant to NRS 

41.670(1)(a) alleging that they are entitled to attorney’s fees and costs because 

Defendants’ motion to dismiss was granted in part as to Jenna Shapiro. However, Mrs. 

Shapiro was not dismissed on the merits. Rather, after 5 years of litigation, she opted to 

end any further participation in this case. Mr. Lowry was informed of that even prior to 

the time that the latest motion to dismiss was filed on Defendants behalf. Indeed, the 

minutes to the August 1, 2019 hearing reflect as much when those minutes state that the 

“Motion to Dismiss re NRS 41.660 GRANTED IN PART  for those causes of action the 

Plaintiff does not intend to pursue, Jenna Shapiro will be dismissed…” (emphasis 

added).  

 To be clear, it was undersigned counsel’s intent to communicate to the court that 

Mrs. Shapiro simply voluntarily dismissed the action as to her, pursuant to NRCP 41, not 

that she concedes that Defendants’ motion had any merit at all because it did not, as the 

Nevada Supreme Court affirmed on two occasions.  

 Furthermore, the causes of action that Howard Shapiro dismissed (extortion, 

fraud, punitive damages) were not related to Defendants’ good faith communication in 

furtherance of their right to petition or speech. Therefore, the dismissal of those causes of 

action do not fall under the purview of NRS 41.660. 
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CONCLUSION 

Defendants’ instant motion should be denied because: (1) Defendants’ motion to 

dismiss was not granted on the merits; and (2) the causes of action Howard Shapiro 

dismissed had nothing to do with free speech rendering NRS 41.660 inapplicable. 

Respectfully submitted this 2nd day of October, 2019. 
 
/s/ Alex Ghibaudo     
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, Nevada Bar No. 10592 
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, PC 
703 S. 8th Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Attorney for Plaintiff Howard Shapiro 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I hereby certify that on 

this 3rd day of October, 2019, I did cause a true copy of the foregoing OPPOSITION TO 

DEFENDANTS’ MOTION in Shapiro v. Welt et al., Clark County District Court Case No. 

A-18-779200-C, to be served electronically using the Wiznet Electronic Service system, to 

all parties with an email address on record. 
 

Michael Lowry, Esq.   Michael.lowry@wilsonelser.com 
WILSON ELSER ET AL 
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
 

   
 

      /s/ Alex Ghibaudo       
      EMPLOYEE of Alex B. Ghibaudo, PC 
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MICHAEL P. LOWRY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 10666 
E-mail: Michael.Lowry@wilsonelser.com 
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014 
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401 
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt; 
Michelle Welt 
 

 
DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
HOWARD SHAPIRO and JENNA SHAPIRO, 
 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
vs. 
 
GLEN WELT, RHODA WELT, LYNN WELT, 
MICHELLE WELT, individuals; 
CHECKSNET.COM, a corporation; DOES I 
through X, and ROE CORPORATIONS I 
through X, inclusive, 
 
  Defendants. 
 
 

Case  A-14-706566-C 
Dept.  27 

 
Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt & 
Michele Welt’s Reply re Motion for Fees, 
Costs, and Discretionary Relief 
 
 
 

Plaintiffs’ opposition ignores reality in an attempt to escape responsibility for their 

choices.  Plaintiffs’ filed this suit.  They decided what facts to allege and what causes of action to 

bring.  They decided to pursue it for five years despite the Welts’ consistent arguments that 

Jenna had no claims for relief and that at least four of Howard’s six causes of action were not 

viable.  They then decided to not oppose the third motion to dismiss on these grounds.  Each of 

these decisions comes with risks, rewards, and consequences.  The Shapiros are now just trying 

to escape the consequences of pursuing meritless claims for five years.   

The Welts’ motion is well supported in fact and law.  It should be granted. 

/// 

 

/// 

Case Number: A-14-706566-C

Electronically Filed
10/4/2019 12:29 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DATED this 4th day of October, 2019. 

 
 

BY:  /s/ Michael P. Lowry  
MICHAEL P. LOWRY 
Nevada Bar No. 10666 
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014 
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401 
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt; 
Michelle Welt 
 
 

 

Memorandum of Points & Authorities 

I. NRS 41.670(1)(a) is unambiguous and requires an award of all reasonable fees.  

“If the court grants a special motion to dismiss filed pursuant to NRS 41.660: (a) The 

court shall award reasonable costs and attorney’s fees to the person against whom the action was 

brought….”1  Here, the Welts filed a special motion to dismiss.  That motion was granted in full 

as to Jenna Shapiro.  It was granted as to four of Howard’s six causes of action.  As a result, an 

award of reasonable costs and fees is mandated on those parts that were granted. 

a. Jenna chose not to oppose a valid motion. 

Jenna Shapiro opposes with two arguments.  She first argues that she “was not dismissed 

on the merits.  Rather, after 5 years of litigation, she opted to end any further participation in this 

case.”2  She relies upon court minutes rather than the court’s written order.  However, the 

Supreme Court of Nevada has expressly determined a “‘court’s oral pronouncement from the 

bench, the clerk’s minute order, and even an unfiled written order are ineffective for any 

purpose.’”3 

Once the opposing party enters an appearance, there are only two ways out of a lawsuit: 

1) a stipulation to dismiss; or 2) dismissal via motion.  Jenna Shapiro got neither.  Instead, she 

                                                 
1 NRS 41.670(1)(a). 
2 Opposition at 2:6-7. 
3 Div. of Child & Family Servs. v. Dist. Ct., 120 Nev. 445, 451, 92 P.3d 1239, 1243 (2004) 
(quoting Rust v. Clark Cty. School District, 103 Nev. 686, 689, 747 P.2d 1380, 1382 (1987)). 
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received the Welts motion to dismiss and decided not to oppose it.  That was her choice and she 

gets to live with the consequences of her choice.  Perhaps had she actually proposed a stipulation 

to dismiss, the Welts might have considered it. 

Jenna’s argument also ignores the fact that she sued the Welts for accurately stating the 

fact she is married to Howard.  The Welts have presented that argument since December, 2014.  

Yet Jenna still pursued the Welts for five years before finally not opposing the third motion to 

dismiss.4  That conduct is exactly what NRS 41.660 is intended to deter.  “A SLAPP suit is a 

meritless lawsuit that a party initiates primarily to chill a defendant’s exercise of his or her First 

Amendment free speech rights.”5  “The hallmark of a SLAPP lawsuit is that it is filed to obtain a 

financial advantage over one’s adversary by increasing litigation costs until the adversary’s case 

is weakened or abandoned.”6  She sued the Welts for five years because they told the truth.  The 

fact that she finally decided to stop does not save her from the consequences of that choice. 

Ruling as Jenna proposes would gut the remedy NRS 41.660 was designed to provide as 

the plaintiff filing a SLAPP lawsuit could avoid the statute’s deterrent effects by unilaterally 

abandoning the case. 

b. Jenna could not voluntarily dismiss. 

Her second argument is that she planned to dismiss per Rule 41.  She seems to argue that 

she could unilaterally dismiss herself from the lawsuit at any time.  However, the procedural 

posture of the case did not allow a unilateral, voluntary dismissal per Rule 41(a)(1)(A).  Again, 

the only way out for her was either via a stipulation or motion.  She pursued neither. 

c. Howard’s dismissed causes of action all related to protected activity. 

Howard pled six causes of action.  He chose not to oppose the Welts motion to dismiss as 

to four of those six causes of action.  He now argues that three of those he conceded, “(extortion, 

fraud, punitive damages) were not related to Defendants’ good faith communication in 

furtherance of their right to petition or speech,”7 so the Welts are ineligible for an award of fees 

                                                 
4 July 9, 2019 opposition at 10:2-3.  
5 Stubbs v. Strickland, 129 Nev. Adv. Op. 15, 297 P.3d 326, 329 (2013) (citations omitted). 
6 John v. Douglas Cnty. Sch. Dist., 125 Nev. 746, 752, 219 P.3d 1276, 1280 (2009). 
7 Opposition at 2:17-19. 
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and costs.  In so arguing, Howard implicitly concedes at least the defamation cause of action was 

related.  Howard’s 50% share of the fees and costs is $32,156.61, one sixth of that is $5,359.44.  

That much should be summarily awarded. 

However, Howard’s arguments as to the extortion, fraud, and punitive damages causes of 

action directly conflict with the allegations he pursued for five years.  Paragraphs 7 through 23 in 

the complaint he filed on September 4, 2014 pled a single common fact pattern that related 

entirely to the website that is at the center of this case.  Each cause of action then incorporated 

those facts as pled without adding anything new.  Howard cannot stick his head in the sand five 

years later and pretend something else happened so he can avoid responsibility for $21,435.60 in 

fees and costs his complaint caused. 

d. The Welts request the award be increased $106. 

This motion was filed on August 16, 2019, and noticed that same day for hearing on 

September 19, 2019.  On September 11, 2019 the parties emailed with the court and agreed to 

move the hearing to October 3 at 9:30 a.m., at the Shapiros’ request.  Yet Plaintiffs did not 

oppose this motion until October 3 at 3:01 a.m.  Plaintiffs’ counsel did not appear for the 

hearing, instead emailing the Welts’ counsel indicating he had a conflicting hearing in North Las 

Vegas.  The court elected to continue the hearing to October 10, over the Welts’ objections. 

The Welts were billed 0.4 for attending this hearing that ultimately served no purpose.  

The hearing had no purpose because of the Shapiros’ actions.  The award should be increased by 

$106.00 ($265 x 0.4) to offset this waste of time. 

II. The Welts’ motion should be granted. 

The Shapiros do not oppose any other aspect of the motion.  They concede the fees and 

costs are reasonable.  They concede the statute’s language is mandatory.  They do not dispute the 

method by which the Welts apportioned the fees or costs.  Their objections are unpersuasive. 

The court should enter a judgment in the Welts’ favor as below: 

 Jenna Shapiro, individually:  $32,209.61 (Fees & Costs) 

 Jenna Shapiro, individually:  $10,000 to Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt, and 

Michele Welt, each, per NRS 41.660(1)(b). 
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 Howard Shapiro, individually:  $21,488.60 (Fees & Costs) 

 Howard Shapiro, individually:  $10,000 to Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn Welt, and 

Michele Welt, each, per NRS 41.660(1)(b). 

DATED this 4th day of October, 2019. 

 
 

BY:  /s/ Michael P. Lowry  
MICHAEL P. LOWRY 
Nevada Bar No. 10666 
300 South 4th Street, 11th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89101-6014 
Tel: 702.727.1400/Fax: 702.727.1401 
Attorneys for Glenn Welt; Rhoda Welt; Lynn Welt; 
Michelle Welt 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5, I certify that I am an employee of Wilson Elser Moskowitz 

Edelman & Dicker LLP, and that on October 4, 2019, I served Glenn Welt, Rhoda Welt, Lynn 

Welt & Michele Welt’s Reply re Motion for Fees, Costs, and Discretionary Relief as 

follows: 
 

 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 Las Vegas, Nevada;  

 
 via electronic means by operation of the Court’s electronic filing system, upon 

each party in this case who is registered as an electronic case filing user with the 
Clerk;  
 
Alex B. Ghibaudo, Esq. 

  G Law 
  7720 Cimarron Rd., Suite 110B 
  Las Vegas, NV 89113 
  Tel:  702.778.1238 
  Attorney for Plaintiffs  

 
 BY: /s/ Cynthia Kelley         

 An Employee of  
 WILSON ELSER MOSKOWITZ EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
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