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Respectfully submitted,
IQBAL LAW PLLC

By: /s/ Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr.
MOHAMED A. IQBAL, JR.
Nevada Bar No. 10623

9130 W. Post Road, Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89148
Attorneys for Appellant




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC and that on June 10,
2022, I caused a true and correct copy of the APPENDIX TO APPELLANT’S
OPENING BRIEF VOLUME 1 to be served as follows:

____ By placing the 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; and/or

___ Pursuant to NEFCR 9, to be sent via facsimile; and/or

_X_Pursuant to NEFCR 9, by transmitting via the Court’s electronic filing

services by the document(s) listed above to the Counsel set forth on the service

list.

/s/ Marie-Claire Alsanjakli
An Employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC
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Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. INSB #10623)
Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)
IQBAL LAW PLLC

mai@ilawlv.com ‘.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel)

1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,

Plaintiffs,
Vs.

LANDRY’S, INC., a foreign corporation;
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC, a Nevada
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100;
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

Case No.:
Dept. No.:

COMPLAINT

(Amount in Controversy Exceeds $50,000
Arbitration Exemption Requested)

(Jury Trial Requested)

Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown by and through their attorneys of record,
Igbal Law PLLC, bring this complaint against Landry’s, Inc., a foreign corporation; Golden

Nugget, Inc., a Nevada corporation d/b/a Golden Nugget Laughlin; Doe Individuals 1-100 and

Roe Business Entities 1-100; and allege as follows:

I. THE PARTIES

1. Defendant Landry's, Inc. ("Landry's") is based in Houston, Texas.

information and belief, Landry's, acting directly or through subsidiaries and other related entities,

owns and operates more than 500 restaurant, hotel, and casino properties throughout the United

States.

COMPLAINT
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2. Defendant Golden Nugget, Inc. ("Golden Nugget") is owned and controlled by
Landry's.

3. Together, Landry's and Golden Nugget own and operate a resort hotel called the
Golden Nugget Laughlin ("Laughlin Nugget"), located in the city of Laughlin in Clark County,
Nevada.

4, Plaintiff Joe N. Brown ("Joe Brown") is a Nevada native and U.S. Army veteran
who honorably served his country overseas before returning home to live in Las Vegas. Plaintiff
Nettie J. Brown (“Nettie Brown”) is his wife. Joe and Nettie Brown (collectively, "Plaintiffs")
have been married for over 20 years, and both reside in Clark County, Nevada.

5. The true names and capacities of defendants Doe Individuals 1 through 100 are
presently unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore sue said defendants by such fictitious names.
Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and therefore allege, that each of the defendants designated
as Doe Individuals 1 through 100 are legally responsible for the events referred to herein. This
Complaint will be amended to include them when their true names and capacities become
known.

6. The true names and capacities of defendants Roe Business Entities 1 through 100
are presently unknown to Plaintiffs, who therefore sue said defendants by such fictitious names.
Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and therefore allege, that each of the defendants designated
as Roe Business Entities 1 through 100 are legally responsible for the events referred to herein.
This Complaint will be amended to include them when their true names and capacities become
known.

II. ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL CLAIMS

7. On or about May 11, 2015, Joe and Nettie Brown traveled from their Las Vegas
home to vacation in Laughlin, Nevada.

8. While there, Joe and Nettie Brown stayed at the Laughlin Nugget. Plaintiffs'
daughter, Sholanda Marlette, and her husband Clay Marlette, also stayed at the Laughlin Nugget.

COMPLAINT
20of5

JNB0OO002




| LAV

O 0 N N R W

NN NN NN N NN e e e e et e et et et
0O N3 N W W N = O D NN R W= O

9. The evening of May 12, 2015, Joe and Nettie Brown, and Sholanda and Clay
Marlette, went to dinner at one of the restaurants at the Laughlin Nugget. All four boarded an
escalator installed at the Laughlin Nugget.

10.  Joe Brown, who suffered shrapnel wounds in his legs while serving overseas and
uses a cane when he walks, boarded the Laughlin Nugget escalator last.

11. When Joe Brown stepped onto the Laughlin Nugget escalator, the stair he stood
on was loose and unstable. ‘

12. Because the Laughlin Nugget escalator stairwell was narrow, Joe Brown was
unable to steady himself with his cane. He reached for the escalator handrail, but was blocked
by a stationary metal railing running the length of the escalator and was unable to steady himself
with the handrail.

13. As a result, Joe Brown lost his balance and fell down the Laughlin Nugget
escalator.

14.  As a result of the fall on the Laughlin Nugget escalator, Joe Brown suffered a
broken neck, and numerous additional injuries.

15.  As a result of his injuries, Joe Brown suffers severe and debilitating pain. He
requires ongoing medical services to treat his injuries and will likely require such services for the
rest of his life.

IIL JURISDICTION

16.  The Court has jurisdiction of this matter pursuant to NRS 14.020 and NRS
14.065, as Defendant Landry's does business in the State of Nevada and has purposefully
established minimum contacts in Nevada by conduct and connection such that it should
reasonably anticipate being haled into court here, and Defendant Golden Nugget is a corporation
organized under the laws of, and doing business in, this State. Further, the amount in
controversy falls within the jurisdictional limit of this Court.

/11
/11
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IV.VENUE

17.  Venue in this action is proper in Clark County, Nevada pursuant to NRS 13.040,
as Defendants conduct business in in this County and it is the place Plaintiffs have designated in
this Complaint.

18.  Venue is further proper in Clark County, Nevada, because Defendants’ acts
described herein occurred in this County.

V. CAUSES OF ACTION
First Cause of Action - Negligence

19.  Plaintiffs re-ailege each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1-18 above.

20.  As owners, keepers, and proprietors of the Laughlin Nugget, Defendants Landry's
and Golden Nugget owed Joe and Nettie Brown a duty of care, to wit: to design, install, operate,
and maintain the premises in such a way as to keep the premises in a reasonably safe condition
for use.

21.  Asowners, keepers, and proprietors of the escalators installed within the Laughlin
Nugget, Defendants Landry's and Golden Nugget owed Joe and Nettie Brown a duty of care, to
wit: to install, operate, and maintain the escalators in such a way as to keep them in a reasonably
safe condition for use.

22. Defendants Landry's and Golden Nugget breached their duties of care by
negligently designing, installing, operating, and maintaining the stairs, railings, and/or escalators
used to transport persons within the Laughlin Nugget.

23.  As a direct and proximate result of the negligence of Defendants Landry's and
Golden Nugget, Joe Brown was injured as described above, and suffered damages including
physical injury, pain and suffering, medical bills, and other damages in an amount to be proven
at trial, which amount exceeds $50,000.00.

24.  The negligence of Defendants Landry's and Golden Nugget was such that it
constituted fraud, malice, and oppression entitling Plaintiffs to an award of exémplary damages.

111
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mai@ilawly.com CLERK OF THE COURT
Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)

IQBAL LAW PLLC

cxm@ilawly.com

101 Convention Center Drive, Sutte 1175

Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel)

1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)

infol@ilawly. com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JOE N. BROWN, an mdividual, and his Wife, | Case No.: A-16-739887-C
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual, Dept. No.: XXXI

Plamtiffs, FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

VS. (Amount in Controversy Exceeds $50,000

- , Arbitration E tion R ted
LANDRY’S, INC., a foreign corporation itration Exemption Requested)

GOLDEN NUGGET, INC, a Nevada
corporation, d/b/a  GOLDEN  NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada
corporation, DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100; and
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

COME NOW, Plamtiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown by and through ther
attorneys of record, Igbal Law PLLC, file this First Amended Complaint against Landry’s, Inc., a
foreign corporation; Golden Nugget, Inc., a Nevada corporation d/b/a Golden Nugget Laughlin;
GNL, Corp., a Nevada corporation, DOE Individuals 1-100 and ROE Business Entities 1-100;

and allege as follows:
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[, THE PARTIES

1. Defendant Landry's, Inc. ("Landry's") 15 based m Houston, Texas. On
information and belief, Landry's, acting directly or through subsidiaries and other related entities,
owns and operates more than 500 restaurants, hotels, and casino properties throughout the United
States.

2. Defendant Golden Nugget, Inc. ("Golden Nugget") is owned and controlled by

Landry's.

3. Defendant GNL, Corp., (“GNL™) is owned and controlled by Landry’s.

4. Together, Defendants, Landry's, Golden Nugget, and GNL (collectively,
‘Defendants own and operate a resort hotel called the Golden Nugget Laughln ("Laughlin
Nugget"), located in the city of Laughlin in Clark County, Nevada.

5. Plamtiff Joe N. Brown ("Joe Brown'") 1s a Nevada native and U.S. Army veteran

who honorably served his country in Vietnam before returning home to live m Las Vegas.

Plamtiff Nettie J. Brown (“Nettie Brown”) is his wife. Joe and Nettie Brown (collectively,

"Plamtiffs") have been married for over 20 years, and both reside n Clark County, Nevada.

6. The true names and capacities of Defendants DOE Individuals 1 through 100 are
presently unknown to Plamtiffs, who therefore sue said Defendants by such fictitious names.
Plamtiffs are mformed and believe, and therefore allege, that each Defendant designated as DOE
Individuals 1 through 100 are legally responsible for the events referred to herein. This First
Amended Complant will be amended to include them when ther true names and capacities
become known.

7. The true names and capacitics of Defendants ROE Business Entities 1 through
100 are presently unknown to Plantiffs, who therefore sue said Defendants by such fictitious
names. Plamtiffs are informed and believe, and therefore allege, that each Defendant designated
as ROE Business Entitics 1 through 100 are legally responsible for the events referred to herein.
This Fist Amended Complaint will be amended to include them when their true names and

capacities become known.

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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II. ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL CLAIMS

8. On or about May 11, 2015, Joe and Nettie Brown traveled from ther Las Vegas
home to vacation in Laughlin, Nevada.

9. While there, Joe and Nettie Brown stayed at the Laughlin Nugget. Plamtiffs'
daughter, Sholanda Marlette, and her husband Clay Marlette, also stayed at the Laughlin Nugget.

10. The evening of May 12, 2015, Joe and Nettie Brown, and Sholanda and Clay
Marlette, went to dinner at one of the restaurants at the Laughlin Nugget. All four boarded an
escalator installed at the Laughlin Nugget.

11.  Joe Brown, who suffered shrapnel wounds i his legs while serving overseas and
uses a cane when he walks, boarded the Laughlin Nugget escalator last.

12. When Joe Brown stepped onto the Laughln Nugget escalator, the star he stood
on was loose and unstable.

13. Because the Laughlin Nugget escalator stairwell was narrow, Joe Brown was
unable to steady himself with his cane. He reached for the escalator handrail, but was blocked
by a stationary metal railing running the length of the escalator and was unable to steady himself
with the handrail.

14. As a result, Joe Brown lost his balance and fell down the Laughlin Nugget
escalator.

15.  As a result of the fall on the Laughln Nugget escalator, Joe Brown suffered a
broken neck, and numerous additional injuries.

16.  As a result of his mjuries, Joe Brown suffers severe and debilitatng pamn. He
requires ongoing medical services to treat his mjuries and will likely require such services for the
rest of his life.

111. JURISDICTION

17.  The Court has jurisdiction of this matter pursuant to NRS 14.020 and NRS
14.065, as Defendant Landry's does busmess i the State of Nevada and has purposefully

established mmimum contacts mm Nevada by conduct and connection such that it should

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
3of6

JNBOOOO09




10
11
12

15

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

reasonably anticipate being held mto court here, and Defendants Golden Nugget and GNL are
corporations organized under the laws of, and doing busmess in, this State. Further, the amount
in controversy falls within the jurisdictional limit of this Court.

IV. VENUE

18.  Venue in this action is proper in Clark County, Nevada pursuant to NRS 13.040,
as Defendants conduct business in in this County and it is the place Plamtiffs have designated in
this First Amended Complamt.

19.  Venue 15 further proper m Clark County, Nevada, because Defendants’ acts
described herein occurred m this County.

V. CAUSES OF ACTION

First Cause of Action - Negligence

20.  Plamtiffs re-allege each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1-19 above.

21.  As owners, keepers, and proprictors of the Laughln Nugget, Defendants
Landry's, Golden Nugget, and GNL owed Joe and Nettie Brown a duty of care, to wit: to design,
nstall, operate, and maintain the premises m such a way as to keep the premises in a reasonably
safe condition for use.

22.  As owners, keepers, and proprictors of the escalators mstalled within the Laughlin
Nugget, Defendants Landry's, Golden Nugget, and GNL owed Joe and Nettic Brown a duty of
care, to wit: to install, operate, and mamtain the escalators in such a way as to keep them in a
reasonably safe condition for use.

23. Defendants Landry's, Golden Nugget, and GNL breached ther duties of care by
negligently designing, mstallng, operating, and mamtaming the staws, railings, and/or escalators
used to transport persons within the Laughlin Nugget.

24.  As a direct and proximate result of the negligence of Defendants Landry's, Golden
Nugget, and GNL, Joe Brown was mjured as described above, and suffered damages including
physical mjury, pamn and suffering, medical bills, and other damages n an amount to be proven

at trial, which amount exceeds Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000.00).

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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25.  The negligence of Defendants Landry's, Golden Nugget, and GNL was such that
it constituted fraud, malice, and oppression entithng Plamtiffs to an award of exemplary
damages.

Second Cause of Action — Loss of Consortium

26.  Plamtiffs re-allege each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1-25 above.

27.  As a direct and proximate result of the negligence of Defendants Landry's, Golden
Nugget, and GNL and the mjuries to Joe Brown resulting therefrom, Nettie Brown was deprived
of the support, love, companionship, affection, society, and solace of her husband, and suffered
damages, including medical bills and other harms, in an amount to be proven at trial, which
amount exceeds Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000.00).

28.  The negligence of Defendants, Landry's, Golden Nugget, and GNL was such that
it constituted fraud, malice, and oppression entithng Plantiffs to an award of exemplary
damages.

VI. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plantiffs demand trial by jury and pray for relief as follows:

a. For an award of compensatory damages m an amount in excess of Ten Thousand
Dollars ($10,000.00), to be proven at trial;

b. For an award of exemplary damages, in a fair and just amount in the discretion of

the Court, for the sake of example and by way of punishing Defendants;

C. For an award of costs and recasonable attorneys’ fees; and
d. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.
Dated this 1% day of September, 2016. Respectfully Submitted,

IQBAL LAW PLLC

By: /s/ Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.
Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB# 10623)
Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and
Nettie J. Brown

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Igbal Law PLLC, and that on this 1% day
of September 2016, I caused to be served and true and correct copy of foregoing FIRST

AMENDED COMPLAINT m the folowing manner:

(ELECTRONIC SERVICE) Pursuant to Admmnistrative Order 14-2, the above-
referenced document was electronically filed on the date hereof and served through the Notice of

Electronic Filng automatically generated by the Court’s facilities to those parties listed on the

Court’s Master Scrvice List.

Chiu & Associates

Contact Email

DianaSmith diana.smith@aig com
Lee Grant lee.grant@aig.com
ShannonlJory shannon. jorvidaie. com
Sydney Basham sydney.basham@®aig.com

For those parties not registered pursuant to Admmistrative Order 14-2, service was made

on the following manner:

(UNITED STATES MAIL) Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), by depositing a copy of the above-

referenced document for mailing in the United States Mail, first class postage prepaid, at Las

Vegas, Nevada, to the parties listed below at their last known mailing address, on the date above

written.

/s/ Julia M. Diaz
An Employee of Igbal Law PLLC
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Electronically Filed
09/21/2016 04:33:53 PM

ANS _gg‘ e
LEE J. GRANT II, ESQ. % 2

Nevada Bar No. 011808 CLERK OF THE COURT
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: 1-855-429-3413

Lee.grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant
GNL, CORP.

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

L

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

GNL, CORP.’S ANSWER TO
PLAINTIFF’S FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT

VS.

)

)

)

)

|
LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; )
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada )
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET )
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada )
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100, )
)

)

)

Defendants.

COMES NOW Defendant GNL, CORP. (hereinafter “Defendant”), by and through their
counsel of record, Lee J. Grant II, Esq. of GRANT & ASSOCIATES, and hereby Answers the

Amended Complaint as follows:

I. THE PARTIES

Answering Paragraph 1 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, Landry’s admit that the
headquarters are based in Houston, Texas. To the extent Defendants are required to respond to
the allegations contained in these paragraphs, Defendants deny the same.

Answering Paragraphs 2 and 3 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, these answering

Defendants deny the allegations contained herein.
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Answering Paragraph 4 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, GNL, Corp.’s admits that it
owns and operates a resort hotel called the Golden Nugget Laughlin. To the extent Defendant is
required to respond to the allegations contained in these paragraphs, Defendants deny the same.

Answering Paragraphs 5, 6 and 7 of the Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant
is without sufficient information and knowledge to either admit or deny the allegations

contained therein and therefore deny the same.

II. ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL CLAIMS

Answering Paragraphs 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 of the Amended Complaint,
this answering Defendant 1s without sufficient information and knowledge to either admit or

deny the allegations contained therein and therefore deny the same.

I11. JURISDICTION

Answering Paragraph 17 of the Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant is not
required to respond as this paragraph as it calls for legal conclusions. To the extent Defendant
1s required to respond to the allegations contained in these paragraphs, Defendant denies the
same.

I1V. VENUE

Answering Paragraphs 18 and 19 of the Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant
1s not required to respond as this paragraph as it calls for legal conclusions. To the extent
Defendant is required to respond to the allegations contained in these paragraphs, Defendant
denies the same.

V. CAUSES OF ACTION

Answering Paragraph 20 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant
repeats and responds to Paragraphs 1 through 19 as though fully set forth herein.
Answering Paragraphs 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, this answering
Defendant denies the allegations contained herein.
Second Cause of Action — Loss of Consortium
Answering Paragraph 26 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant

repeats and responds to Paragraphs 1 through 25 as though fully set forth herein.

2
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Answering Paragraphs 27 and 28 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, this answering Defendant
denies the allegations contained herein.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant alleges that Plaintiff’s Complaint and each and every cause of
action stated therein fails to state facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action, or any cause of
action, as against this answering Defendant.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plaintiff’s
alleged damages, if any, were and are, wholly or partially, contributed or proximately caused by
Plaintiff’s recklessness and/or negligence, thus barring or diminishing Plaintiff’s recovery
herein according to principles of comparative negligence.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is not legally responsible for the acts and/or omissions of
those Defendants named herein as DOES I through V, ROE BUISNESS ENTITIES I through V
and ROE CORPORATIONS I through V.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that if Plaintiff
herein suffered or sustained any loss, injury, damage or detriment, the same was directly and
proximately caused and contributed to by the conduct, acts, omission, activities, carelessness,
recklessness, negligence and/or intentional misconduct of said Plaintiff thereby completely or
partially barring Plaintiff’s recovery herein.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant i1s informed and believes and thereon alleges that it is not
legally responsible in any fashion with respect to damages and injuries claimed by Plaintiff in
the Complaint; however, if this answering Defendant is subjected to any liability to the Plaintiff,
it will be due, in whole or in part, to the breach of warranty, acts, omissions, activities,

carelessness, recklessness and negligence of others; wherefore, any recovery obtained by
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Plaintiff herein against this answering Defendant should be reduced in proportion to the
respective negligence and fault and legal responsibility of all other parties, person and entities,
their agents, servants and employees who contributed to and/or caused any such injury and/or
damage, in accordance with the law of comparative negligence; the liability of this answering
Defendant, if any, is limited in direct proportion to the percentage of fault actually attributed to
this answering Defendant.

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at the time
and place of the incident alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint, Plaintiff knew of and fully understood
the danger and risk incident to its undertaking, but despite such knowledge, Plaintiff freely and
voluntarily assumed and exposed himself to all risk of harm and the consequential injuries and
damages, if any, resulting therefrom.

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plaintiff’s
Complaint and each and every cause of action contained therein is barred by the applicable
Statute(s) of Limitation and/or Statute(s) of Repose.

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the damages
complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint, if any, resulted from an unforeseeable Act of God,
thereby barring either partially or totally Plaintiff’s claimed damages herein.

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that as to each
alleged cause of action, Plaintiff has failed, refused and neglected to take reasonable steps to
mitigate his alleged damages, if any, thus barring or diminishing Plaintiff’s recovery herein.

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plamntiff
was reimbursed for a portion of the claimed damages by a third party; this answering Defendant

is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plaintiff has subrogated that third party to a
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portion of the damages claimed herein; this answering Defendant is informed and believes and
thereon alleges that by virtue of the aforementioned subrogation, Plaintiff has failed to name
indispensable parties, and have violated the rule against splitting causes of action, thus barring
Plaintiff’s recovery herein.

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plaintiff has
failed to join all necessary and indispensable parties to the lawsuit.

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the injuries
and damages of which Plaintiff complains were proximately caused by, or contributed to, by the
acts of other Defendants, persons and/or entities, and that said acts were an intervening and
superseding cause of the alleged ijuries and damages, if any, of which Plaintiff complains, thus
barring Plaintiff from any recovery against this answering Defendant.

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant hereby incorporates by reference those affirmative defenses
enumerated in Rule 8 of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure as though fully set forth herein.

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Pursuant to N.R.C.P. 11, as amended, all possible affirmative defenses may not have
been alleged herein msofar as sufficient facts were not available for responding party after
reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this answering Defendant’s Answer to Plaintiff’s
Complaint, and, therefore, this answering Defendant reserves the right to amend its Answer to

allege additional affirmative defenses, if subsequent investigation so warrants.
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WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment as follows:

1. That Plaintiff takes nothing by virtue of the Complaint on file herein;
2. For the costs of suit incurred herein;
3. That Defendant be awarded its attorneys' fees and costs of suit incurred to defend

this action; and,

4, For any such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.
DATED this 21" day of September, 2016.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Lee J. Grant, 11, Esq.

LEE J. GRANT II, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 011808
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Phone: (702) 940-3529
Fax: 1-855-429-3413

Lee.grant(@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant
GNL, CORP.

JNBOOO18




Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada. 89113

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 21% day of
September, 2016 I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing GNL, CORP.’S ANSWER
TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT by serving as follows:

_X_ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:
Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.
Christopher Mathews, Esq.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES
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Electronically Filed
09/26/2016 10:26:52 AM

ANS _gg‘ e
LEE J. GRANT II, ESQ. % 2

Nevada Bar No. 011808 CLERK OF THE COURT
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: 1-855-429-3413

Lee.grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant
GNL, CORP.

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

L

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

GNL, CORP.’S FIRST AMENDED
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF’S
AMENDED COMPLAINT

VS.

)

)

)

)

|
LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; )
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada )
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET )
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada )
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100, )
)

)

)

Defendants.

COMES NOW Defendant GNL, CORP. (hereinafter “Defendant”), by and through their
counsel of record, Lee J. Grant II, Esq. of GRANT & ASSOCIATES, and hereby Answers the

Amended Complaint as follows:

I. THE PARTIES

Answering Paragraph 1 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, Defendant understands and
believes that Landry’s headquarters are based in Houston, Texas. To the extent Defendant is
required to respond to the remaining allegations contained in this paragraph, Defendant denies
the same.

Answering Paragraphs 2 and 3 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, this answering

Defendant denies the allegations contained herein.
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Answering Paragraph 4 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, GNL, Corp.’s admits that it
owns and operates a resort hotel called the Golden Nugget Laughlin. Defendant denies the
remaining allegations contained in this Paragraph.

Answering Paragraphs 5, 6 and 7 of the Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant
is without sufficient information and knowledge to either admit or deny the allegations

contained therein and therefore deny the same.

II. ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL CLAIMS

Answering Paragraphs 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 of the Amended Complaint,
this answering Defendant 1s without sufficient information and knowledge to either admit or

deny the allegations contained therein and therefore denies the same.

I11. JURISDICTION

Answering Paragraph 17 of the Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant is not
required to respond as this paragraph as it calls for legal conclusions. To the extent Defendant
1s required to respond to the allegations contained in these paragraphs, Defendant denies the
same.

I1V. VENUE

Answering Paragraphs 18 and 19 of the Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant
1s not required to respond as this paragraph as it calls for legal conclusions. To the extent
Defendant is required to respond to the allegations contained in these paragraphs, Defendant
denies the same.

V. CAUSES OF ACTION

Answering Paragraph 20 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant
repeats and responds to Paragraphs 1 through 19 as though fully set forth herein.
Answering Paragraphs 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, this answering
Defendant denies the allegations contained herein.
Second Cause of Action — Loss of Consortium
Answering Paragraph 26 of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, this answering Defendant

repeats and responds to Paragraphs 1 through 25 as though fully set forth herein.

2
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Answering Paragraphs 27 and 28 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, this answering Defendant
denies the allegations contained herein.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant alleges that Plaintiff’s Complaint and each and every cause of
action stated therein fails to state facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action, or any cause of
action, as against this answering Defendant.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plaintiff’s
alleged damages, if any, were and are, wholly or partially, contributed or proximately caused by
Plaintiff’s recklessness and/or negligence, thus barring or diminishing Plaintiff’s recovery
herein according to principles of comparative negligence.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is not legally responsible for the acts and/or omissions of
those Defendants named herein as DOES I through V, ROE BUISNESS ENTITIES I through V
and ROE CORPORATIONS I through V.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that if Plaintiff
herein suffered or sustained any loss, injury, damage or detriment, the same was directly and
proximately caused and contributed to by the conduct, acts, omission, activities, carelessness,
recklessness, negligence and/or intentional misconduct of said Plaintiff thereby completely or
partially barring Plaintiff’s recovery herein.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant i1s informed and believes and thereon alleges that it is not
legally responsible in any fashion with respect to damages and injuries claimed by Plaintiff in
the Complaint; however, if this answering Defendant is subjected to any liability to the Plaintiff,
it will be due, in whole or in part, to the breach of warranty, acts, omissions, activities,

carelessness, recklessness and negligence of others, wherefore, any recovery obtained by
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Plaintiff herein against this answering Defendant should be reduced in proportion to the
respective negligence and fault and legal responsibility of all other parties, person and entities,
their agents, servants and employees who contributed to and/or caused any such injury and/or
damage, in accordance with the law of comparative negligence; the liability of this answering
Defendant, if any, is limited in direct proportion to the percentage of fault actually attributed to
this answering Defendant.

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at the time
and place of the incident alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint, Plaintiff knew of and fully understood
the danger and risk incident to its undertaking, but despite such knowledge, Plaintiff freely and
voluntarily assumed and exposed himself to all risk of harm and the consequential injuries and
damages, 1f any, resulting therefrom.

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plaintiff’s
Complaint and each and every cause of action contained therein is barred by the applicable
Statute(s) of Limitation and/or Statute(s) of Repose.

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the damages
complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint, if any, resulted from an unforeseeable Act of God,
thereby barring either partially or totally Plaintiff’s claimed damages herein.

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that as to each
alleged cause of action, Plaintiff has failed, refused and neglected to take reasonable steps to
mitigate his alleged damages, if any, thus barring or diminishing Plaintiff’s recovery herein.

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plamntiff
was reimbursed for a portion of the claimed damages by a third party; this answering Defendant

is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plaintiff has subrogated that third party to a
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portion of the damages claimed herein; this answering Defendant is informed and believes and
thereon alleges that by virtue of the aforementioned subrogation, Plaintiff has failed to name
indispensable parties, and have violated the rule against splitting causes of action, thus barring
Plaintiff’s recovery herein.

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Plaintiff has
failed to join all necessary and indispensable parties to the lawsuit.

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the injuries
and damages of which Plaintiff complains were proximately caused by, or contributed to, by the
acts of other Defendants, persons and/or entities, and that said acts were an intervening and
superseding cause of the alleged juries and damages, if any, of which Plaintiff complains, thus
barring Plaintiff from any recovery against this answering Defendant.

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This answering Defendant hereby incorporates by reference those affirmative defenses
enumerated in Rule 8 of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure as though fully set forth herein.

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Pursuant to N.R.C.P. 11, as amended, all possible affirmative defenses may not have
been alleged herein msofar as sufficient facts were not available for responding party after
reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this answering Defendant’s Answer to Plaintiff’s
Complaint, and, therefore, this answering Defendant reserves the right to amend its Answer to

allege additional affirmative defenses, if subsequent investigation so warrants.
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WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment as follows:

L.
2.
3.

4.

That Plaintiff takes nothing by virtue of the Complaint on file herein;

For the costs of suit incurred herein;

That Defendant be awarded its attorneys' fees and costs of suit incurred to defend

this action; and,

For any such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

DATED this 26" day of September, 2016.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Lee J. Grant, II, Esq.

LEE J. GRANT II, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 011808

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529
Fax: 1-855-429-3413

Lee.grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant
GNL, CORP.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 26™ day of

September, 2016 1 served a true and correct copy of the foregoing GNL, CORP.’S FIRST

AMENDED ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF’'S AMENDED COMPLAINT by serving as

follows:

_X__ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:
Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.
Christopher Mathews, Esq.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES
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Electronically Filed
01/23/2017 02:23:49 PM

TPC
ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ. WZ‘- b s

Nevada Bar No. 11807 CLERK OF THE COURT

GRANT & ASSOCIATES
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Phone: (702) 940-3529
Fax: (855)-429-3413

Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff
GNL, CORP.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

H ok ok

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

DEPT. NO.: XXXI

VS.

LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; PARTY COMPLAINT
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100,
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

GNL, CORP., a Nevada corporation;
Third-Party Plaintiff,

V8.

Thyssenkrupp Elevator Corporation, a Foreign

Corporation; DOES 1-75; ROE

CORPORATIONS 1-75; and ROE

CORPORATIONS 1-25

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
|
Third-Party Defendants g
)
)

/11

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C

DEFENDANT/THIRD-PARTY
PLAINTIFF GNL, CORP.’S THIRD-
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DEFENDANT/THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF GNL, CORP.’S THIRD-PARTY
COMPLAINT

COMES NOW, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff GNL, CORP. (“Defendant/Third-Party
Plaintiff”), by and through its attorney Annalisa N. Grant, Esq. of GRANT & ASSOCIATES,
and as to Third-Party Defendant Thyssenkrupp Elevator Corporation, including DOES 1-75 and
ROE CORPORATION 1-75, and each of them, complain and allege as follows:

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

1. Third-Party Defendant Thyssenkrupp Elevator Corporation, at all times relevant
herein, was and is a foreign corporation duly authorized to, and did conduct business, in the
State of Nevada.

2. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of all
Third-Party Defendants sued by this Third-Party Complaint as Does 1 through 75, inclusive
and, therefore, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff sues Third-Party Defendants by such fictitious
names. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that
Third-Party Defendants designated at DOES 1 through 75, inclusive, are legally responsible in
some manner for the damages alleged. Upon information and believe, Defendant/Third Party
Plaintiff believes DOES 1 through 75, inclusive had some responsibility for the manufacture,
installation, maintenance, replacement, repair, alteration, abuse, or misuse of the subject
escalator. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff will amend this Third-Party Complaint to allege the
true names, capacities, and liabilities of DOES 1 through 73, inclusive, when ascertained.

3. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of all
Third-Party Defendants sued by this Third-Party Complaint as Roe Corporations 1 through 75,
inclusive and, therefore, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff sues Third-Party Defendants by such
fictitious names. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges,
that Third-Party Defendants designated at ROE CORPORATIONS 1 through 75, inclusive, are
legally responsible in some manner for the damages alleged. Upon information and believe,
Defendant/Third Party Plaintiff believes ROE CORPORATIONS 1 through 75, inclusive had

some responsibility for the manufacture, installation, maintenance, replacement, repair,
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alteration, abuse, or misuse of the subject escalator. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff will amend
this Third-Party Complaint to allege the true names, capacities, and liabilities of ROE
CORPORATIONS 1 through 75, inclusive, when ascertained.

4, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff has been sued by Plaintiffs, JOE N. BROWN
and NETTIE J. BROWN, in the above-entitled action for personal injuries and damages JOE N.
BROWN alleges were caused because of a May 11, 2015, incident wherein the Plaintiffs were
guests at the Golden Nugget Laughlin. Plaintiff JOE N. BROWN alleges that as he was
attempting to use an escalator, he was unable to steady himself with his cane. When he reached
for the escalator handrail, he was blocked by a stationary metal railing running the length of the
escalator, and was unable to steady himself with the handrail, and as a proximate result thereof,
Plaintiff JOE N. BROWN was injured. Plaintiff alleges negligent installation, manufacture,
maintenance, and repair of the subject escalator, among other allegations.

5. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff denies any liability in this matter.

6. That upon information and believe, the maintenance and upkeep of the subject
escalator at the Golden Nugget Laughlin was performed by Thyssenkrupp Elevator Corporation,
DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75.

7. In the event GNL, CORP. is found liable to Plaintiffs, or any other party, for
damages as a result of the incident or occurrence described in Plaintiffs’ Complaint or any other
complaint, cross-claim, or counter-claim brought against GNL, CORP. in this matter, GNL,
CORP.’s liability is based upon and attributable to the acts or omissions of Thyssenkrupp
Elevator Corporation, and/or DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75.

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Apportionment and Contribution against Third-Party Defendants)
8. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff refers to and incorporates by reference
paragraphs 1 through 7 of this Third-Party Complaint as though fully set forth herein.
9. As a result of the acts and/or omissions of Third-Party Defendants, and each of

them, claims in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) have been made by JOE N.
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BROWN and NETTIE J. BROWN against Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, for damages
allegedly sustained in connection with the escalator that is the subject of this instant litigation.

10.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff denies each and every material allegation of the
Complaint filed against it by JOE N. BROWN and NETTIE J. BROWN and will prove that it
has not committed any act of negligence in any manner as stated in Plaintiffs’ claims. Further,
Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff will prove that all allegations and claims made against it, and
any damages awarded as a result of those claims, arose from negligence on the part of Third-
Party Defendants.

11. The damages which have been alleged and the claims made against
Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, by the Plaintiffs, are the result, in whole or in part, of the acts
and/or omissions of Third-Party Defendants.

12.  If Plaintiffs recover against Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff by way of judgment,
order, settlement, compromise or trial, then, based upon the acts and/or omissions of the Third-
Party Defendants, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is entitled to apportionment of the amount of
negligence and/or fault attributable to Third-Party Defendants, and to contribution from Third-
Party Defendants as set forth in N.R.S. 17.225, et seq.

13. It has been necessary Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff to retain the services of a
lawyer to defend against Plaintiffs’ claims and assert this Third-Party Complaint. Accordingly,
Defendant/Third-Party Plantiff is entitled to the recovery of its reasonable attorney’s fees and
costs incurred herein.

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Breach of Contract against Third-Party Defendants)
14.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges the allegations of
paragraphs 1 through 13 as though fully set forth herein.
15. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges
Third-Party Plaintiff entered into written, oral and implied Agreements with Third-Party

Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75, and each of them, for
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maintenance of the escalators which are the subject matter of this litigation. The Agreements
contemplated, among other things, that Third-Party Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE
CORPORATION 1-75, and each of them, as designated above, would deliver to
Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff all labor and services performed in a good and workmanlike
manner, and that the escalator would be properly maintained. Plaintiffs’ First Amended
Complaint alleges that the maintenance was performed in a defective and/or negligent manner,
thereby resulting in damages to Plaintiffs.

16.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges,
that Third-Party Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75, and each
of them, as designated above, entered into written, oral and implied Agreements with
Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, and were to comply with each and every term and condition
thereof.

17. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges,
that Third-Party Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75, and each
of them, may have entered into contracts with others in the performance of services provided in
the maintenance for the escalator, and Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff herein is further informed
and believes, and thereon allege that the injuries claimed by Plaintiffs were caused by Third-
Party Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75, and each of them, by
their agents and/or employees.

18.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff has performed all conditions, covenants and
promises required by it in accordance with the terms and conditions of the aforementioned
Agreements entered into with Third-Party Defendant and/or its Related Entities, Third-Party
Defendants, and each of them, agreed to indemnify Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, and/or its
Related Entities in the event of claims such as those set forth in Plaintiffs’ First Amended
Complaint, pursuant to the following or substantially similar contractual terms:

It 1s understood, in consideration of our performance of the service enumerated

herein at the price stated, that nothing in this agreement shall be construed to

mean that we assume any liability on account of accidents to persons or property
except those directly due to negligent acts of Dover Elevator Company or its
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employees, and that your own responsibility for accidents to persons or properties

while riding on or being on or about the aforesaid equipment referred to, is in no

way affected by this agreement.

19.  Third-Party Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75,
and each of them, as designated above, have breached the aforementioned Agreements by
failing and neglecting to properly perform the labor and services as contemplated by the parties
to Agreements, and by failing to comply with each and every term of the contract, and that
Third-Party Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75, and each of
them, among other things, maintenance in a defective and/or negligent manner at the subject
escalator thereby causing the injuries alleged by Plaintiffs in the Amended Complaint.

20.  Third-Party Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75,
and each of them, as designated above, have breached the aforementioned Agreements by
failing to perform their work (a) in compliance with the applicable standard of care, (b) in a
good and workmanlike manner and (¢) in a manner that was consisted with their legal
obligations as set forth in the various Agreements. Further, Third-Party Defendants, including
DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75, and each of them, have breached their
Agreements by failing to indemnify Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff as a result of Plaintiffs’
Complaint.

21.  Asadirect and proximate result of the breach of the aforementioned Agreements
by Third-Party Defendants, including DOES 1-75 and ROE CORPORATION 1-75, and each of
them, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff has been injured in the amount in excess of $10,000.00
according to the proof at the time of trial.

22.  That it has been necessary for Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff to retain the law
firms of GRANT & ASSOCIATES to defend this action and prosecute this Third-Party

Complaint and therefore, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is entitled to reasonable attorney fees,

costs, and pre-judgment interest.
/17
/11
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THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(For Breach of Express and Implied Warranties against Third-Party Defendants)

23.  Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiff alleges and incorporate by reference each of the
allegations set forth in paragraphs 1 through 22 as though fully set forth herein.

24.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that
Third-Party Defendants impliedly warranted that the escalators supplied to the hotel, were
manufactured, installed, and maintained in a reasonably workmanlike manner, and that they
were of a merchantable quality and safe and fit for their foreseeable and/or intended purpose.

25.  That Third-Party Defendants were aware, at all times relevant to the
manufacture, installation, and maintenance of the escalators, of the intended use of the
escalators that is the subject of the Plaintiffs’ Complaint (and all amendments thereto).

26.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff relied on the skill and judgment of Third-Party
Defendants in relation to the manufacture, installation, and maintenance of the escalator and
related elements installed at the hotel.

27.  Plaintiffs allege in the Complaint (and all amendments thereto) that
Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is somehow liable for the alleged damages, if any, in relation to
the allegedly negligent manufacture, installation, and maintenance of the escalator.
Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff, by way of Answer to Plaintiffs’ Complaint (and all
amendments thereto), has denied and continues to deny the allegations. If, however, it should
be determined that the Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff i1s in some manner responsible to the
Plaintiffs, or any other party, for damages, then Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and
believes and thereon alleges that any such damage was caused by Third-Party Defendants’
failure to properly perform its work, or failure to properly manufacture, supply, provide, install,
and/or maintain fit and merchantable materials thereby breaching its implied warranties of
merchantability and/or fitness for particular purposes, as well as the breach of implied
warranties to perform their work in a proper and workmanlike manner.

28.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff has provided notice, or by this Third-Party
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Complaint provides notice, to Third-Party Defendants of breach of said implied warranties.

29.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff alleges that, by virtue of its breach of implied
warranties, the Third-Party Defendants are liable to Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff for resulting
damages, including, but not limited to, the expenses in defending the Plaintiffs’ Complaint, any
judgment or settlement ultimately favoring the Plaintiffs, and the expense of maintaining this
Third-Party Complaint.

30. As a result of Third-Party Defendants’ breach of implied warranties,
Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff has been damaged in a sum in excess of $10,000.00, but which
is currently unascertainable in total, and Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff will seek leave of
Court to amend this Third-Party Complaint when such sum can be reasonably ascertained.

31. It has been necessary for Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff to retain the services of
the law offices of GRANT & ASSOCIATES to defend this action and bring this Third-Party
action and therefore, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is entitled to recover reasonable attorney
fees, costs and pre-judgment interest.

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Equitable Indemnification Against Third-Party Defendants)

32.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges the allegations of
paragraphs 1 through 31 as though fully set forth herein.

33.  Plaintiff JOE N. BROWN alleges that he sustained injuries as a result of alleged
negligent maintenance of the escalator at the Golden Nugget Laughlin.

34.  Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff alleges that it is in no way legally responsible for
the events giving rise to Plaintiffs’ causes of action and is in no legally responsible in any
manner for the damages allegedly sustained by said Plaintiffs. If, contrary to the foregoing
allegations, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff herein is held to be liable for all or any part of the
claim for damages asserted against Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff by the Plaintiffs, then
Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and believes, and based upon such information and

belief, alleges that Third Party Defendants, and each of them, were negligent and breached
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warranties. Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is informed and believes at this time that the above
acts of the Third Party Defendants, and each of them, were the proximate cause of the damages
and/or losses to Plaintiffs.

35. By reason of the foregoing, Third Party Defendants, and each of them, are
responsible and liable for any such damages, in direct proportion to the extent of their
negligence and breaches in bringing about said damages. If Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is
found to be responsible for any of the damages of the Plaintiffs, then Defendant/Third-Party
Plaintiff is entitled to judgment over and against Third Party Defendants, and each of them, in
an amount proportionate to the amount of Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff’s financial
responsibility for such damages that exceed its portion of responsibility, if any.

36.  That it has been necessary for Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff to retain the law
firms of GRANT & ASSOCIATES to defend this action and prosecute this Third-Party
Complaint and therefore, Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff is entitled to reasonable attorney fees,

costs, and pre-judgment interest.

DATED this 23" day of January, 2017.
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 11807
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Phone: (702) 940-3529
Fax: (855)-429-3413

Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant
GNL, CORP.

JNBOOO35




Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada. 89113

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 23" day of
January, 2017 I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANT/THIRD-
PARTY PLAINTIFF GNL, CORP.’S THIRD-PARTY COMPLAINT by serving as
follows:

__x_ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.

Christopher Mathews, Esq.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

Ph: 702-750-2950

Fax: 702-825-2841

mal@liawlv.com

Attorney for Plaintiffs

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES
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REBECCA L. MASTRANGELO, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 5417 CLERK OF THE COURT
ROGERS, MASTRANGELO, CARVALHO & MITCHELL

300 South Fourth Street, Suite 710

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Phone (702) 383-3400

Fax (702) 384-1460

rmastrangelo@rmcemlaw.com

Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant

THYSSENKRUPP ELEVATOR CORPORATION

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
CASE NO. A-16-739887-C

Plaintiffs, DEPT. NO. XXXI

VS.

LANDRY’S INC., a foreign corporation;
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC., a Nevada
corporation d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100,
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT’S
DEMAND FOR PRIOR
PLEADINGS AND DISCOVERY

Defendants.

GNL, CORP., a Nevada corporation;

Third-Party Plaintiff,
Vs.
THYSSENKRUPP ELEVATOR CORPORATION
a foreign corporation; DOES 1-75; ROE
CORPORATIONS 1-75 and ROE
CORPORATIONS 1-25,

Third-Party Defendants.

TO: ALL INTERESTED PARTIES; and
TO: THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD.
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DEMAND IS HEREBY MADE, in accordance with Rule 26(h) of the Nevada Rules of
Civil Procedure, that copies of all prior pleadings, discovery, documents, or other materials
previously produced by the other party herein be provided this party and counsel within fifteen
(15) days of this demand.

DATED this L@m}?ebmary, 2017.

ROGERS, MASTRANGELO, CARVALHO &
MITCHELL

/ o
Rebecca L. Mastrangelo, Esq. /

Nevada Bar No. 5417

300 South Fourth Street, Suite 710

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorney for Third-Party Defendant
THYSSENKRUPP ELEVATOR CORPORATION
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(a), E.D.C.R. 7.26(a), and Rule 9 of the N.E.F.C.R. T hereby certify
that I am an employee of Rogers, Mastrangelo, Carvalho & Mitchell, and on the i?_ day of
February, 2017, a true and correct copy of the foregoing THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT’S
DEMAND FOR PRIOR PLEADINGS AND DISCOVERY was served via electronic means with

the Eighth Judicial District Court, addressed as follows, upon the following counsel of record:

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.

Christopher Mathews, Esq.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorneys for Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff

An &mployge of ROGERS, MASTRANGELO,
CAR O & MITCHELL
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Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada. 89113
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11
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14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Electronically Filed
04/03/2017 12:58:06 PM

DMJT % b fgﬁ..m..r
ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807 CLERK OF THE COURT
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855)429-3413

Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendants
LANDRY’S INC., and
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

L

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

)
)
|
VS. ) DEFENDANTS LANDRY’S, INC. AND
) GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.’S DEMAND
LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; ) FOR JURY TRIAL
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada )
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET )
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada )
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )
)
)
)

ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

Defendants, LANDRY’S INC. and GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. through its attorney,
Annalisa Grant, Esq. of the law firm of GRANT & ASSOCIATES, demands a trial by jury of

all issues in the above-captioned action.

DATED this 3™ day of April, 2017.
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendants,
LANDRY’S INC., and
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.

1
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Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada. 89113

10
11
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13
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15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 3" day of
April, 2017, 1T served a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANTS LANDRY’S,
INC. AND GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.’S DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL by serving as
follows:

_X__ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:
Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.
Christopher Mathews, Esq.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES
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MSJ

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855) 429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendants
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. and LANDRY’S, INC.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

* X *

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

VS.

LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation;
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100,
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

GNL, CORP., a Nevada corporation;
Third-Party Plaintiff,
VS.

Thyssenkrupp Elevator Corporation, a Foreign
Corporation; DOES 1-75; ROE
CORPORATIONS 1-75; DOE ESCALATOR
INSTALLER; DOE ESCALATOR
MANUFACTURER; DOE ESCALATOR
MAINTENANCE SUBCONTRACTOR; and
ROE CORPORATIONS 1-25

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Third-Party Defendants %

Iy

Case Number: A-16-739887-C

Electronically Filed
5/23/2017 11:42 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLER? OF THE COUE :I

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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COME NOW, Defendants GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. and LANDRY’S, INC.
(“Defendants”), by and through their attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esq. of GRANT &
ASSOCIATES, and hereby move this Court for Summary Judgment in the above-captioned
matter.

This Motion is made and based on the attached Points and Authorities, the pleadings and
papers on file in this action, and any oral argument that may be allowed by the Court at the time
of the hearing of this Motion.

DATED this 23" day of May, 2017.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant. Esg.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendant

GNLYV, CORP.

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO: ALL INTERESTED PARTIES AND THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNSEL OF
RECORD.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will bring the foregoing
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT on for hearing before the

27 June

XXXI
District Court, Clark County, Department , on the day of :

9:30
2017, at a\mor as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard.
DATED this 23" day of May, 2017.
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/sl Annalisa N. Grant. Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendants

GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. and LANDRY’S, INC.
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
I. INTRODUCTION

This action involves an incident that occurred on the escalator at the Golden Nugget
Laughlin Resort and Casino on May 12, 2015 (the property is hereinafter referred to as
“Laughlin Nugget” in conformity with the naming conventions of the First Amended
Complaint). Plaintiff named GNL, Corp. (“GNL”), Golden Nugget, Inc. (“GNI”), and Landry’s,
Inc. (“Landry’s”) as defendants and alleged that they “collectively” own and operate the
Laughlin Nugget.

GNL initially appeared in the action and indicated that it was the only correct entity
responsible for the ownership and operation of the Laughlin Nugget. An open extension was
granted by Plaintiff while the issue of the proper entities was sorted out. Since then, GNL has
admitted to owning and operating the subject location as evidenced by its admission of the issue
in its answer to Plaintiff’s Complaint:

Answering Paragraph 4 of Plaintiffs Amended Complaint, GNL, Corp.'s admits that it

owns and operates a resort hotel called the Golden Nugget Laughlin. Defendant denies
the remaining allegations contained in this Paragraph.

See, Answer to First Amended Complaint at 2:1-3.

Notably, the “remaining allegations” that were denied were that the entities jointly own
and operate the Laughlin Nugget. Nevertheless, Plaintiff proceeded with the action against GNI
and Landry’s when there is no legally justifiable reason for doing so.

As the Court is aware, Defendants responded to Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint with a
Motion to Dismiss. At the time of the Motion hearing, Defendant GNL, Corp. had already
responded to discovery with verified responses, noting that it was the only entity that owned or
controlled the Laughlin Nugget — although that discovery could not be included in the previous
Motion due to the constraints of a motion to dismiss. The Motion to Dismiss was ultimately
denied as Plaintiffs argued that discovery was needed and that their allegations should be taken
as true. Since then, Defendants have answered and have responded to further discovery. Yet, the
facts (now established by competent evidence) remain the same: the Laughlin Nugget was

owned and controlled by GNL, Corp., not by Defendants.
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Because neither GNI nor Landry’s own, operate, or control the Laughlin Nugget, there is
no legal basis for which Plaintiff may maintain a lawsuit against them. Nevada law is clear that
a relationship between entities, such as common ownership or a parent/subsidiary relationship is
not sufficient to maintain a lawsuit absent some additional basis. Accordingly, summary
judgment is warranted in favor of both moving Defendants.

I1. STATEMENT UNDISPUTED FACTS

In examining the undisputed facts of this matter, it is important to note the standard for
what constitutes an issue of material fact. “A genuine issue of material fact is one where the
evidence is such that a reasonable trier of fact could return a verdict for the non-moving party.”
Coker Equip. v. Great Western Capital Corp., 110 Nev. 1266, 1268 (1994); Citing, Valley Bank
v. Marble, 105 Nev. 366, 367 (1989). The facts necessary for the adjudication of the instant
Motion are all undisputed.

For the Court’s convenience, Defendant has enumerated undisputed facts, set forth
below. The facts supporting Defendant’s Motion all come from the discovery responses
(specifically verified Interrogatories) of the Defendants: GNL, GNI and Landry’s.

e GNI does not directly, or indirectly, manage or operate GNL. See, GNL’s
Supplemental Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 29, attached hereto as
ExHIBIT A. See, GNI’s Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories 1 and 4, attached
hereto as ExHIBIT B.

e GNI does not directly, or indirectly, manage or operate the Laughlin Nugget.
See, GNL’s Supplemental Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 29, attached
hereto as ExHIBIT A. See, GNI’s Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories 1 and 4,
attached hereto as EXHIBIT B.

e Landry’s does not directly, or indirectly, manage or operate GNL. See, GNL’s
Supplemental Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 29, attached hereto as
ExHIBIT A. See, Landry’s Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories 1, 3, and 4,
attached hereto as ExHIBIT C.

e Landry’s does not directly, or indirectly, manage or operate the Laughlin Nugget.
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See, GNL’s Supplemental Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 2, attached hereto
as ExHIBIT A. See, Landry’s Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories 1, 3, and 4,
attached hereto as ExHIBIT C.

e GNL owns, operates, and manages the Laughlin Nugget. See, GNL’s
Supplemental Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 2, attached hereto as EXHIBIT
A.

e GNI is a holding company that owns the outstanding stock of GNL, among other
companies. See, GNL’s Supplemental Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 29,
attached hereto as ExHIBIT A. See, GNI’s Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 2,
attached hereto as EXHIBIT B.

e At the time of the incident, Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through
one or more of its subsidiaries, owned any percent of the outstanding ownership
or membership interest in GNL or GNI. See, GNL’s Supplemental Response to
Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 29, attached hereto as EXxHIBIT A. See, Landry’s
Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatory 1, attached hereto as ExHIBIT C.

IHl. LAW AND ARGUMENT
A. STANDARD OF REVIEW

Summary judgment is proper if the pleadings, depositions, answers to interrogatories,
and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as
to any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. See,
Nev. R. Civ. P. 56(c); see also, Dermody v. City of Reno, 113 Nev. 207 (1997); Bish v.
Guaranty Nat’l Ins. Co., 109 Nev. 133 (1993); Butler v. Bogdanovich, 101 Nev. 449, 451
(1985); Wiltsie v. Baby Grand Corp., 105 Nev. 291, (1989). Furthermore, since Nevada
substantially has adopted the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, federal case law interpreting the
operation of those rules becomes persuasive.

As the Nevada Supreme Court most recently reminded us in Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 121
Nev. 724 (2005), Rule 56 should not be regarded as a “disfavored procedural shortcut.” Most

importantly, the Court dispelled the notion that even the “slightest doubt as to the operative
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facts” can preclude summary judgment by explicitly abrogating the slightest doubt standard
from Nevada jurisprudence. Id. at 1031. “While the pleadings and other proof must be
construed in a light most favorable to the nonmoving party, that party bears the burden to ‘do
more than simply show that there is some metaphysical doubt’ as to the operative facts in order
to avoid summary judgment being entered in the moving party's favor.” 1d. Wood v. Safeway
also instructs “the substantive law controls which factual disputes are material and will preclude
summary judgment; other factual disputes are irrelevant[.]” Id; quoting, Anderson v. Liberty
Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 248 (1986).

Therefore, the non-moving party must present by affidavit or otherwise specific facts
that demonstrate the existence of a genuine issue for trial or have summary judgment entered
against her. Collins v. Union Fed. Savings & Loan, 99 Nev. 284, 294 (1983). If a party cannot
demonstrate a genuine issue of material fact exists as to each element of their claim, summary
judgment is appropriate. See, Bulbman, Inc. v. Nevada Bell, 108 Nev. 105, 112 (1992).

It is worth noting that while Plaintiffs argued that there were no facts to support
Defendants’ contentions in the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss — in the instant Motion
discovery has been responded to by all Defendants in the action. Accordingly, the Court now
has evidence before it which reveals that the Laughlin Nugget was owned and operated solely
by GNL and not Landry’s or GNI. As further discussed below, it is not appropriate for the Court
to grant additional discovery on jurisdictional issues when Defendant has made the prima facia
case that jurisdiction is not appropriate. Viega GmbH v. Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 328 P.3d 1152,
1161 (2014). Plaintiff must provide competent evidence to rebut the showing, which it cannot
do, or the Motion should be granted.

B. THE COURT LACKS PERSONAL JURISDICTION OVER LANDRY'’S

The issue of personal jurisdiction over a corporation is an issue on which the Nevada
Supreme Court has issued ample guidance. “In MGM Grand, Inc. v. District Court, 107 Nev.
65, 807 P.2d 201 (1991), we held that jurisdiction over a nonresident corporation could not be

premised upon that corporation’s status as parent to a Nevada corporation.” Sands China Ltd. v.
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Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of State ex rel. County of Clark, 127 Nev. 1173, 373 P.3d 958
(2011). “Similarly, the United States Supreme Court in Goodyear Dunlop Tires Operations,
S.A. v. Brown, 131 S.Ct. 2846 (2011), considered whether jurisdiction over foreign subsidiaries
of a U.S. parent corporation was proper by looking only to the subsidiaries’ conduct; the Court
suggested that including the parent's contacts with the forum would be, in effect, the same as
piercing the corporate veil.” 1d.

The issue was even more exhaustively addressed recently in Viega GmbH v. Eighth Jud.
Dist. Ct., 328 P.3d 1152, 1161 (2014). “[C]orporate entities are presumed separate, and thus, the
mere ‘existence of a relationship between a parent company and its subsidiaries is not sufficient
to establish personal jurisdiction over the parent on the basis of the subsidiaries’ minimum
contacts with the forum.” Id. (extensive internal citations omitted).

Following an extensive analysis, the Nevada Supreme Court relied upon the reasoning
set forth by the Second Circuit Court of Appeals:

As the Second Circuit Court of Appeals has recognized, such problems in overcoming
the presumption of separateness are inherent in attempting to sue a foreign corporation
that is part of a carefully structured corporate family, and courts may not create
exceptions to get around them:

“‘We recognize that without discovery it may be extremely difficult for plaintiffs
... to make a prima facie showing of jurisdiction over a foreign corporation....
[But] [t]he rules governing establishment of jurisdiction over such a foreign
corporation are clear and settled, and it would be inappropriate for us to deviate
from them or to create an exception to them because of the problems plaintiffs
may have in meeting their somewhat strict standards.

Accordingly, for the reasons set forth above, we grant the petition and direct the clerk of
the court to issue a writ of prohibition precluding the district court from allowing the
case to proceed against the German Viega companies.

Viega GmbH, supra, at 1161; Quoting, Jazini v. Nissan Motor Co., Ltd., 148 F.3d 181,
186 (2d Cir. 1998) (emphasis added).

The same reasoning that was applied by the Nevada Supreme Court in Viega is equally

applicable here. Plaintiff has made absolutely no prima facie showing that jurisdiction over

Landry’s is appropriate. Meanwhile, Landry’s has explained in response to Plaintiffs’ Second
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Interrogatory that its only direct contacts with the jurisdiction is to update its regulatory filings.
See, ExHIBIT C.

These discovery responses establish that the Court lacks personal jurisdiction over
Landry’s. Further, all Defendants, including Landry’s have now answered discovery and
affirmed that Landry’s has no involvement with the Laughlin Nugget. In fact, since September
30, 2013 (the subject incident happened in 2015) Landry’s has been completely removed from
any parent/subsidiary role as it pertains to GNL or the Laughlin Nugget. See, ExHIBIT C, at
Interrogatory 1. Accordingly, summary judgment is proper in favor of Landry’s.

1. Plaintiff’s news articles do not prove that Landry’s owns the Laughlin Nugget

Defendants anticipate that Plaintiffs will again attempt to introduce the “news” articles
that they used in opposition to Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss. As a preliminary matter,
Defendant notes that none of these articles are competent evidence and certainly cannot rebut
the sworn discovery responses of Defendants.

As the Court may recall, in Opposition to the Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs included a
number of news articles and websites that infer that Landry’s is part of a large collection of
restaurants, properties, which is to be expected in a large corporate structure. However, none of
the articles states that Landry’s itself directly owns the Laughlin Nugget — and one even states
something to the contrary (namely that Defendant Landry’s purchased another company — not
that it purchased the company’s assets...).

All of these news articles are to be expected with a group of corporations that to some
degree share a common ownership, but none of them prove that Landry’s directly owns or
operates the Laughlin Nugget — because it doesn’t. Absent such a showing, the only way to
obtain jurisdiction over Landry’s is through general jurisdiction, which is completely lacking as
shown above.

C. PLAINTIFF HAS FAILED TO STATE A CLAIM AGAINST GNI

As noted above, corporate entities are presumed separate. “Under the principle of
corporate separateness, the actions of a subsidiary company are generally not attributable to its

parent corporation.” Viega GmbH, supra, at 1160; Citing, Dole Food Co. v. Patrickson, 538
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U.S. 468, 474 (2003) (“The doctrine of piercing the corporate veil, however, is the rare
exception, applied in the case of fraud or certain other exceptional circumstances”).

As part of the attempts to establish jurisdiction in Viega, the plaintiffs also attempted to
argue that the entities in that case were essentially alter egos of one another. In doing so, they
presented evidence that the Viega entities had common board members, the American Viega
entity submitted monthly reports to its parent, and the parent must approve significant financial
transactions and executive officer hiring. Id.

However, rather than persuading the Nevada Supreme Court, the Court noted that the
factors “merely show the amount of control typical in a parent-subsidiary relationship and thus
are insufficient to demonstrate agency.” Id. The Nevada Supreme Court then went on to note
various decisions from around the country on the point. “See, F. Hoffman-La Roche, 30
Cal.Rptr.3d at 418 (noting that control by means of interlocking directors and officers,
consolidated reporting, and shared professional services is normal); Sonora, 99 Cal.Rptr.2d at
845 (explaining that monitoring a subsidiary's performance, supervising the subsidiary's budget
decisions, and setting general policies and procedures are typical of the parent-subsidiary
relationship); Round Rock Research L.L.C. v. ASUSTeK Computer Inc., No. 11-978-RGA,
2013 WL 4478231, at *1 (D.Del. August 20, 2013) (concluding that personal jurisdiction based
on agency was not demonstrated through evidence of overlapping directors and other facts
reflecting the parent-subsidiary relationship, even though the two companies shared the same
goals, when there was no showing of oversight of day-to-day activities or that the parent
authorized the sales at issue in the case).

Based upon the pleadings and discovery in this case, GNL has admitted to owning and
controlling the Laughlin Nugget. Further, both GNL and GNI have denied that GNI has any
ownership or control over the Laughlin Nugget. See, ExHIBIT C, at Interrogatories 2 and 4. GNI
has no connection to the matter other than its corporate relationship to GNL, which by itself is
insufficient as a matter of law to maintain a suit against GNI. Accordingly, judgment is proper
in favor of GNI.

Iy
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I11. CONCLUSION
Based upon the foregoing law and argument, Defendants GNI and Landry’s respectfully

request that this Honorable Court grant their Motion for Summary Judgment with respect to all
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causes of action.

DATED this 23" day of May, 2017.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant, Esqg.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendants
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. and LANDRY’S, INC.

10
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that | am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 23 day of
May, 2017, | served a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT by serving as follows:

_X__ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.

Christopher Mathews, Esqg.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

Ph: 702-750-2950

Fax: 702-825-2841

mal@llawlv.com

Attorney for Plaintiffs

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

11
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ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855)429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
03/03/2017 03:51:30 PM

Attorney for Defendant
GNL, CORP.
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
ok oK

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

VS.

LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation;
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

DEFENDANT GNL, CORP.’S
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO
PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES

corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100,
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

e et vt vt vt vt vt vt et vt et et et et e’

COMES NOW, Defendant GNL, CORP. (hereinafter “Defendant”), by and through its
attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esq., of the law firm of GRANT & ASSOCIATES, and pursuant to
Rule 33, of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits its supplemental responses to
Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories as follows (*supplemental information is identified in
bold):

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. This responding party objects to the Definitions and Instructions contained in
Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to the extent they are inconsistent with or purport to
impose requirements for discovery that exceed the requirements of the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure and to the extent that such Definitions and Instructions are unduly vague and
indefinite.
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2. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it calls for the
production for privileged information, including information protected by the attorney-client
privilege, ivestigative privilege, consulting expert exemption, documents containing work
product and documents prepared in anticipation of litigation or trial, as well as information
contained within documents covered by the joint defense privilege. This responding party
further objects to each interrogatory to the extent it seeks the disclosure of the identities of, or
any work generated by non-testifying consulting experts retained by or at the direction of this
responding party’s attorneys in anticipation of preparation for this and/or other threatened or
pending litigation arising out of the subject property, or in connection with the rendering of
legal advice to this responding party. The restatement of any specific objection in the context of
these responses shall not be construed to imply waiver of any unstated privilege objections
addressed by this General Objection, or any other applicable privilege or exemption from
discovery and the counterparts under the laws of any other jurisdiction that may be applicable.

3. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks to
impose a burden upon this responding party to search for documents or information in the
possession, custody or control of entities other than this responding party for the reason that
such is overly broad and beyond the scope of discovery allowed by the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure. This responding party also objects to any effort to require it to search for documents
or information in the possession, custody or control of unnamed entities other than this
responding party, including but not limited to information in the possession, custody or control
of public entities, for the reason that such is unduly burdensome, expensive, harassing and
beyond the obligations imposed by the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

4, This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it is overly
broad, burdensome and oppressive, and seeks information neither relevant to the subject matter
of this action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. This
responding party has performed a reasonable inquiry in search of information as required by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure and had made every reasonable effort to locate the information
described herein, which effort has been made in good faith. This responding party cannot
affirm, however, that all such information has been supplied. Although this responding party
believes that all such information has been produced that is within this responding party
possession and/or control, this responding party will supplement its responses in accordance
with the applicable discovery rules in the event that this responding party discovers that it has
inadvertently failed to provide information within its responses to these Interrogatories.

5. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory that uses language such as
“each and every” or similar broad language. Such Interrogatories are onerous, burdensome,
harassing, prejudicial and overly broad. Each Interrogatory asking “any” and “all” or “each and
every” is objectionable and such an inquiry is, in essence, a request for evidence, and not
discoverable information. Moreover, this responding party has no possible means of making
all-encompassing identifications that such a broadly worded request requires.

6. This responding party is conducting a thorough and reasonable search of its
records for information that may be responsive to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and is also
contacting those persons who have knowledge of the location and/or existence of information
that may be responsive. To the extent that Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories or any portion thereof seek
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to require this responding party to take any actions other than those enumerated above, this
responding party objects to said request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and
oppressive and imposes obligations upon this responding party beyond those imposed by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

7. Answers made herein are made solely for the purposes of this responding party’s
responses to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories. Each answer is subject to all objections as to
competence, relevance, materiality, propriety, admissibility, and all other objections and ground
to which the same statement would be subject if delivered through live testimony in court. All
such objections and grounds are expressly reserved by this responding party and may be
interposed at the time of trial or in conjunction with other uses of these responses or the material
produced, except as explicitly stated.

For any inspection and production that occurs in this case, this responding party
specifically reserves the right to certain maintained privilege objections as to any privileged
information that may be inadvertently produced in response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories.
Further, this responding party expects that Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s counsel will return any
inadvertently produced document containing attorney-client communications, attorney work
product, or otherwise privileged information immediately.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

Were YOU the owner of the PREMISES at the time YOU set forth in response to
Interrogatory No. 1?7

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overbroad and irrelevant.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: GNL, Corp. was the operating entity of the Golden Nugget Hotel &
Casino in Laughlin, Nevada (hereinafter “Subject Property”) at the time the alleged incident
occurred.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

GNL, Corp. owned and operated the Golden Nugget Laughlin at the time of the
incident referenced in GNL’s response to Interrogatory No. 1.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

If the answer to Interrogatory No. 2 is in the negative, IDENTIFY the PERSON(S) who

owned the PREMISES on the date of the INCIDENT.

JNBOOO56




Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Telephone No. (702) 940-3529

Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overbroad and irrelevant.
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Please refer to Defendant’s response to Interrogatory No. 2, as set forth

above.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Not applicable.
INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Were YOU in control of the ESCALATOR on the date of the INCIDENT?
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overly broad as to the phrase “in control of the
escalator”, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and seeks a legal conclusion.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: The escalator that is the subject of this litigation (hereinafter “Subject
Escalator”) is located within the subject property, however, it serviced and maintained by an
elevator vendor.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overly broad as to the phrase “in control of
the escalator”, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and seeks a legal conclusion.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: GNL, Corp. was in control (as defined in Plaintiff’s February 8, 2017
letter) of the escalator on the date of incident.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

IDENTIFY EACH PERSON who observed the INCIDENT at the time it occurred.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, premature, as

Defendant has not yet completed its investigation, and assumes facts not in evidence.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Upon Information and belief, Defendant’s employees did not observe the
fall, however employee, Ray Favela, and former employees Ashley Stewart and David Flores
responded to the Subject Escalator subsequent to the fall. Please refer to Defendant’s Initial
NRCP 16.1 Disclosures, specifically EXHIBIT E (GNL 000001-000014), regarding the Incident
Report, and EXHIBIT J (GNL 000052), regarding the Surveillance Video. Discovery is ongoing.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NOQO. 9:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, premature,
as Defendant has not yet completed its investigation, and assumes facts not in evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Upon Information and belief, Defendant is unaware of anyone who
observed the fall. However employee, Ray Favela, and former employees Ashley Stewart
and David Flores responded to the Subject Escalator subsequent to the fall. Please refer
to Defendant’s Initial NRCP 16.1 Disclosures, specifically ExHiBIT E (GNL 000001-
000014), regarding the Incident Report, and ExHIBIT J (GNL 000052), regarding the
Surveillance Video. Discovery is ongoing.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

DESCRIBE the maintenance schedule for the ESCALATOR at the time of the
INCIDENT, including without limitation the frequency of regular maintenance inspections and

the actions AND/OR procedures performed in EACH such inspection.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad, unduly burdensome,
compound and assumes facts not in evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: ThyssenKrupp inspects the escalators and are responsible for any
maintenance thereof. Further, please refer to EXHIBIT I (GNL 000048-000051) to Defendant’s
Initial NRCP 15.1 Disclosure, regarding Thyssenkrupp’s April 2015 and May 2015 service

records, and EXHiBIT H (GNL 000030-000047), regarding Dover Elevator Company Master
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Maintenance Service Agreement. Discovery is ongoing.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad, unduly burdensome,
compound and assumes facts not in evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Upon information and belief, Thyssenkrupp sets their own inspection
schedule for the escalator and Defendant is not currently in possession of the information.
ThyssenKrupp inspects the escalators and are responsible for any maintenance thereof.
Further, please refer to EXHIBIT 1 (GNL 000048-000051) to Defendant’s Initial NRCP 15.1
Disclosure, regarding Thyssenkrupp’s April 2015 and May 2015 service records, and
ExmBiT H (GNL 000030-000047), regarding Dover Elevator Company Master
Maintenance Service Agreement. Discovery is ongoing.

INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

Give the substance of ALL COMMUNICATIONS or statements made by, OR
conversations between, ANY PERSON(s) CONCERNING the INCIDENT, IDENTIFYING the
PERSON(s) who engaged in the COMMUNICATION(s), the date AND time of the
COMMUNICATION OR statement, AND the contents of the COMMUNICATION OR

statement.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, premature, as
Defendant has not yet completed its investigation, compound, assumes facts not in evidence,
seeks Defendant’s and Defense counsel’s mental impressions. FURTHER OBJECTION: This
Interrogatory seeks information potentially protected by attorney-client and/or attorney-work
product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Please refer to Defendant’s Initial NRCP 16.1 Disclosure, specifically,
ExaiBIT E (GNL 000001-000014), regarding the Incident Report and EXHIBIT G (GNL 000029),

regarding the State of Nevada Elevator Accident Report. Discovery is ongoing.
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SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: For all non-privileged statements Defendant is aware of (as clarified
by Plaintiff’s February 22, 2017 letter), Please refer to Defendant’s Initial NRCP 16.1
Disclosure, specifically, EXHIBIT E (GNL 000001-000014), regarding the Incident Report
and EXHIBIT G (GNL 000029), regarding the State of Nevada Elevator Accident Report.
Discovery is ongoing.

INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

Did YOU ever take or receive ANY statement, either oral or in writing, from ANY
PERSON, including but not limited to YOUR agents AND/OR employees, who had any
information or knowledge REGARDING the INCIDENT?

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome and compound.
FURTHER OBIJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks information potentially protected by
attorney-client and/or attorney-work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Please refer to Defendant’s Initial NRCP 16.1 Disclosure, specifically,
ExaiBIT E (GNL 000001-000014), regarding the Incident Report. Discovery is ongoing.
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: For all non-privileged statements Defendant is aware of (as clarified
by Plaintiff’s February 22, 2017 letter), Please refer to Defendant’s Initial NRCP 16.1
Disclosure, specifically, EXHIBIT E (GNL 000001-000014), regarding the Incident Report.

Discovery is ongoing.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

If the answer to Interrogatory No. 19 is in the affirmative, IDENTIFY each such
PERSON, give the date AND time of EACH such statement, describe the substance in full of
EACH such statement, indicate whether EACH statement was in writing OR was otherwise
recorded AND if so, IDENTIFY the PERSON(s) who has/have custody of the writing or
recording.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome and compound.
FURTHER OBIJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks information potentially protected by
attorney-client and/or attorney-work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Please see Defendant’s response to Interrogatory No. 19, as set forth
above.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: For all non-privileged statements Defendant is aware of (as clarified
by Plaintiff’s February 22, 2017 letter), please see Defendant’s response to Interrogatory
No. 19, as set forth above.

INTERROGATORY NO. 24:

Has the ESCALATOR OR the PREMISES ever been found by a federal, state or local
governmental agency, OR court of competent jurisdiction, to be in violation of ANY state,

local, OR federal law; statue, regulation, OR rule?

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 24:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad, unduly burdensome, compound
and lacks foundation. FURTHER OBJECTION: This is nothing more than a fishing expedition

on behalf of the requesting party.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Please refer to EXHIBIT K (GNL 000053-000106) to Defendant’s First
Supplemental NRCP 16.1 Disclosure, regarding state inspection records. Discovery is
continuing,.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 24;

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad, unduly burdensome,
compound and lacks foundation. FURTHER OBJECTION: This is nothing more than a
fishing expedition on behalf of the requesting party.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Please refer to ExAiBIT K (GNL 000053-000106) to Defendant’s
First Supplemental NRCP 16.1 Disclosure. Discovery is continuing.

INTERROGATORY NO. 29:

DESCRIBE YOUR relationship with Defendant’s Landry’s Inc. AND Golden Nugget,
Inc.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 29:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is compound, overbroad and irrelevant. FURTHER
OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is also vague, as it fails to define the term “relationship” and,
thus, leaves the request subject to multiple interpretations.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that does not own, or directly
or indirectly, manage or operate GNL, CORP.

GNL, CORP., is not a direct or indirect subsidiary of Landry’s Inc. Additionally,
Landry’s, Inc. does not, either directly or indirectly through or with one or more of its
subsidiaries, own any percent of the outstanding ownership or membership interest in GNL,
CORP. Further, Landry’s, Inc. does not, either directly or indirectly through or with one or
more of its other subsidiaries, possess any percent of the voting power of the owners or

members of GNL, CORP.
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SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 29:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is compound, overbroad and irrelevant,
FURTHER OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is also vague, as it fails to define the term
“relationship” and, thus, leaves the request subject to multiple interpretations.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that does not directly or
indirectly, manage or operate GNL, CORP. All day-to-day activities relating to the
operation and management are conducted by GNL, CORP. employees.

GNL, CORP., is not a direct or indirect subsidiary of Landry’s Inc. Additionally,
Landry’s, Inc. does not, either directly or indirectly through or with one or more of its
subsidiaries, own any percent of the outstanding ownership or membership interest in
GNL, CORP. Further, Landry’s, Inc. does not, either directly or indirectly through or
with one or more of its other subsidiaries, possess any percent of the voting power of the
owners or members of GNL, CORP.

DATED this 3™ day of March, 2017.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendant
GNL, CORP.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 3" day of
March 2017, I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANT GNL, CORP.’S
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFE’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES by serving as follows:

_X__ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

Depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.

Christopher Mathews, Esq.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV §9109

Ph: 702-750-2950

Fax: 702-825-2841

mal@liawlv.com

Attorney for Plaintiffs

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES
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VERIFICATION
1 STATE OF NEVADA )
| )ss
COUNTY OF CLARK )
[, RICHARD SMITH, being first duly sworn, under oath, upon penalties of perjury,
deposes and states:

That | am a Risk Manager for GNL, Corp., and an authorized representative of

8 | |
i1 Defendant in this matter, and I have read the above and foregoing, DEFENDANT GNL,
9
CORP.’S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’'S FIRST SET OF
10
INTERROGATORIES, and that the responses were formed based on the knowledge of the
= 11 |
Iy |} company, its employees/agents and available documents known at the time of the responses.
L Em;&;g 12 | ‘
ks :;ag%, FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.
O 2%¢Q ‘; 3 3
ok,38 134 v
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181 BY: RICHARD SMITH, as its authorized agent
19 |
20 )
11 SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
21 | ,
Hi This J day of MM ,2017.
22 | /
2| . Notary Publs Stateof Nevada
R e & AppolmmanlNMz 67241
24 | TR Uil e o My LB Der O ek
25 TARY PUBLIC ¢/ Rt et B
For said County and State
26
27
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
5/22/2017 3:24 PM

RSPN

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855) 429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant,
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

* Kk *

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

)

)

)

Vs. ) DEFENDANT GOLDEN NUGGET,

) INC.”S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS’

LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; ) FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada )

corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET )

LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada )

corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )
)
)
)
)

ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

COMES NOW, Defendant GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. (hereinafter “Defendant”), by
and through its attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esg., of the law firm of GRANT & ASSOCIATES,
and pursuant to Rule 33, of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits its responses
to Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. This responding party objects to the Definitions and Instructions contained in
Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to the extent they are inconsistent with or purport to
impose requirements for discovery that exceed the requirements of the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure and to the extent that such Definitions and Instructions are unduly vague and
indefinite.
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2. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it calls for the
production for privileged information, including information protected by the attorney-client
privilege, investigative privilege, consulting expert exemption, documents containing work
product and documents prepared in anticipation of litigation or trial, as well as information
contained within documents covered by the joint defense privilege. This responding party
further objects to each interrogatory to the extent it seeks the disclosure of the identities of, or
any work generated by non-testifying consulting experts retained by or at the direction of this
responding party’s attorneys in anticipation of preparation for this and/or other threatened or
pending litigation arising out of the subject property, or in connection with the rendering of
legal advice to this responding party. The restatement of any specific objection in the context of
these responses shall not be construed to imply waiver of any unstated privilege objections
addressed by this General Objection, or any other applicable privilege or exemption from
discovery and the counterparts under the laws of any other jurisdiction that may be applicable.

3. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks to
impose a burden upon this responding party to search for documents or information in the
possession, custody or control of entities other than this responding party for the reason that
such is overly broad and beyond the scope of discovery allowed by the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure. This responding party also objects to any effort to require it to search for documents
or information in the possession, custody or control of unnamed entities other than this
responding party, including but not limited to information in the possession, custody or control
of public entities, for the reason that such is unduly burdensome, expensive, harassing and
beyond the obligations imposed by the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

4. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it is overly
broad, burdensome and oppressive, and seeks information neither relevant to the subject matter
of this action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. This
responding party has performed a reasonable inquiry in search of information as required by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure and had made every reasonable effort to locate the information
described herein, which effort has been made in good faith. This responding party cannot
affirm, however, that all such information has been supplied. Although this responding party
believes that all such information has been produced that is within this responding party
possession and/or control, this responding party will supplement its responses in accordance
with the applicable discovery rules in the event that this responding party discovers that it has
inadvertently failed to provide information within its responses to these Interrogatories.

5. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory that uses language such as
“each and every” or similar broad language. Such Interrogatories are onerous, burdensome,
harassing, prejudicial and overly broad. Each Interrogatory asking “any” and “all”” or “each and
every” is objectionable and such an inquiry is, in essence, a request for evidence, and not
discoverable information. Moreover, this responding party has no possible means of making
all-encompassing identifications that such a broadly worded request requires.

6. This responding party is conducting a thorough and reasonable search of its
records for information that may be responsive to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and is also
contacting those persons who have knowledge of the location and/or existence of information
that may be responsive. To the extent that Plaintiffs” Interrogatories or any portion thereof seek
to require this responding party to take any actions other than those enumerated above, this
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responding party objects to said request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and
oppressive and imposes obligations upon this responding party beyond those imposed by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

7. Answers made herein are made solely for the purposes of this responding party’s
responses to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories. Each answer is subject to all objections as to
competence, relevance, materiality, propriety, admissibility, and all other objections and ground
to which the same statement would be subject if delivered through live testimony in court. All
such objections and grounds are expressly reserved by this responding party and may be
interposed at the time of trial or in conjunction with other uses of these responses or the material
produced, except as explicitly stated.

For any inspection and production that occurs in this case, this responding party
specifically reserves the right to certain maintained privilege objections as to any privileged
information that may be inadvertently produced in response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories.
Further, this responding party expects that Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s counsel will return any
inadvertently produced document containing attorney-client communications, attorney work
product, or otherwise privileged information immediately.

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

If YOUR answer to Request for Admission No. 1 of the Plaintiffs’ First Set of Requests
for Admissions to Defendant Golden Nugget, Inc. was anything other than an unqualified
admission, DESCRIBE the process by which YOU divested YOURSELF of ownership of
Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and entertainment resort in Laughlin, Nevada, including without
limitation the dates the divestiture took place and the PERSON to whom you divested such
ownership.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, seeks confidential and
proprietary information and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. OBJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks to discovery information protected by the
attorney/client privilege and/or the work product doctrine.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that owns the outstanding stock
of, among other companies, GNL, CORP. Golden Nugget, Inc. does not directly own, control,

or operate the Golden Nugget Hotel and Casino in Laughlin Nevada. As detailed in GNL,
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CORP.’s answer and discovery responses, GNL, CORP. is the only entity that owns, operates
and controls the Golden Nugget in Laughlin, Nevada.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

IDENTIFY all properties and/or entities for which you claim to be "a holding company"
as stated in Defendants' Motion to Dismiss at 3:19-21, including without limitation the name(s)
of each property and/or entity you claim to hold, the means by which you claim to hold said
properties and/or entities, and the beneficial owner for whom you claim to hold said properties
and/or entities.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident and is not limited in time, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant,
and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. FURTHER
OBJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks confidential and/or proprietary information potentially
protected by attorney-client and/or attorney-work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that owns the outstanding stock
of GNLV, CORP; GNL, CORP.; LGE, Inc.; GNLC Holdings, Inc.; and 20% of Texas Gaming,
LLC.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

IDENTIFY YOUR parent corporation, if any, and any publicly held corporation owning
ten per cent (10%) or more of YOUR stock.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Golden Nugget, Inc.’s parent company is Landry’s Gaming, Inc. and no publicly held
corporation owns 10% or more of Golden Nugget, Inc.’s stock.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

DESCRIBE YOUR *“corporate relationship” to GNL, Corp., referred to in Defendants’

Motion to Dismiss at 6:26-28.
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RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited in temporal
scope or alleged incident, unduly burdensome, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence,
irrelevant, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
FURTHER OBJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks confidential and/or proprietary information
potentially protected by attorney-client and/or attorney-work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that owns the outstanding stock
of, among other companies, GNL, CORP. Golden Nugget, Inc. does not directly or indirectly,
manage or operate GNL, Corp. All day-to-day activities relating to the operation and
management are conducted by GNL, Corp. employees.

DATED this 22" day of May, 2017.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendant,
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.

JNBOOO7/1




Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Telephone No. (702) 940-3529

© 00 ~N o o B~ w NP

N NN NN NN NN R R R R R R R R Rl
©® N o U B~ W N P O © ©® N o o~ W N L O

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that | am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 22" day of
May, 2017, | served a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANT GOLDEN
NUGGET, INC.’S RESPONSES TO  PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES by serving as follows:

_X__ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

Depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.

Christopher Mathews, Esqg.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

Ph: 702-750-2950

Fax: 702-825-2841

mal@Ilawlv.com

Attorney for Plaintiffs

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

5/22/2017 3:21 PM

RSPN

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855) 429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant,
LANDRY’S, INC.

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

* Kk *

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

VS.

)

)

)

)

)
LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; )
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada )
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET )
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada )
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100, )
)

)

)

Defendants.

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

DEFENDANT LANDRY’S, INC.’S
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST
SET OF INTERROGATORIES

COMES NOW, Defendant LANDRY’S, INC. (hereinafter “Defendant”), by and through

its attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esq., of the law firm of GRANT & ASSOCIATES, and

pursuant to Rule 33, of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits its responses to

Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. This responding party objects to the Definitions and Instructions contained in
Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to the extent they are inconsistent with or purport to
impose requirements for discovery that exceed the requirements of the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure and to the extent that such Definitions and Instructions are unduly vague and

indefinite.

Iy
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2. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it calls for the
production for privileged information, including information protected by the attorney-client
privilege, investigative privilege, consulting expert exemption, documents containing work
product and documents prepared in anticipation of litigation or trial, as well as information
contained within documents covered by the joint defense privilege. This responding party
further objects to each interrogatory to the extent it seeks the disclosure of the identities of, or
any work generated by non-testifying consulting experts retained by or at the direction of this
responding party’s attorneys in anticipation of preparation for this and/or other threatened or
pending litigation arising out of the subject property, or in connection with the rendering of
legal advice to this responding party. The restatement of any specific objection in the context of
these responses shall not be construed to imply waiver of any unstated privilege objections
addressed by this General Objection, or any other applicable privilege or exemption from
discovery and the counterparts under the laws of any other jurisdiction that may be applicable.

3. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks to
impose a burden upon this responding party to search for documents or information in the
possession, custody or control of entities other than this responding party for the reason that
such is overly broad and beyond the scope of discovery allowed by the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure. This responding party also objects to any effort to require it to search for documents
or information in the possession, custody or control of unnamed entities other than this
responding party, including but not limited to information in the possession, custody or control
of public entities, for the reason that such is unduly burdensome, expensive, harassing and
beyond the obligations imposed by the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

4. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it is overly
broad, burdensome and oppressive, and seeks information neither relevant to the subject matter
of this action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. This
responding party has performed a reasonable inquiry in search of information as required by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure and had made every reasonable effort to locate the information
described herein, which effort has been made in good faith. This responding party cannot
affirm, however, that all such information has been supplied. Although this responding party
believes that all such information has been produced that is within this responding party
possession and/or control, this responding party will supplement its responses in accordance
with the applicable discovery rules in the event that this responding party discovers that it has
inadvertently failed to provide information within its responses to these Interrogatories.

5. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory that uses language such as
“each and every” or similar broad language. Such Interrogatories are onerous, burdensome,
harassing, prejudicial and overly broad. Each Interrogatory asking “any” and “all”” or “each and
every” is objectionable and such an inquiry is, in essence, a request for evidence, and not
discoverable information. Moreover, this responding party has no possible means of making
all-encompassing identifications that such a broadly worded request requires.

6. This responding party is conducting a thorough and reasonable search of its
records for information that may be responsive to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and is also
contacting those persons who have knowledge of the location and/or existence of information
that may be responsive. To the extent that Plaintiffs” Interrogatories or any portion thereof seek
to require this responding party to take any actions other than those enumerated above, this
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responding party objects to said request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and
oppressive and imposes obligations upon this responding party beyond those imposed by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

7. Answers made herein are made solely for the purposes of this responding party’s
responses to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories. Each answer is subject to all objections as to
competence, relevance, materiality, propriety, admissibility, and all other objections and ground
to which the same statement would be subject if delivered through live testimony in court. All
such objections and grounds are expressly reserved by this responding party and may be
interposed at the time of trial or in conjunction with other uses of these responses or the material
produced, except as explicitly stated.

For any inspection and production that occurs in this case, this responding party
specifically reserves the right to certain maintained privilege objections as to any privileged
information that may be inadvertently produced in response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories.
Further, this responding party expects that Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s counsel will return any
inadvertently produced document containing attorney-client communications, attorney work
product, or otherwise privileged information immediately.

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

If YOUR answer to Request for Admission No. 1 of the Plaintiffs’ First Set of Requests
for Admissions to Defendant Landry’s Inc. was anything other than an unqualified admission,
DESCRIBE the process by which YOU divested YOURSELF of ownership of Golden Nugget,
Inc., including without limitation the dates the divestiture took place and the PERSON to whom
you divested such ownership.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, seeks confidential and
proprietary information and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. OBJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks to discovery information protected by the
attorney/client privilege and/or the work product doctrine.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: On September 30, 2013, Landry’s, Inc. declared a stock dividend
divesting of all of its shares in Landry’s Gaming, Inc., including all of Landry’s Gaming, Inc.’s

subsidiaries, which resulted in Fertitta Entertainment, Inc., owning all outstanding shares of
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Landry’s Gaming, Inc., and all of its subsidiaries. Since September 30, 2013, Landry’s, Inc.
neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, owns any percent of the
outstanding ownership or membership interest in Landry’s Gaming, Inc., Golden Nugget, Inc.
or any of Golden Nugget, Inc.’s subsidiaries.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

DESCRIBE each of YOUR “sporadic contacts” with the State of Nevada referenced in
Defendants’ Reply in Support of Motion to Dismiss at 4:16-18, from May 12, 2010, to present.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident and is not limited in time, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant,
and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Landry’s, Inc. itself has no direct contacts with Nevada other than to
update its regulatory filings and/or activities by wholly owned subsidiaries.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

DESCRIBE the process by which you obtained permission to add restaurants to, and
upgrade the river-view rooms, in, the Golden Nugget Laughlin, as described in YOUR company
website on January 14, 2012.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: As detailed in GNL, CORP.’s answer and discovery responses, GNL,
COREP. is the entity that owns, operates and controls the Golden Nugget in Laughlin, Nevada.
Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, owns any
percent of the outstanding ownership or membership interest in GNL, CORP. Furthermore,

Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, operates or
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controls GNL, CORP. Landry’s, Inc.’s wholly owned subsidiaries operate restaurants inside the
casino.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

DESCRIBE the process by you obtained permission to implement “enhanced security
measures, including end-to-end encryption” at the Golden Nugget Laughlin as described in
YOUR company website on January 29, 2016, including without limitation the banquet service,
deli, Gold Diggers nightclub, and Starbucks.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: As detailed in GNL, CORP.’s answer and discovery responses, GNL,
COREP. is the entity that owns, operates and controls the Golden Nugget in Laughlin, Nevada.
Landry’s, Inc., neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, owns any
percent of the outstanding ownership or membership interest in GNL, CORP. Furthermore,
Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, operates or

controls GNL, CORP. Landry’s, Inc.’s wholly owned subsidiaries operate restaurants inside the

casino.
INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

DESCRIBE any change to the Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and entertainment resort in
Laughlin, Nevada, which YOU authorized from September 27, 2005, to present.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant

responds as follows: From September 27, 2005 through September 30, 2013, GNL, CORP. was
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a wholly owned subsidiary of Golden Nugget, Inc.; Golden Nugget, Inc. was a wholly owned
subsidiary of Landry’s Gaming, Inc.; and Landry’s Gaming, Inc. was a wholly owned
subsidiary of Landry’s, Inc. As such, Landry’s, Inc. did not authorize changes to the Golden
Nugget Laughlin hotel, casino and entertainment resort, but merely owned the outstanding stock
of parent company Landry’s Gaming, Inc.

Furthermore, since September 30, 2013, Landry’s, Inc. has neither directly nor
indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, owned any percent of the outstanding
ownership or membership interest in GNL, CORP. As detailed in GNL, CORP.’s answer and
discovery responses, GNL, CORP. is the entity that owns, operates and controls the Golden
Nugget in Laughlin, Nevada.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

IDENTIFY YOUR parent corporation, if any, and any publicly held corporation owning
ten per cent(10%) of more of YOUR stock.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Landry’s, Inc.’s parent company is Fertitta Group, Inc. No publicly held company owns
10% or more of Landry’s, Inc. stock.
DATED this 22" day of May, 2017.
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendant,
LANDRY’S, INC.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that | am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 22" day of
May, 2017, | served a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANT LANDRY’S,
INC.’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES by
serving as follows:

_X__ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

Depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.

Christopher Mathews, Esq.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

Ph: 702-750-2950

Fax: 702-825-2841

mal@Ilawlv.com

Attorney for Plaintiffs

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES
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Electronically Filed
6/7/2017 5:45 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COU,
OPP W' ﬁﬁ‘m

IQBAL LAW PLLC

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)
Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)
101 Convention Center Dr., Suite 1175
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel)

1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)
mai@ilawlv.com; cxm@ilawlv.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife, | Case No.: A-16-739887-C

NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual Dept. No.: XXXI
Plaintiffs, PLAINTIEFS’ OPPOSITION TO
v, DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

LANDRY’S, INC., a foreign corporation;
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC, a Nevada| AND, IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP; DOE | REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY UNDER
INDIVIDUALS 1-100; ROE BUSINESS | NEV. R. CIV. P. 56(f)

ENTITIES 1-100,
Date: June 27, 2017

Defendants. Time: 9:30 a.m.

AND ASSOCIATED CASES

Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown (“Plaintiffs”), by and through their attorney
of record, Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. of the law office of Igbal Law, PLLC, hereby oppose
Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment (the “Motion”) and respectfully request that the
Court (1) deny said Motion, and in the alternative (2) permit further discovery pursuant to Nev.

R. Civ. P. 56(F).

PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY UNDER
NEV. R. CIV. P. 56(f)

1of17
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V. CONCLUSION

For all the foregoing reasons, the Motion should be denied, and the Court should Order
Defendants GNI and Landry’s to fully respond to Plaintiffs” discovery.
Dated this 7th day of June, 2017. Respectfully Submitted,

IQBAL LAW PLLC

By:

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)
Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)
101 Convention Center Dr., Suite 1175
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel)

1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)
mai@ilawlv.com; cxm@ilawlv.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and
Nettie Brown

PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY UNDER
NEV. R. CIV. P. 56(f)
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that | am an employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC, and that on this 7th
day of June, 2017 | caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing PLAINTIFFS’
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND, IN
THE ALTERNATIVE, REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY UNDER
NEV. R. CIV. P. 56(f) in the following manner:

(ELECTRONIC SERVICE) Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, the above-
referenced document was electronically filed on the date hereof and served through the Notice of
Electronic Filing automatically generated by the Court’s facilities to those parties listed on the

Court’s Master Service List.

Grant & Associates

Contact Email

Annalisa Grant annalisa.grant@aig.com
Diana Smith diana.smith@aig.com
Lee Grant lee.grant@aig.com
Shannon Jory shannon.jory@aig.com
Sydney Basham sydney.basham@aig.com

Rogers Mastrangelo Carvalho & Mitchell
Contact Email

Margarita Moreno rmcmfiling@rmcmlaw.com

[s/ Jaime Serrano, Jr.
An employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC

PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY UNDER
NEV. R. CIV. P. 56(f)

17 of 17
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Landry's Announces Completion of Acquisition of Golden Nugget Las Vegas and Golden
Nugget Laughlin

Company Adds Premier Casinos to Restaurant,

Hospitality, Entertainment Properties

Sep 27, 2005, 01:00 ET from Landry's Restaurants, Inc.

JNB00101



HOUSTON, Sept. 27 /PRNewswire-FirstCall/ -- Landry‘s Restaurants, Inc.
(NYSE: LNY), one of the nation's largest casual dining and entertainment
companies, announced today it has closed the purchase of the landmark Golden
Nugget Casino and Hotel in downtown Las Vegas and the Golden Nugget Casino and
Hotel in Laughlin, Nevada from PB Gaming, Inc. by acquiring the stock of
Poster Financial Group, Inc. ("Poster") for $140 million in cash and the
assumption of $155 million of Senior Secured Notes due 2011, as well as
certain working capital liabilities, including house banks in the amount of
$23 million and Poster's existing credit facility.

The acquisition was subject to regulatory approvals, including the Nevada
Gaming Commission, which were completed today.

"Landry's is thrilled to add casino gaming to a varied and diverse
collection of entertainment offerings that already includes casual and fine
dining, hospitality and aquarium properties,” said Tilman Fertitta, Chairman,
President and CEO of Landry's. "The Golden Nugget is the premier property in
downtown Las Vegas, has outstanding brand recognition across the country, and
is a perfect fit for us. 1In addition, the Golden Nugget in Laughlin provides
us a second gaming property in an established market. Landry's operating
skill and steady leadership will help boost the Golden Nugget to a new level
of performance and satisfaction.”

Chief Financial Officer Rick Liem said, "We believe both properties have
excellent upside potential and will be accretive to our 206 earnings.”

Landry's Restaurants, Inc. is one of the nation’s largest and fastest
growing casual-dining and entertainment companies. Publicly traded on the New
York Stock Exchange, Landry's owns and operates over 300 restaurants,
including Landry's Seafood House, Joe's Crab Shack, The Crab House, Rainforest
Cafe, Charley's Crab, Willie G's Seafood & Steak House, The Chart House and
Saltgrass Steak House. Landry's also owns several icon developments,
including Inn at the Ballpark and the Downtown Aquarium in Houston; Kemah
Boardwalk, a magnificent 4@-acre, family-oriented themed entertainment
destination; and the 17-acre Downtown Aquarium in Denver. The company employs
over 36,800 workers in 36 states.

This press release contains certain forward-looking statements within the
meaning of Section 27A of the Securities Act of 1933 and Section 21E of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, which are intended to be covered
by safe harbors created thereby. Stockholders are cautioned that all forward-
looking statements are based largely on the Company's expectations and involve
risks and uncertainties, some of which cannot be predicted or are beyond the
Company's control. A statement containing a projection of revenues, income,
earnings per share, same store sales, capital expenditures, or future economic
performance are just a few examples of forward-looking statements. Some
factors that could realistically cause results to differ materially from those
projected in the forward-looking statements include ineffective marketing or
promotions, competition, weather, store management turnover, a weak economy,
negative same store sales, the Company's inability or failure to continue its
expansion strategy. The Company may not update or revise any forward-looking
statements made in this press release.
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SCURCE Landry's Restaur‘énts, Inc.
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4/19/2017 Form 10-Q

Although we believe that the assumptions underlying our forward-looking statements are reasonable, any of the assumptions could be
inaccurate, and, therefore, we cann ot assure you that the forward-looking statements included in this report will prove to be accurate. In
light of the significant uncertainties inherent in our forward-looking statements, the inclusion of such information should not be regarded
as a representation by us or any other person that our objectives and plans will be achieved.

2

https:fiwww.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1278868/000119312506234839/d10g.htm 4/34
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41192017 Form 10-Q
8

https://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1278868/000119312506234839/d10q.htm 11134
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4/19/2017 Form 10-Q

Three months ended September 30, 2006 Compared to Three months ended September 30, 2005

Net revenues for the three months ended September 30, 2006 were $51.4 million, a decrease of $7.3 million, or 12.5% comparcd to
the three months ended September 30, 2005. The decrease in net revenues was primarily attributable to decreases in casino revenues and
food and beverage revenues offset by a decrease in promotional allowances. These decreases in revenues were more than offset by the
positive impact of reducing casino, food and beverage, and general and administrative expenses as well as cost savings from lower interest
rates on outstanding debt. Overall, net income increased to $0.9 million in the three months ended September 30, 2006 compared to a loss

of $5.1 million in the three months ended September 30, 2005.
24

https://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1278868/000119312506234839/d10q.htm 28/34
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4/19/12017 Form 10-Q

We anticipate capital expenditures associated with the Golden Nugget — Las Vegas renovation to approximate $90.1 million in 2006,
with additional expenditures for an expansion in 2007. As of September 30, 2006, we have spent $16.6 million for capital expenditures in
connection with the renovation in the current year. Qur Parent has expended approximately $43.6 million for in progress construction
related to the renovation which may be transferre d, contributed or leased to us upon completion.

26

https//www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1278868/000119312506234839/d10g.htm 31/34
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EXHIBIT D
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www.landrysinc.com/protectingourcustomers/Locations.asp?loc=LDRY

Gandy Dancer

Golden Nugget Laughlin

NV

Location City

Golden Nugget

Laughlin -All Retail Laughlin

Areas***
Golden Nugget -
Banquets

Golden Nugget -
Gold Diggers

Starbucks Golden
Nugget Laughlin

Golden Nugget - Deli Laughlin

Golden Nugget Atlantic City

Golden Nugget Biloxi
Golden Nugget Lake Charles
Golden Nugget Las Vegas
Grand Concourse

Grotto

Kemah Boardwalk

La Griglia

Landry's Seafood

http://www.landrysinc.com/protectingourcustomers/Locations.asp?loc=LDRY

Laughlin

Laughlin

Laughlin

State

NV

NV

NV

NV

NV

Dates
Affected

5/8/2014 to
1/27/2015

5/5/2014 to
6/4/2014

5/5/2014 to
3/14/2015;
5/8/2015 to
12/3/2015

5/5/2014 to
5/20/2014

5/5/2014 to
6/4/2014

JNB0O0150

2/4



3/5/2017

www.landrysinc.com/protectingourcustomers/Locations.asp?loc=LDRY

Mai Tai Bar

Mastro's

McCormick & Schmick's
Meriwether's
Mitchell's Fish Market
Morton's

Oceanaire Seafood Room
Peohe's

Pleasure Pier
Rainforest Cafe

River Crab

Rusty Pelican
Saltgrass

San Luis Resort

SHe

Simms

Westin

Tower Of Americas
Trevi's

T-Rex

Vic & Anthony's

Willie G's

http://iwww.landrysinc.com/protectingourcustomers/Locations.asp?loc=LDRY
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3/56/2017 www,landrysinc.com/protectingourcustomers/Locations.asp?loc=LDRY

Yak and Yeti's

*Because this location closed before the investigation began, systems from the location were
not available to examine.Thus, although we are listing the date that this location closed, we
have not been able to determine if it was affected by this incident any time before it closed.
**Findings from the investigation are inconclusive to determine whether this location was

affected.
***] ocation/Updated

4/4
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
04/19/2017 05:12:48 PM

IQBAL LAW PLLC

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)

Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)

101 Convention Center Dr., Suite 1175

Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel); 1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)
mai@ilawlv.com cxm@ilawlv.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife, | Case No.: A-16-739887-C
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual Dept. No.: XXXI

Plaintiffs, PLAINTIFFS JOE N. BROWN’S AND

NETTIE J. BROWN’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT
LANDRY’S, INC., a foreign corporation; LANDRY’S, INC.

GOLDEN NUGGET, INC, a Nevada
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP.; DOE
INDIVIDUALS 1-100; ROE BUSINESS
ENTITIES 1-100,

VS.

Defendants.

AND ASSOCIATED CASES

TO: Defendant LANDRY’S, INC.; and
TO: LEE J. GRANT II, its counsel of record:

Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown, pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure (“NRCP”) 26 and 33, propound the following interrogatories to Defendant Landry’s,
Inc. Please answer each of the following interrogatories separately, fully, in writing, and under
oath. The answers are to be signed by you and must be served within thirty (30) calendar days
after being served.

If you object to any interrogatory, you must explain your objection with particularity, and
list all factual and legal support for your objection. If you object to answering any part of any
interrogatory, specify the part to which you object, and answer the remainder.

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
1of5
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It

Each interrogatory not only calls for your knowledge, but also for all knowledge that is
available to you through reasonable inquiry, including by your representatives and attorney.
These interrogatories are continuing, requiring prompt supplemental answers if further
events occur or if further information is obtained, developed, or disclosed between the time these
interrogatories are first answered and the time of adjudication.
DEFINITIONS
1. “DOCUMENT” or “DOCUMENTS” means any writing or writings as defined by NRCP

34 and includes writings, drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, audio recordings, and

O R N W N

other data compilations from which information can be obtained and/or translated, if

o)

necessary, by the responding party through detection devices into reasonably usable

—_—
—

form. The terms “DOCUMENT” and “DOCUMENTS” include any comment or

12

notation appearing on any such writing and not part of the original text. A DOCUMENT

including such a comment or notation is considered a separate DOCUMENT.

“DOCUMENT” or “DOCUMENTS?” refer to any document now or at any time in YOUR

15 possession, custody or control. A person is deemed in control of a DOCUMENT if the
16 person has any ownership, possession or custody of the DOCUMENT or the right to
17 secure the DOCUMENT or a copy thereof from any person or public or private entity
18 having physical possession thereof. “DOCUMENTS” shall not include exact duplicates
19 where originals are available, but shall include all copies different from originals in any
20 way by virtue of any writings, notations, symbols, characters, impressions, or any marks
21 thereon in any form.

22 2, “WRITINGS” and “RECORDINGS” as defined by NRS 52.225, mean ANY letters,

23 words, or numbers, or their equivalent, set down by handwriting, typewriting, printing,
24 photostating, photographing, magnetic impulse, mechanical or electronic recording, or
25 other form of data compilation.

26 3. The terms “YOU” and “YOUR” mean Defendant LANDRY'S, INC.

28 PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
20of5
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5
6
7
8
9

10.

A reference to a “PERSON” or “PEOPLE” includes any individual, corporation,

partnership, joint venture, limited liability company, governmental entity, unincorporated

organization, trust, association or other entity responsive to the description in the request,

and includes all of that person’s principals, employees, agents, attorneys, consultants and

other representatives.

To “DESCRIBE” means to relate in detail sufficient to distinguish the method,

procedure, person, place, or thing from all other similar methods, procedures, persons,

places, or things.

With respect to a PERSON (which term includes any individual, corporation, partnership,

joint venture, limited liability company, governmental entity, unincorporated

organization, trust, association or other entity responsive to the description in the

request), the term “IDENTIFY” and “STATE THE IDENTITY OF” mean to set forth the

following information:

a. The name or names of the PERSON requested;

b. That PERSON’s name, address, or other contact information; and

c. Any other descriptive information necessary in order to adequately describe that
PERSON or those people.

The terms “AND” and “OR” shall be construed either conjunctively or disjunctively as

necessary to bring within the scope of the request all responses that might otherwise fall

outside the scope of the request.

The terms “ALL,” “ANY,” and “EACH” encompass any and all of the matter discussed.

The use of singular form includes plural and vice versa.

The use of present tense includes past tense, and vice versa.

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: If YOUR answer to Request for Admission No. | of

Plaintiffs’ First Set of Requests for Admissions to Defendant Landry’s Inc. was anything other

than an unqualified admission, DESCRIBE the process by which YOU divested YOURSELF of

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
3of 5
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ownership of Golden Nugget, Inc., including without limitation the dates the divestiture took
place and the PERSON to whom you divested such ownership.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: DESCRIBE each of YOUR “sporadic contacts” with the
State of Nevada referenced in Defendants’ Reply in Support of Motion to Dismiss at 4:16-18,
from May 12, 2010, to the present.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: DESCRIBE the process by which you obtained permission
to add restaurants to, and upgrade the river-view rooms in, the Golden Nugget Laughlin, as
described in YOUR company website on January 14, 2012.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: DESCRIBE the process by you obtained permission to
implement “enhanced security measures, including end-to-end encryption™ at the Golden Nugget
Laughlin as described in YOUR company website on January 29, 2016, including without
limitation the banquet service, deli, Gold Diggers nightclub, and Starbucks.
INTERROGATORY NO. 5: DESCRIBE any change to the Golden Nugget hotel,
casino, and entertainment resort in Laughlin, Nevada, which YOU authorized from September
27, 2005, to the present.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: IDENTIFY YOUR parent corporation, if any, and any
publicly held corporation owning ten per cent (10%) or more of YOUR stock.

Dated April 19, 2017. IQBAL LAW PLLC

By: /s/ Mohamed A. Igbal

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)
Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and
Nettie J. Brown

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
40of 5
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC, and that on this
19" day of April, 2017 I caused to be served a true and correct copy of foregoing PLAINTIFFS
JOE N. BROWN’S AND NETTIE J. BROWN’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
TO DEFENDANT LANDRY’S, INC. in the following manner:

(ELECTRONIC SERVICE) Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, the above-
referenced document was electronically filed on the date hereof and served through the Notice of
Electronic Filing automatically generated by the Court’s facilities to those parties listed on the

Court’s Master Service List.

Grant & Associates
Contact Email
Diana Smith diana.smith@aig.com
Lee Grant lee.grant@aig.com
Shannon Jory shannon.jory@aig.com
Sydney Basham sydney.basham@®@aig.com
Annalisa Grant annalisa.grant@aig.com

Rogers Mastrangelo Carvalho &Mitchell
Margarita Moreno rmcmfiling@rmcemlaw.com

/s/ Heather M. Caliguire
An employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
Sof5
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Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

940-3529

702‘
855)429-3413

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Telephone No. :
Facsimile No.
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
5/22/2017 3:21 PM

RSPN

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855)429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant,
LANDRY’S, INC.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

* % %

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

)

)

)

VS. ) DEFENDANT LANDRY’S, INC.’S

) RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST

LANDRY'S, INC.,, a foreign corporation; ) SET OF INTERROGATORIES

GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada )

corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET )

LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada )

corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )
)
)
)
)

ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

COMES NOW, Defendant LANDRY?’S, INC. (hereinafter “Defendant”), by and through
its attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esq., of the law firm of GRANT & ASSOCIATES, and
pursuant to Rule 33, of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits its responses to

Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. This responding party objects to the Definitions and Instructions contained in
Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to the extent they are inconsistent with or purport to
impose requirements for discovery that exceed the requirements of the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure and to the extent that such Definitions and Instructions are unduly vague and
indefinite.

Iy
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Grant & Associates

, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 8‘3’1 13
Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
Facsimilc No. (855)429-3413

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkwa
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2. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it calls for the
production for privileged information, including information protected by the attorney-client
privilege, investigative privilege, consulting expert exemption, documents containing work
product and documents prepared in anticipation of litigation or trial, as well as information
contained within documents covered by the joint defense privilege. This responding party
further objects to each interrogatory to the extent it seeks the disclosure of the identities of, or
any work generated by non-testifying consulting experts retained by or at the direction of this
responding party’s attorneys in anticipation of preparation for this and/or other threatened or
pending litigation arising out of the subject property, or in connection with the rendering of
legal advice to this responding party. The restatement of any specific objection in the context of
these responses shall not be construed to imply waiver of any unstated privilege objections
addressed by this General Objection, or any other applicable privilege or exemption from
discovery and the counterparts under the laws of any other jurisdiction that may be applicable.

3. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks to
impose a burden upon this responding party to search for documents or information in the
possession, custody or control of entities other than this responding party for the reason that
such is overly broad and beyond the scope of discovery allowed by the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure. This responding party also objects to any effort to require it to search for documents
or information in the possession, custody or control of unnamed entities other than this
responding party, including but not limited to information in the possession, custody or control
of public entities, for the reason that such is unduly burdensome, expensive, harassing and
beyond the obligations imposed by the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

4. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it is overly
broad, burdensome and oppressive, and seeks information neither relevant to the subject matter
of this action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. This
responding party has performed a reasonable inquiry in search of information as required by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure and had made every reasonable effort to locate the information
described herein, which effort has been made in good faith. This responding party cannot
affirm, however, that all such information has been supplied. Although this responding party
believes that all such information has been produced that is within this responding party
possession and/or control, this responding party will supplement its responses in accordance
with the applicable discovery rules in the event that this responding party discovers that it has
inadvertently failed to provide information within its responses to these Interrogatories.

5. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory that uses language such as
“each and every” or similar broad language. Such Interrogatories are onerous, burdensome,
harassing, prejudicial and overly broad. Each Interrogatory asking “any” and “all” or “each and
every” is objectionable and such an inquiry is, in essence, a request for evidence, and not
discoverable information. Moreover, this responding party has no possible means of making
all-encompassing identifications that such a broadly worded request requires.

6. This responding party is conducting a thorough and reasonable search of its
records for information that may be responsive to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and is also
contacting those persons who have knowledge of the location and/or existence of information
that may be responsive. To the extent that Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories or any portion thereof seek
to require this responding party to take any actions other than those enumerated above, this

JNB0O0160




Parkwag, Suite 300
a 89113

702} 940-3529
855)429-3413

Grant & Associates
ile No. :

Las Vegas, Nevad

Telephone No.
Facsim

7455 Arroyo Crossing

S O 0 N N R WD -

NN N N NN NN N e e e e e em e e e e
0 NN W A WN = O D 0NN Y Bl W —

responding party objects to said request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and
oppressive and imposes obligations upon this responding party beyond those imposed by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

7. Answers made herein are made solely for the purposes of this responding party’s
responses to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories. Each answer is subject to all objections as to
competence, relevance, materiality, propriety, admissibility, and all other objections and ground
to which the same statement would be subject if delivered through live testimony in court. All
such objections and grounds are expressly reserved by this responding party and may be
interposed at the time of trial or in conjunction with other uses of these responses or the material
produced, except as explicitly stated.

For any inspection and production that occurs in this case, this responding party
specifically reserves the right to certain maintained privilege objections as to any privileged
information that may be inadvertently produced in response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories.
Further, this responding party expects that Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s counsel will return any
inadvertently produced document containing attorney-client communications, attorney work
product, or otherwise privileged information immediately.

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

If YOUR answer to Request for Admission No. 1 of the Plaintiffs’ First Set of Requests
for Admissions to Defendant Landry’s Inc. was anything other than an unqualified admission,
DESCRIBE the process by which YOU divested YOURSELF of ownership of Golden Nugget,
Inc., including without limitation the dates the divestiture took place and the PERSON to whom
you divested such ownership.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, seeks confidential and
proprietary information and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. OBJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks to discovery information protected by the
attorney/client privilege and/or the work product doctrine.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: On September 30, 2013, Landry’s, Inc. declared a stock dividend
divesting of all of its shares in Landry’s Gaming, Inc., including all of Landry’s Gaming, Inc.’s

subsidiaries, which resulted in Fertitta Entertainment, Inc., owning all outstanding shares of
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Landry’s Gaming, Inc., and all of its subsidiaries. Since September 30, 2013, Landry’s, Inc.
neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, owns any percent of the
outstanding ownership or membership interest in Landry’s Gaming, Inc., Golden Nugget, Inc.

or any of Golden Nugget, Inc.’s subsidiaries.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

DESCRIBE each of YOUR “sporadic contacts” with the State of Nevada referenced in

Defendants’ Reply in Support of Motion to Dismiss at 4:16-18, from May 12, 2010, to present.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

OBIJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident and is not limited in time, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant,
and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Landry’s, Inc. itself has no direct contacts with Nevada other than to

update its regulatory filings and/or activities by wholly owned subsidiaries.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

DESCRIBE the process by which you obtained permission to add restaurants to, and
upgrade the river-view rooms, in, the Golden Nugget Laughlin, as described in YOUR company
website on January 14,2012,

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATOQORY NO. 3:

OBIJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: As detailed in GNL, CORP.’s answer and discovery responses, GNL,
CORRP. is the entity that owns, operates and controls the Golden Nugget in Laughlin, Nevada.
Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, owns any
percent of the outstanding ownership or membership interest in GNL, CORP. Furthermore,

Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, operates or

JNB00162




Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Telephone No. }702) 940-3529
Facsimile No. (855}429-3413

A~ W

O 0 9

10
1
12
3
14
15
16
17
E:
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

controls GNL, CORP. Landry’s, Inc.’s wholly owned subsidiaries operate restaurants inside the

casino.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

DESCRIBE the process by you obtained permission to implement “enhanced security
measures, including end-to-end encryption” at the Golden Nugget Laughlin as described in
YOUR company website on January 29, 2016, including without limitation the banquet service,

deli, Gold Diggers nightclub, and Starbucks.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

OBIJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: As detailed in GNL, CORP.’s answer and discovery responses, GNL,
CORP. is the entity that owns, operates and controls the Golden Nugget in Laughlin, Nevada.
Landry’s, Inc., neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, owns any
percent of the outstanding ownership or membership interest in GNL, CORP. Furthermore,
Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, operates or
controls GNL, CORP. Landry’s, Inc.’s wholly owned subsidiaries operate restaurants inside the
casino.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

DESCRIBE any change to the Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and entertainment resort in
Laughlin, Nevada, which YOU authorized from September 27, 2005, to present.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. §:

OBIJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant

responds as follows: From September 27, 2005 through September 30, 2013, GNL, CORP. was
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a wholly owned subsidiary of Golden Nugget, Inc.; Golden Nugget, Inc. was a wholly owned
subsidiary of Landry’s Gaming, Inc.; and Landry’s Gaming, Inc. was a wholly owned
subsidiary of Landry’s, Inc. As such, Landry’s, Inc. did not authorize changes to the Golden
Nugget Laughlin hotel, casino and entertainment resort, but merely owned the outstanding stock
of parent company Landry’s Gaming, Inc.

Furthermore, since September 30, 2013, Landry’s, Inc. has neither directly nor
indirectly, through one or more of its subsidiaries, owned any percent of the outstanding
ownership or membership interest in GNL, CORP. As detailed in GNL, CORP.’s answer and
discovery responses, GNL, CORP. is the entity that owns, operates and controls the Golden
Nugget in Laughlin, Nevada.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

IDENTIFY YOUR parent corporation, if any, and any publicly held corporation owning
ten per cent(10%) of more of YOUR stock.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Landry’s, Inc.’s parent company is Fertitta Group, Inc. No publicly held company owns
10% or more of Landry’s, Inc. stock.

DATED this 22" day of May, 2017.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

[s/ Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendant,
LANDRY’S, INC.
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IQBAL LAW PLLC

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)

Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)

101 Convention Center Dr., Suite 1175

Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel); 1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)
mai@ilawlv.com cxm@ilawlv.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife, | Case No.: A-16-739887-C
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual, Dept. No.: XXXI
Plaintiffs,

Vs. PLAINTIFFS JOE N. BROWN’S AND

_ , NETTIE J. BROWN’S FIRST SET OF
LANDRY,S, INC, a forelgn corporation; REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP.; DOE

INDIVIDUALS 1-100; ROE BUSINESS
ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

AND ASSOCIATED CASES

TO: Defendant LANDRY’S, INC.; and
TO: LEE J. GRANT II, its counsel of record:

Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown, pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure (“NRCP”) 34, hereby request that Defendant Landry’s, Inc. produce for inspection the
documents and things identified herein in accordance with all applicable Rules and the
Definitions and Instructions set forth below within thirty (30) calendar days after being served.

These requests are continuing, requiring prompt supplemental answers if further events
occur or if further information is obtained, developed, or disclosed between the time these
requests are first answered and the time of adjudication.

/11
111/

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
1 of 8
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DEFINITIONS
“DOCUMENT?” or “DOCUMENTS” means any writing or writings as defined by NRCP
34 and includes writings, drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, audio recordings, and
other data compilations from which information can be obtained and/or translated, if
necessary, by the responding party through detection devices into reasonably usable
form. The terms “DOCUMENT” and “DOCUMENTS” include any comment or
notation appearing on any such writing and not part of the original text. A DOCUMENT
including such a comment or notation is considered a separate DOCUMENT.
“DOCUMENT” or “DOCUMENTS?” refer to any document now or at any time in YOUR
possession, custody or control. A person is deemed in control of a DOCUMENT if the
person has any ownership, possession or custody of the DOCUMENT or the right to
secure the DOCUMENT or a copy thereof from any person or public or private entity
having physical possession thereof. “DOCUMENTS” shall not include exact duplicates
where originals are available, but shall include all copies different from originals in any
way by virtue of any writings, notations, symbols, characters, impressions, or any marks
thereon in any form.
“WRITINGS” and “RECORDINGS” as defined by Nevada Revised Statute 52.225,
mean ANY letters, words, or numbers, or their equivalent, set down by handwriting,
typewriting, printing, photostating, photographing, magnetic impulse, mechanical or
electronic recording, or other form of data compilation.
The terms “YOU” and “YOUR” mean Defendant LANDRY’S, INC.
A reference to a “PERSON” or “PEOPLE” includes any individual, corporation,
partnership, joint venture, limited liability company, governmental entity, unincorporated
organization, trust, association or other entity responsive to the description in the request,
and includes all of that person’s principals, employees, agents, attorneys, consultants and

other representatives.

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
20f8
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11.

To “DESCRIBE” means to relate in detail sufficient to distinguish the method,
procedure, person, place, or thing from all other similar methods, procedures, persons,
places, or things.
“RELATE” and “RELATING,” and the terms “CONCERN” and CONCERNING,” mean
consisting of, referring to, reflecting, describing, evidencing or constituting or being in
any way logically or factually connected with the matter discussed.
“COMMUNICATION” or “COMMUNICATIONS” mean the transmittal of information
(in the form of facts, ideas, inquiries or otherwise) whether orally, in writing or
otherwise.
The terms “AND” and “OR” shall be construed either conjunctively or disjunctively as
necessary to bring within the scope of the request all responses that might otherwise fall
outside the scope of the request.
The terms “ALL,” “ANY,” and “EACH” encompass any and all of the matter discussed.
The use of singular form includes plural and vice versa.
The use of present tense includes past tense, and vice versa.

INSTRUCTIONS
All production of DOCUMENTS and objections to the production of DOCUMENTS
requested herein shall be made in writing and delivered to the office of IQBAL LAW
PLLC, 101 CONVENTION CENTER DRIVE, SUITE 1175, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA
89109, on or before 5:00 pm PST on the date set for production.
Pursuant to the NRCP 34(2)(E)(i), the DOCUMENTS, WRITINGS, and/or
RECORDINGS to be produced must be produced as they are kept in the usual course of
business or must be organized and labeled to correspond to the categories in the relevant
request for production.
To the extent possible, please produce all DOCUMENTS, WRITINGS, and/or

RECORDINGS in electronic form either on compact disc or in cloud storage.

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
3of8
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Electronically stored information must be produced in PDF format with load files
containing the COMMUNICATION’s and/or DOCUMENT’s text and all available
metadata.

All DOCUMENTS are to be produced as they are kept in the usual course of business
with any identifying labels, file folders, file markings, or similar identifying features, or
shall be organized and labeled to correspond to the categories requested herein. If there
are no DOCUMENTS responsive to a particular request, Defendant LANDRY'’S, INC.
shall state so in writing.

These requests call for the production of all responsive DOCUMENTS in YOUR
possession, custody or control, or in the possession, custody, or control of any of YOUR
employees, predecessors, successors, parents, subsidiaries, divisions, affiliates, partners,
joint ventures, brokers, attorneys, accountants, financial advisors, representatives and
agents or other persons acting on YOUR behalf, without regard to the physical location
of such DOCUMENTS. In responding to these requests, includle DOCUMENTS
obtained on YOUR behalf by YOUR counsel, employees, agents or any other persons
acting on YOUR behalf. If YOUR response is that the DOCUMENTS are not within
YOUR possession or custody, describe in detail the unsuccessful efforts YOU made to
locate each such DOCUMENT. If your response is that DOCUMENTS are not under
YOUR control, IDENTIFY the PERSON(s) with control of the DOCUMENTS presently
and/or knowledge of the present location of the DOCUMENTS.

If any DOCUMENT applicable to any request for production was, but no longer is, in
YOUR possession or was destroyed, subject to YOUR control or in existence, include a
statement:

a. IDENTIFYING the DOCUMENT;

b. Describing where the DOCUMENT is now and why it was lost or transferred;

c. IDENTIFYING the PERSON(s) with control of the DOCUMENT at the time it was

lost or transferred;

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
40f 8
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INDENTIFYING the PERSON(s) with control of or in possession of the

2 DOCUMENT at present;

3 e. Describing how the DOCUMENT became lost or destroyed or was transferred;

4 f. IDENTIFYING the date of the destruction or transfer of the DOCUMENT;

5 g. Describing the contents of the DOCUMENT; and

6 h. IDENTIFYING each of those PERSONS responsible for or having knowledge of the

7 loss, destruction or transfer of this DOCUMENT from YOUR possession, custody or

8 control.

9 8. Each request for production contemplates production of all DOCUMENTS in their
10 entirety. If a portion of a DOCUMENT s responsive to one or more requests, the
11 DOCUMENT must be produced in its entirety in response to each request to which it is
12 responsive.

9. If any DOCUMENT is withheld in whole or in part, for ANY reason including, without

limitation, a claim of privilege or other protection from disclosure such as the work

15 product doctrine or other business confidentiality or trade secret protection, set forth
16 separately with respect to each DOCUMENT:

17 a. The ground of privilege or protection claimed;

18 b. Each and every basis under which the DOCUMENT is withheld,

19 c. The type of DOCUMENT,

20 d. Its general subject matter;

21 e. The DOCUMENT’s date;

22 f. The author(s) of the DOCUMENT;

23 g. ANY recipient of the DOCUMENT;

24 h. TIts present location and custodian; and

25 i. The requests to which the DOCUMENT is responsive.
26 10. To the extent YOU assert that a DOCUMENT contains information that should be

27 protected from disclosure (based on the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine
28 PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
50f8
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or another protection) and non-privileged information, the non-privileged portions of the
DOCUMENT must be produced. For each such DOCUMENT, indicate the portion of the
DOCUMENT withheld by stamping the words “MATERIAL REDACTED” on the
DOCUMENT in an appropriate location that does not obscure the remaining text.

11.  If there are no DOCUMENTS responsive to any particular request, as determined after a
reasonable and diligent investigation, YOU must state so in writing.

12.  These requests for production are continuing in nature; in the event you become aware of
or acquire in your possession custody or control of additional responsive DOCUMENTS,
you must promptly produce such additional DOCUMENTS for inspection and copying.

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

REQUEST NO. 1: All DOCUMENTS RELATING to YOUR divestiture of ownership of

Golden Nugget, Inc.

REQUEST NO. 2: All DOCUMENTS RELATING to the process by which you obtained

permission to add restaurants to, and upgrade the river-view rooms in, the Golden Nugget

Laughlin, as described in YOUR company website on January 14, 2012.

REQUEST NO. 3: All DOCUMENTS RELATING to the process by which you obtained

permission to implement “enhanced security measures, including end-to-end encryption” at the

Golden Nugget Laughlin, as described in YOUR company website on January 29, 2016,

including without limitation the banquet service, deli, Gold Diggers nightclub, and Starbucks.

REQUEST NO.4: All DOCUMENTS relating to the process by which you obtained

permission to implement any change to the premises of the Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and

entertainment resort in Laughlin, Nevada, which YOU authorized or directed from September

27, 2005, to the present.

/11

111/

/17

/11

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
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REQUEST NO. 5: All DOCUMENTS RELATING to YOUR “corporate relationship” to

2 GNL, Corp., referred to in Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss at 6:26-28.
3 Dated April 19, 2017. IQBAL LAW PLLC
4 By: /s/ Mohamed A. Igbal
Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)
5 Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and
6 Nettie J. Brown
7
8
9
10
11
12

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
7 of 8
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] CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC, and that on this
19" day of April, 2017 I caused to be served a true and correct copy of foregoing PLAINTIFFS
JOE N. BROWN’S AND NETTIE J. BROWN’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO LANDRY’S, INC. in the following manner:

(ELECTRONIC SERVICE) Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, the above-
referenced document was electronically filed on the date hereof and served through the Notice of
Electronic Filing automatically generated by the Court’s facilities to those parties listed on the

10 Court’s Master Service List.

Grant & Associates
12 Contact Email
Diana Smith diana.smith@aig.com
Lee Grant lee.grant@aig.com
15 Shannon Jory shannon.iory@aig.com
16 Sydney Basham sydney.basham@aig.com
17 Annalisa Grant annalisa.grant@aig.com
18 Rogers Mastrangelo Carvalho &Mitchell
19 Margarita Moreno rmemfiling@rmemlaw.com
20 /s/ Heather M. Caliguire
21 An employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC
22
23
24
25
26
27
28 PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
5/22/2017 3:17 PM

RSPN

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855)429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant,
LANDRY’S, INC.
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
% % %k

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

)
)
)
vs. ) DEFENDANT LANDRY'S, INC.’S
) RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST
LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; ) SET OF REQUEST FOR
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada ) PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET )
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada )
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100, )

)

)

)

Defendants.

COMES NOW, Defendant LANDRY’S, INC. (hereinafter “Defendant™), by and
through its attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esq., of the law firm of GRANT & ASSOCIATES,
pursuant to Rule 34, of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, and hereby submits its responses
to Plaintiffs’ First Set of Request for Production of Documents as follows:

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

LANDRY’S, INC. has not yet completed its investigation and discovery of this matter.
The following responses are provided to the best of LANDRY’S, INC.’S ability and
understanding at this time. Discovery is continuing and LANDRY’S, INC. reserves the right to

supplement these responses as additional information becomes available.

Case Number: A-16-739887-C \J N B O O 1 7 6
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REQUEST NO. 1:
All DOCUMENTS RELATING to YOUR divestiture of ownership of Golden Nugget,

Inc.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:

OBJECTION: This Request is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, seek confidential and
proprietary information and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. OBJECTION: This Request seeks to discovery information protected by the
attorney/client privilege and/or the work product doctrine.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: See Landry’s, Inc. response to Interrogatory No. 1, fully incorporated
herein.

REQUEST NO. 2:

All DOCUMENTS RELATING to the process by which you obtained permission to add
restaurants to, and upgrade the river-view rooms in, the Golden Nugget Laughlin, as described
in YOUR company website on January 14, 2012.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

OBJECTION: This Request is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: See Landry’s, Inc. response to Interrogatory No. 3, fully incorporated
herein. No documents.

REQUEST NO. 3:

All DOCUMENTS RELATING to the process by which you obtained permission to

implement “enhanced security measures, including end-to-end encryption: at the Golden Nugget

Laughlin, as described in YOUR company website on January 29, 2016, including without
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limitation the banquets service, deli, Gold Diggers nightclub, and Starbucks.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3:

OBJECTION: This Request is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, seeks highly confidential
and proprietary information and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: See Landry’s, Inc. response to Interrogatory No. 4, fully incorporated
herein. No documents.

REQUEST NO. 4:

All DOCUMENTS relating to the process by which you obtained permission to
implement any change to the premises of the Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and entertainment
resort in Laughlin, Nevada, which YOUR authorized or directed from September 27, 2005, to
the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4:

OBJECTION: This Request is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: See Landry’s, Inc. response to Interrogatory No. 5, fully incorporated
herein. No documents.

REQUEST NO. §:

All DOCUMENTS RELATING to YOUR “corporate relationship” to GNL, Corp.,

referred to in Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss at 6:26-28.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5:
OBJECTION: This Request is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged

incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, and not reasonably

JNBOO178




Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

940-3529
429-3413

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
702}
855

Telephone No.
Facsimile No.

S W

S O 0 NN N W

1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: As set forth in Landry’s, Inc.’s response to Interrogatory No. 1, as of
September 30, 2013, Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its
subsidiaries, owns any percent of the outstanding ownership or membership interest in Landry’s
Gaming, Inc., Golden Nugget, Inc., or any of Golden Nugget, Inc.’s subsidiaries (including
GNL, CORP.). As such, none.

DATED this 22" day of May, 2017.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendant,
LANDRY’S, INC.
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
04/19/2017 05:08:24 PM

IQBAL LAW PLLC

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)

Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)

101 Convention Center Dr., Suite 1175

Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel); 1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)
mai@ilawlv.com cxm@ilawlv.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife, | Case No.: A-16-739887-C
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual Dept. No.: XXXI

Plaintiffs, PLAINTIFFS JOE N. BROWN’S AND

NETTIE J. BROWN’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT
LANDRY’S, INC,, a foreign corporation; GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.

GOLDEN NUGGET, INC, a Nevada
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP.; DOE
INDIVIDUALS 1-100; ROE BUSINESS
ENTITIES 1-100,

VS.

Defendants.

AND ASSOCIATED CASES

TO: Defendant GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.; and
TO: LEE J. GRANT Il, its counsel of record:

Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettiec J. Brown, pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure (“NRCP”) 26 and 33, propound the following interrogatories to Defendant Golden
Nugget, Inc. Please answer each of the following interrogatories separately, fully, in writing,
and under oath. The answers are to be signed by you and must be served within thirty (30)
calendar days after being served.

If you object to any interrogatory, you must explain your objection with particularity, and
list all factual and legal support for your objection. If you object to answering any part of any
interrogatory, specify the part to which you object, and answer the remainder.

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
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1 Each interrogatory not only calls for your knowledge, but also for all knowledge that is
available to you through reasonable inquiry, including by your representatives and attorney.
These interrogatories are continuing, requiring prompt supplemental answers if further

events occur or if further information is obtained, developed, or disclosed between the time these

2

3

4

5 interrogatories are first answered and the time of adjudication.
6 DEFINITIONS

7 1. “DOCUMENT” or “DOCUMENTS” means any writing or writings as defined by NRCP
8 34 and includes writings, drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, audio recordings, and
9 other data compilations from which information can be obtained and/or translated, if
10 necessary, by the responding party through detection devices into reasonably usable
11 form. The terms “DOCUMENT” and “DOCUMENTS” include any comment or
12 notation appearing on any such writing and not part of the original text. A DOCUMENT

including such a comment or notation is considered a separate DOCUMENT.

“DOCUMENT” or “DOCUMENTS?” refer to any document now or at any time in YOUR

15 possession, custody or control. A person is deemed in control of a DOCUMENT if the
16 person has any ownership, possession or custody of the DOCUMENT or the right to
17 secure the DOCUMENT or a copy thereof from any person or public or private entity
18 having physical possession thereof. “DOCUMENTS” shall not include exact duplicates
19 where originals are available, but shall include all copies different from originals in any
20 way by virtue of any writings, notations, symbols, characters, impressions, or any marks
21 thereon in any form.
22 2. “WRITINGS” and “RECORDINGS” as defined by NRS 52.225, mean ANY letters,
23 words, or numbers, or their equivalent, set down by handwriting, typewriting, printing,
24 photostating, photographing, magnetic impulse, mechanical or electronic recording, or
25 other form of data compilation.
26 3. The terms “YOU” and “YOUR” mean Defendant GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.
27
28 PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

o
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9.

A reference to a “PERSON” or “PEOPLE” includes any individual, corporation,
partnership, joint venture, limited liability company, governmental entity, unincorporated
organization, trust, association or other entity responsive to the description in the request,
and includes all of that person’s principals, employees, agents, attorneys, consultants and
other representatives.
To “DESCRIBE” means to relate in detail sufficient to distinguish the method,
procedure, person, place, or thing from all other similar methods, procedures, persons,
places, or things.
With respect to a PERSON (which term includes any individual, corporation, partnership,
joint venture, limited liability company, governmental entity, unincorporated
organization, trust, association or other entity responsive to the description in the
request), the term “IDENTIFY” and means to set forth the following information:

a. The name or names of the PERSON requested;

b. That PERSON’s name, address, or other contact information; and

c. Any other descriptive information necessary in order to adequately describe that

PERSON or those people.

The term “IDENTIFY” when used in reference to property means to state to the fullest
extent possible the street address, city, and state in which .it is situated, and the common
name used for the property if there is one. Otherwise DESCRIBE the property and its
location if the identification asked for in the preceding sentence is not possible.
The terms “AND” and “OR” shall be construed either conjunctively or disjunctively as
necessary to bring within the scope of the request all responses that might otherwise fall
outside the scope of the request.

The terms “ALL,” “ANY,” and “EACH” encompass any and all of the matter discussed.

10. The use of singular form includes plural and vice versa.

11. The use of present tense includes past tense, and vice versa.

INTERROGATORIES

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
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INTERROGATORY NO. 1; If YOUR answer to Request for Admission No. | of
Plaintiffs’ First Set of Requests for Admissions to Defendant Golden Nugget, Inc. was anything
other than an unqualified admission, DESCRIBE the process by which YOU divested
YOURSELF of ownership and/or operation of the Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and
entertainment resort in Laughlin, Nevada, including without limitation the dates the divestiture
took place and the PERSON to whom you divested such ownership and/or operation.
INTERROGATORY NO. 2: IDENTIFY all properties and/or entities for which you
claim to be “a holding company” as stated in Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss at 3:19-21,
including without limitation the name(s) of each property and/or entity you claim to hold, the
means by which you claim to hold said properties and/or entities, and the beneficial owner for
whom you claim to hold said properties and/or entities.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: IDENTIFY YOUR parent corporation, if any, and any
publicly held corporation owning ten per cent (10%) or more of YOUR stock.
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: DESCRIBE YOUR “corporate relationship” to GNL,
Corp., referred to in Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss at 6:26-28.

Dated April 19, 2017. IQBAL LAW PLLC

By: /s/ Mohamed A. Igbal

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)
Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and
Nettie J. Brown

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC, and that on this
19" day of April, 2017 I caused to be served a true and correct copy of foregoing PLAINTIFFS
JOE N. BROWN’S AND NETTIE J. BROWN’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
TO DEFENDANT GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. in the following manner:

(ELECTRONIC SERVICE) Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, the above-
referenced document was electronically filed on the date hereof and served through the Notice of
Electronic Filing automatically generated by the Court’s facilities to those parties listed on the

Court’s Master Service List.

Grant & Associates
Contact Email
Diana Smith diana.smith@aig.com
Lee Grant lee.grant@aig.com
Shannon Jory shannon.jory@aig.com
Sydney Basham sydney.basham@aig.com
Annalisa Grant annalisa.grant@aig.com

Rogers Mastrangelo Carvalho &Mitchell
Margarita Moreno rmcmfiling@rmcmlaw.com

/s/ Heather M. Caliguire
An employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
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Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Telephone No. (702) 940-3529

Grant & Associates
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
5/22/2017 3:24 PM

RSPN

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855)429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant,
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

* % *k

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

vs. DEFENDANT GOLDEN NUGGET,
INC.’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS’
LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100,

ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

b N e N Nt s et e et e’ "’ et e’ et “wat’

COMES NOW, Defendant GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. (hereinafter “Defendant™), by
and through its attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esq., of the law firm of GRANT & ASSOCIATES,
and pursuant to Rule 33, of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits its responses

to Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. This responding party objects to the Definitions and Instructions contained in
Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to the extent they are inconsistent with or purport to
impose requirements for discovery that exceed the requirements of the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure and to the extent that such Definitions and Instructions are unduly vague and
indefinite.

Case Number: A-16-739887-C \] N B O O 1 8 7
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2. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it calls for the
production for privileged information, including information protected by the attorney-client
privilege, investigative privilege, consulting expert exemption, documents containing work
product and documents prepared in anticipation of litigation or trial, as well as information
contained within documents covered by the joint defense privilege. This responding party
further objects to each interrogatory to the extent it seeks the disclosure of the identities of, or
any work generated by non-testifying consulting experts retained by or at the direction of this
responding party’s attorneys in anticipation of preparation for this and/or other threatened or
pending litigation arising out of the subject property, or in connection with the rendering of
legal advice to this responding party. The restatement of any specific objection in the context of
these responses shall not be construed to imply waiver of any unstated privilege objections
addressed by this General Objection, or any other applicable privilege or exemption from
discovery and the counterparts under the laws of any other jurisdiction that may be applicable.

3. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks to
impose a burden upon this responding party to search for documents or information in the
possession, custody or control of entities other than this responding party for the reason that
such is overly broad and beyond the scope of discovery allowed by the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure. This responding party also objects to any effort to require it to search for documents
or information in the possession, custody or control of unnamed entities other than this
responding party, including but not limited to information in the possession, custody or control
of public entities, for the reason that such is unduly burdensome, expensive, harassing and
beyond the obligations imposed by the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

4. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it is overly
broad, burdensome and oppressive, and seeks information neither relevant to the subject matter
of this action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. This
responding party has performed a reasonable inquiry in search of information as required by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure and had made every reasonable effort to locate the information
described herein, which effort has been made in good faith. This responding party cannot
affirm, however, that all such information has been supplied. Although this responding party
believes that all such information has been produced that is within this responding party
possession and/or control, this responding party will supplement its responses in accordance
with the applicable discovery rules in the event that this responding party discovers that it has
inadvertently failed to provide information within its responses to these Interrogatories.

5. This responding party objects to each Interrogatory that uses language such as
“each and every” or similar broad language. Such Interrogatories are onerous, burdensome,
harassing, prejudicial and overly broad. Each Interrogatory asking “any” and “all” or “each and
every” is objectionable and such an inquiry is, in essence, a request for evidence, and not
discoverable information. Moreover, this responding party has no possible means of making
all-encompassing identifications that such a broadly worded request requires.

6. This responding party is conducting a thorough and reasonable search of its
records for information that may be responsive to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and is also
contacting those persons who have knowledge of the location and/or existence of information
that may be responsive. To the extent that Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories or any portion thereof seek
to require this responding party to take any actions other than those enumerated above, this
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responding party objects to said request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and
oppressive and imposes obligations upon this responding party beyond those imposed by the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

7. Answers made herein are made solely for the purposes of this responding party’s
responses to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories. Each answer is subject to all objections as to
competence, relevance, materiality, propriety, admissibility, and all other objections and ground
to which the same statement would be subject if delivered through live testimony in court. All
such objections and grounds are expressly reserved by this responding party and may be
interposed at the time of trial or in conjunction with other uses of these responses or the material
produced, except as explicitly stated.

For any inspection and production that occurs in this case, this responding party
specifically reserves the right to certain maintained privilege objections as to any privileged
information that may be inadvertently produced in response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories.
Further, this responding party expects that Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s counsel will return any
inadvertently produced document containing attorney-client communications, attorney work
product, or otherwise privileged information immediately.

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

If YOUR answer to Request for Admission No. | of the Plaintiffs’ First Set of Requests
for Admissions to Defendant Golden Nugget, Inc. was anything other than an unqualified
admission, DESCRIBE the process by which YOU divested YOURSELF of ownership of
Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and entertainment resort in Laughlin, Nevada, including without
limitation the dates the divestiture took place and the PERSON to whom you divested such
ownership.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, seeks confidential and
proprietary information and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. OBJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks to discovery information protected by the
attorney/client privilege and/or the work product doctrine.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that owns the outstanding stock
of, among other companies, GNL, CORP. Golden Nugget, Inc. does not directly own, control,

or operate the Golden Nugget Hotel and Casino in Laughlin Nevada. As detailed in GNL,
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CORP.’s answer and discovery responses, GNL, CORP. is the only entity that owns, operates
and controls the Golden Nugget in Laughlin, Nevada.
INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

IDENTIFY all properties and/or entities for which you claim to be "a holding company"
as stated in Defendants' Motion to Dismiss at 3:19-21, including without limitation the name(s)
of each property and/or entity you claim to hold, the means by which you claim to hold said
properties and/or entities, and the beneficial owner for whom you claim to hold said properties
and/or entities.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

OBIJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident and is not limited in time, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant,
and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. FURTHER
OBJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks confidential and/or proprietary information potentially
protected by attorney-client and/or attorney-work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that owns the outstanding stock
of GNLV, CORP; GNL, CORP.; LGE, Inc.; GNLC Holdings, Inc.; and 20% of Texas Gaming,
LLC.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

IDENTIFY YOUR parent corporation, if any, and any publicly held corporation owning
ten per cent (10%) or more of YOUR stock.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Golden Nugget, Inc.’s parent company is Landry’s Gaming, Inc. and no publicly held
corporation owns 10% or more of Golden Nugget, Inc.’s stock.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:
DESCRIBE YOUR “corporate relationship” to GNL, Corp., referred to in Defendants’

Motion to Dismiss at 6:26-28.

JNB0O0190




Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

gas, Nevada 89113

Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
Facsimilc No. (855)429-3413

Las Ve

S O R NN AW -

N NN NN NN = = e e e e e e e
0 NN AN A WD = OO X NN Y AW N -

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

OBJECTION: This Interrogatory is vague, overly broad as it is not limited in temporal
scope or alleged incident, unduly burdensome, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence,
irrelevant, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
FURTHER OBJECTION: This Interrogatory seeks confidential and/or proprietary information
potentially protected by attorney-client and/or attorney-work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that owns the outstanding stock
of, among other companies, GNL, CORP. Golden Nugget, Inc. does not directly or indirectly,
manage or operate GNL, Corp. All day-to-day activities relating to the operation and
management are conducted by GNL, Corp. employees.

DATED this 22™ day of May, 2017.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendant,
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.
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IQBAL LAW PLLC

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)

Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)

101 Convention Center Dr., Suite 1175

Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel); 1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)
mai@ilawlv.com cxm@ilawlv.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife, | Case No.: A-16-739887-C
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual, Dept. No.: XXXI
Plaintiffs,

VS. PLAINTIFFS JOE N. BROWN’S AND

. . NETTIE J. BROWN’S FIRST SET OF
LANDRY,S, ]NC. a forelgn corporatlon; REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC, a Nevada DOCUMENTS TO GOLDEN NUGGET,
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET INC.

LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP.; DOE
INDIVIDUALS 1-100; ROE BUSINESS
ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

AND ASSOCIATED CASES

TO: Defendant GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.; and
TO: LEE J. GRANT 11, its counsel of record:

Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown, pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure (“NRCP”) 34, hereby request that Defendant Golden Nugget, Inc. produce for
inspection the documents and things identified herein in accordance with all applicable Rules
and the Definitions and Instructions set forth below within thirty (30) calendar days after being
served.

These requests are continuing, requiring prompt supplemental answers if further events
occur or if further information is obtained, developed, or disclosed between the time these
requests are first answered and the time of adjudication.

iy

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
1 of 8
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DEFINITIONS
“DOCUMENT” or “DOCUMENTS” means any writing or writings as defined by NRCP
34 and includes writings, drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, audio recordings, and
other data compilations from which information can be obtained and/or translated, if
necessary, by the responding party through detection devices into reasonably usable
form. The terms “DOCUMENT” and “DOCUMENTS” include any comment or
notation appearing on any such writing and not part of the original text. A DOCUMENT
including such a comment or notation is considered a separate DOCUMENT.
“DOCUMENT” or “DOCUMENTS?” refer to any document now or at any time in YOUR
possession, custody or control. A person is deemed in control of a DOCUMENT if the
person has any ownership, possession or custody of the DOCUMENT or the right to
secure the DOCUMENT or a copy thereof from any person or public or private entity
having physical possession thereof. “DOCUMENTS” shall not include exact duplicates
where originals are available, but shall include all copies different from originals in any
way by virtue of any writings, notations, symbols, characters, impressions, or any marks
thereon in any form.
“WRITINGS” and “RECORDINGS” as defined by Nevada Revised Statute 52.225,
mean ANY letters, words, or numbers, or their equivalent, set down by handwriting,
typewriting, printing, photostating, photographing, magnetic impulse, mechanical or
electronic recording, or other form of data compilation.
The terms “YOU” and “YOUR” mean Defendant GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.
A reference to a “PERSON” or “PEOPLE” includes any individual, corporation,
partnership, joint venture, limited liability company, governmental entity, unincorporated
organization, trust, association or other entity responsive to the description in the request,
and includes all of that person’s principals, employees, agents, attorneys, consultants and

other representatives.

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
20f8
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10.

To “DESCRIBE” means to relate in detail sufficient to distinguish the method,

procedure, person, place, or thing from all other similar methods, procedures, persons,

places, or things.

The terms “IDENTIFY” and “STATE THE IDENTITY OF” with respect to a

DOCUMENT mean to set forth the following information:

a. A general description thereof (e.g., letter, memorandum, report, etc.);

b. A brief summary of its contents;

c. The namevand address of the custodian of the original;

d. The name and address of the PERSON(s), if any, who drafted, prepared, compiled or
signed it; and

e. Any other descriptive information necessary in order to adequately describe it in a
subpoena duces tecum, or in a motion or request for production thereof.

With respect to a PERSON, the term “IDENTIFY” and “STATE THE IDENTITY OF”

mean to set forth the following information:

a. The name or names of the PERSON requested;

b. That PERSON’s name, address, or other contact information; and

c. Any other descriptive information necessary in order to adequately describe that
PERSON or those people.

“RELATE” and “RELATING,” and the terms “CONCERN” and CONCERNING,” mean

consisting of, referring to, reflecting, describing, evidencing or constituting or being in

any way logically or factually connected with the matter discussed.

“COMMUNICATION” or “COMMUNICATIONS” mean the transmittal of information

(in the form of facts, ideas, inquiries or otherwise) whether orally, in writing or

otherwise.

The terms “AND” and “OR” shall be construed either conjunctively or disjunctively as

necessary to bring within the scope of the request all responses that might otherwise fall

outside the scope of the request.

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
30f8
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1.
12.
13.

The terms “ALL,” “ANY,” and “EACH” encompass any and all of the matter discussed.
The use of singular form includes plural and vice versa.
The use of present tense includes past tense, and vice versa.

INSTRUCTIONS
All production of DOCUMENTS and objections to the production of DOCUMENTS
requested herein shall be made in writing and delivered to the office of IQBAL LAW
PLLC, 101 CONVENTION CENTER DRIVE, SUITE 1175, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA
89109, on or before 5:00 pm PST on the date set for production.
Pursuant to the NRCP 34(2)(E)(i), the DOCUMENTS, WRITINGS, and/or
RECORDINGS to be produced must be produced as they are kept in the usual course of
business or must be organized and labeled to correspond to the categories in the relevant
request for production.
To the extent possible, please produce all DOCUMENTS, WRITINGS, and/or
RECORDINGS in electronic form either on compact disc or in cloud storage.
Electronically stored information must be produced in PDF format with load files
containing the COMMUNICATION’s and/or DOCUMENT’s text and all available
metadata.
All DOCUMENTS are to be produced as they are kept in the usual course of business
with any identifying labels, file folders, file markings, or similar identifying features, or
shall be organized and labeled to correspond to the categories requested herein. If there
are no DOCUMENTS responsive to a particular request, Defendant GOLDEN
NUGGET, INC. shall state so in writing.
These requests call for the production of all responsive DOCUMENTS in YOUR
possession, custody or control, or in the possession, custody, or control of any of YOUR
employees, predecessors, successors, parents, subsidiaries, divisions, affiliates, partners,
joint ventures, brokers, attorneys, accountants, financial advisors, representatives and

agents or other persons acting on YOUR behalf, without regard to the physical location

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
4of 8
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of such DOCUMENTS. In responding to these requests, include DOCUMENTS

obtained on YOUR behalf by YOUR counsel, employees, agents or any other persons

acting on YOUR behalf. If YOUR response is that the DOCUMENTS are not within

YOUR possession or custody, describe in detail the unsuccessful efforts YOU made to

locate each such DOCUMENT. If your response is that DOCUMENTS are not under

YOUR control, IDENTIFY the PERSON(s) with control of the DOCUMENTS presently

and/or knowledge of the present location of the DOCUMENTS.

If any DOCUMENT applicable to any request for production was, but no longer is, in

YOUR possession or was destroyed, subject to YOUR control or in existence, include a

statement:

a. IDENTIFYING the DOCUMENT;

b. Describing where the DOCUMENT is now and why it was lost or transferred;

c. IDENTIFYING the PERSON(s) with control of the DOCUMENT at the time it was
lost or transferred;

d. INDENTIFYING the PERSON(s) with control of or in possession of the
DOCUMENT at present;

e. Describing how the DOCUMENT became lost or destroyed or was transferred;

f. IDENTIFYING the date of the destruction or transfer of the DOCUMENT;

g. Describing the contents of the DOCUMENT; and

h. IDENTIFYING each of those PERSONS responsible for or having knowledge of the
loss, destruction or transfer of this DOCUMENT from YOUR possession, custody or
control.

Each request for production contemplates production of all DOCUMENTS in their

entirety. If a portion of a DOCUMENT is responsive to one or more requests, the

DOCUMENT must be produced in its entirety in response to each request to which it is

responsive.

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
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If any DOCUMENT is withheld in whole or in part, for ANY reason including, without
limitation, a claim of privilege or other protection from disclosure such as the work
product doctrine or other business confidentiality or trade secret protection, set forth
separately with respect to each DOCUMENT:

a. The ground of privilege or protection claimed,

b. Each and every basis under which the DOCUMENT is withheld,

c. The type of DOCUMENT;

d. Its general subject matter,

e. The DOCUMENT’s date;

f. The author(s) of the DOCUMENT,;

g. ANY recipient of the DOCUMENT;

h. Its present location and custodian; and

i. The requests to which the DOCUMENT is responsive.

To the extent YOU assert that a DOCUMENT contains information that should be
protected from disclosure (based on the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine
or another protection) and non-privileged information, the non-privileged portions of the
DOCUMENT must be produced. For each such DOCUMENT, indicate the portion of the
DOCUMENT withheld by stamping the words “MATERIAL REDACTED” on the
DOCUMENT in an appropriate location that does not obscure the remaining text.

If there are no DOCUMENTS responsive to any particular request, as determined after a
reasonable and diligent investigation, YOU must state so in writing.

These requests for production are continuing in nature; in the event you become aware of
or acquire in your possession custody or control of additional responsive DOCUMENTS,

you must promptly produce such additional DOCUMENTS for inspection and copying.

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
60of 8
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REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

2 REQUEST NO.1: All DOCUMENTS RELATING to YOUR divestiture of ownership
3 AND/OR operation of the Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and entertainment resort in Laughlin,
4 Nevada.
5 REQUESTNO. 2: All DOCUMENTS RELATING to YOUR “corporate relationship” to
6 GNL, Corp., referred to in Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss at 6:26-28.
7 Dated April 19, 2017. IQBAL LAW PLLC
8 By: /s/ Mohamed A. lgbal
Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)
9 Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and
10 Nettie J. Brown
11
12

28 PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC, and that on this

19" day of April, 2017 I caused to be served a true and correct copy of foregoing PLAINTIFFS
JOE N. BROWN’S AND NETTIE J. BROWN’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. in the following manner:
(ELECTRONIC SERVICE) Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, the above-
referenced document was electronically filed on the date hereof and served through the Notice of
Electronic Filing automatically generated by the Court’s facilities to those parties listed on the

Court’s Master Service List.

Grant & Associates
Contact Email
Diana Smith diana.smith@aig.com
Lee Grant lee.grant@aig.com
Shannon Jory shannon.jory@aig.com
Sydney Basham sydney.basham@aig.com
Annalisa Grant annalisa.grant@aig.com

Rogers Mastrangelo Carvatho &Mitchell

Margarita Moreno rmcmfiling@rmcmlaw.com

/s/ Heather M. Caliguire
An employee of IQBAL LAW PLLC

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
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Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
5/22/2017 3:19 PM

RSPN

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855)429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendant,
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

* % %

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

)
)
3
VSs. ) DEFENDANT GOLDEN NUGGET,
) INC.’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS’
LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation; ) FIRST SET OF REQUEST FOR
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada ) PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET )
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada )
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100, )

)

)

)

)

ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

COMES NOW, Defendant GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. (hereinafter “Defendant”), by
and through its attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esq., of the law firm of GRANT & ASSOCIATES,
pursuant to Rule 34, of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, and hereby submits its responses
to Plaintiffs’ First Set of Request for Production of Documents as follows:

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. has not yet completed its investigation and discovery of this
matter. The following responses are provided to the best of GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.’S
ability and understanding at this time. Discovery is continuing and GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.
reserves the right to supplement these responses as additional information becomes available.

Iy
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Telephone No. }702] 940-3529
855)429-3413

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suitc 300
Facsimile No.
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REQUEST NO. 1:
All DOCUMENTS RELATING to YOUR divestiture of ownership AND/OR operation

of the Golden Nugget hotel, casino, and entertainment resort in Laughlin, Nevada.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:

OBJECTION: This Request is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, seek confidential and
proprietary information and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. OBJECTION: This Request seeks to discovery information protected by the
attorney/client privilege and/or the work product doctrine.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: None.

REQUEST NO. 2:

All DOCUMENTS RELATING to YOUR “corporate relationship” to GNL, Corp.,
referred to in Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss at 6:26-28.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

OBJECTION: This Request is vague, overly broad as it is not limited to alleged
incident, lacks foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, irrelevant, seeks highly confidential
and proprietary information and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. FURTHER OBJECTION: This Request seeks confidential and/or proprietary
information potentially protected by attorney-client and/or attorney-work product privilege.

Iy
Iy
/11
Iy
111
/11
/11
/11
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Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
Facsimile No. (855)429-3413

Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, this answering Defendant
responds as follows: See Golden Nugget, Inc.’s response to Interrogatory No. 4. No documents
will be produced.

DATED this 22" day of May, 2017.

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorney for Defendant,
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC.
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Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Telephone No. (702) 940-3529
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RPLY

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

GRANT & ASSOCIATES

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Phone: (702) 940-3529

Fax: (855) 429-3413
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendants
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. and LANDRY’S, INC.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

* X *

JOE N. BROWN, an individual, and his Wife,
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual,
Plaintiffs,

VS.

LANDRY'S, INC., a foreign corporation;
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. a Nevada
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP., a Nevada
corporation; DOE INDIVIDUALS 1-100,
ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

GNL, CORP., a Nevada corporation;
Third-Party Plaintiff,
VS.

Thyssenkrupp Elevator Corporation, a Foreign
Corporation; DOES 1-75; ROE
CORPORATIONS 1-75; DOE ESCALATOR
INSTALLER; DOE ESCALATOR
MANUFACTURER; DOE ESCALATOR
MAINTENANCE SUBCONTRACTOR; and
ROE CORPORATIONS 1-25

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Third-Party Defendants %

Iy

Case Number: A-16-739887-C

Electronically Filed
6/20/2017 3:36 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLER? OF THE COUE :I

CASE NO.: A-16-739887-C
DEPT. NO.: XXXI

DEFENDANTS’ REPLY IN SUPPORT
OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
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Grant & Associates
7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300

Facsimile No. (855)429-3413
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DEFENDANTS’ REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

COME NOW, Defendants GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. and LANDRY’S, INC.
(“Defendants”), by and through their attorney, Annalisa N. Grant, Esq. of GRANT &
ASSOCIATES, and hereby submit the instant Reply in Support of their Motion for Summary
Judgment in the above-captioned matter.

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
I. INTRODUCTION

The history of this particular Motion is tortured at best as Plaintiffs continue their efforts
to keep two entities that should not be parties to this lawsuit in the case. As Plaintiffs note in the
very beginning of their Opposition — when they originally named and served these moving
Defendants the undersigned informed counsel that they had named the wrong entity. Instead of
simply swapping incorrect entities for the proper one, they included the proper entity that
actually owns and operates the Laughlin Nugget (GNL, Corp.), but have fought to keep the
incorrect entities in as well.

Defendants originally filed a motion to dismiss, which was denied by this Court due to
Plaintiffs” allegations and the lack of evidence (given the nature of the Motion). Since then,
Defendants have answered, been served with discovery, responded to discovery, and now bring
the same Motion, under the same facts because the fact is neither GNI nor Landry’s directly
owns or operates the Laughlin Nugget. In fact, as is demonstrated in the Motion, Landry’s is
not even in the direct chain of ownership of GNL. While GNI may be GNL’s parent, there is no
basis for keeping them in the action under Nevada law.

Moving beyond the legal basis for the Motion — which is overwhelmingly in favor of
judgment for Defendants — there is no logical reason for Plaintiffs’ actions other than perhaps to
inconvenience and harass Defendants. Plaintiffs’ entire opposition follows the same lines as it
opposed the Motion to dismiss — its unfounded allegations that somehow Defendants own or
operate the property, despite verified discovery responses and admissions to the contrary.

Perhaps if there was some risk that Defendant was a fly-by-night operation that was
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underfunded this focus on keeping additional entities in the case may make sense — but
Defendant GNL is not underfunded; it is an active entity, with assets and insurance that owns
and operates a casino.

1. LAW AND ARGUMENT

A. PLAINTIFFS HAVE FAILED TO REBUT LANDRY’S PRIMA FACIA SHOWING

THAT THE COURT LACKS JURISDICTION OVER IT

Defendant Landry’s has demonstrated that the Court does not have jurisdiction over it
with respect to the subject incident. Plaintiffs’ reliance on a SEC filing that predates the incident
by almost a decade and some news articles that are unspecific, do not state what Plaintiffs
allege.

Plaintiffs cite to a form 10-Q from 2005/2006, indicating that Defendant GNI was a
subsidiary of Landry’s Restaurant’s, Inc. See, Opposition at EXHIBIT B. However, as Defendant
Landry’s noted in its discovery responses, the current corporate structure has been in place since
September 30, 2013. See, a copy of Landry’s responses to Interrogatories attached to the Motion
as ExHIBIT A (note a copy is also contained in Plaintiff’s ExHIBIT E). It is further notable that
Landry’s was a public company in 2006, but was purchased and became a privately held
company in or around 2010. As indicated in Defendant’s discovery responses, its corporate
structure changed thereafter.

Plaintiffs also refer to a press release issued in response to the data breach referenced in
Plaintiffs’ opposition to the Motion to Dismiss. See, ExHIBIT D to Plaintiffs’ Opposition.
However, the press release was issued by Landry’s, Inc. and “Golden Nugget Hotels and
Casinos” and collectively refer to themselves as the “Companies.” These companies would
include GNL.

Without regurgitating all of the legal authority set forth in the Motion, there is to be
expected some sharing of professional service such as a cyber-security firm between entities in
a corporate family without giving rise to joint liability or de facto piercing of the corporate veil.

See, F. Hoffman-La Roche, Inc. v. Superior Court, 30 Cal. Rptr. 3d 407, 418 (2005); Cited by,
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Viega GmbH v. Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 328 P.3d 1152, 1160 (2014). Additionally, Landry’s has
subsidiaries of subsidiaries (not including GNL) in its corporate chain which operate businesses
within the premises of the Laughlin Nugget for which it would make sense to issue a general
announcement. Further, as was addressed at the last hearing on this issue, the notice also
references Starbuck’s as a “location that was affected,” although Defendants obviously do not
own Starbucks.

Plaintiffs make the emphasized argument that, “GNL’s responses to these
Interrogatories do not say anything about management or operation of the Laughlin
Nugget.” See, Opposition at 12:17-18 (emphasis in original). But that is not accurate. In its
responses GNL states: “Golden Nugget, Inc. is a holding company that does not directly or
indirectly, manage or operate GNL, CORP. All day-to-day activities relating to the operation
and management are conducted by GNL, CORP. employees.” See, GNL’s Supplemental
response to Interrogatory 29, attached to the Motion as ExHIBIT A. Landry’s also addressed the
issue, “Furthermore, Landry’s, Inc. neither directly nor indirectly, through one or more of its
subsidiaries, operates or controls GNL, CORP. Landry’s, Inc.’s wholly owned subsidiaries
operate restaurants inside the casino.” See, Landry’s response to Interrogatory 3, attached to the
Motion as ExHIBIT C.

1. Plaintiffs” Only Supporting Case Does Not Support Their Position on Jurisdiction

It is also notable that Plaintiffs’ Opposition contains a dearth of legal authority, and
relies almost entirely on unfounded speculation and allegations. Somewhat ironically, the only
case Plaintiffs cite to on the issue of jurisdiction is Trump v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 857
P.2d 740, 748 (Nev. 1993) case where the Defendant (Trump) in an intentional interference with
contractual relations case actively pursued an employee in the state, negotiated a contract in the
state, and set up a trust in the state as part of an agreement. Id.; See also, Dogra v. Liles, 129
Nev. Adv. Op. 100 (2013) (distinguishing Trump).

What is ironic about the Trump case is that the Plaintiff, GNLV, Corp., is the entity that
owns and operates the Las Vegas Golden Nugget Hotel and Casino. Landry’s was not a party to

that case, nor was GNI, because they do not own or operate the Las Vegas Nugget. Likewise,
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they have no involvement in the Laughlin Nugget to support Plaintiffs’ attempt to bring them
into the instant case.

Meanwhile, there is a host of authority in Nevada case law as well as Federal case law
that finds it takes substantially more than the extremely slight contacts Landry’s has, which only
consist of regulatory filings and actions of its subsidiaries.

In Glater v. Eli Lilly & Co., 744 F.2d 213 (1st Cir.1984), the defendant corporation not
only advertised its wares within the forum state (New Hampshire), but also employed eight
sales representatives within the state, three of whom were residents. Id. at 215. Although the
defendant did business within New Hampshire, we nonetheless held that its contacts were too
fragmentary to satisfy the constitutional standard for the exercise of general jurisdiction.

To much the same effect is Seymour v. Parke, Davis & Co., 423 F.2d 584 (1st Cir.1970).
In that situation, the defendant employed several salesmen who transacted business in the forum
state, disseminating product information and taking orders. Id. at 585. Defendant also advertised
in the forum by mail and otherwise. Id. Still, we ruled that the Constitution would not permit a
state to assume general jurisdiction in such circumstances. Id. at 587; see also Helicopteros, 466
U.S. at 417-18, 104 S.Ct. at 1873-74 (regular course of purchases within state not enough to
warrant assertion of general personal jurisdiction); Dalmau Rodriguez v. Hughes Aircraft Co.,
781 F.2d 9, 14-15 (1st Cir.1986) (submission of bid and trips into forum by defendant's
employees to render technical assistance and make sales call “too attenuated” to ground
personal jurisdiction); cf. American Express Int'l, Inc. v. Mendez—Capellan, 889 F.2d 1175,
1179-81 (1st Cir.1989) (maintenance of bank accounts in forum, payment of bills from those
accounts, and sending of employees into forum for training sessions not enough to permit
exercise of personal jurisdiction).

There is simply no evidence that Landry’s owned or operated the Laughlin Nugget. To
the contrary, verified discovery responses and the admission of the entity that actually owns the
property prove that Landry’s did not own or operate the Laughlin Nugget at the time of
Plaintiffs” incident. Accordingly, summary judgment is appropriate.

B. DEFENDANT’S NRCP 56(f) REQUEST SHOULD BE DENIED AS ADDITIONAL
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DISCOVERY WOULD NOT CHANGE THE OUTCOME OF THE MOTION

One particular piece of legal authority that is especially relevant to this analysis is an
excerpt from the Viega GmbH that was originally cited in the Motion:

As the Second Circuit Court of Appeals has recognized, such problems in overcoming
the presumption of separateness are inherent in attempting to sue a foreign corporation
that is part of a carefully structured corporate family, and courts may not create
exceptions to get around them:

“‘We recognize that without discovery it may be extremely difficult for plaintiffs
... to make a prima facie showing of jurisdiction over a foreign corporation....
[But] [t]he rules governing establishment of jurisdiction over such a foreign
corporation are clear and settled, and it would be inappropriate for us to deviate
from them or to create an exception to them because of the problems plaintiffs
may have in meeting their somewhat strict standards.

Accordingly, for the reasons set forth above, we grant the petition and direct the clerk of
the court to issue a writ of prohibition precluding the district court from allowing the
case to proceed against the German Viega companies.

Viega GmbH v. Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 328 P.3d 1152, 1161 (2014); Quoting, Jazini V.
Nissan Motor Co., Ltd., 148 F.3d 181, 186 (2d Cir. 1998) (emphasis added).

The holding of the Nevada Supreme Court, and the relevant authority from jurisdictions
around the county, is quite clear. Where there is a prima facia showing of no jurisdiction, as
there is here — complete with discovery responses, then granting discovery on the issue is
inappropriate.

C. TO THE EXTENT PLAINTIFES SEEK DISCOVERY RELATED RELEIF, SUCH A

REQUEST IS IMPROPER

Plaintiff has not complied with EDCR 2.34, among other issues, which makes the
requested discovery relief improper. While Plaintiffs correctly note that the undersigned was out
of the country following the responses to discovery, the responses were served on a Monday,
counsel remained in town until that following Friday and Plaintiffs’ counsel did not contact the
undersigned. Further, the verified discovery responses provide the information that is germane
to the instant motion — that being the relationship of the entities.

Iy
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D. PLAINTIFFS HAVE FAILED TO STATE A CLAIM AGAINST GNI

Plaintiffs’ argument that GNI owns and controls the Laughlin Nugget misses the point.
First off, GNI is the parent company of GNL, which owns and operates the Laughlin Nugget.
Consolidated reporting when GNI was part of a public entity is not a sufficient basis to pierce
the corporate veil and impose liability against it for the actions of its subsidiary GNL. GNI
obviously does not make the same jurisdictional arguments that Landry’s does, as GNI is a
Nevada Corporation. Nevertheless, the only allegation against GNI is that it owned and operated
the Laughlin Nugget and, with those allegations disproven, it is entitled to summary judgment.

I11. CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing law and argument, Defendants GNI and Landry’s respectfully
request that this Honorable Court grant their Motion for Summary Judgment with respect to all
causes of action.

DATED this 20™ day of June, 2017.
GRANT & ASSOCIATES

/sl Annalisa N. Grant, Esq.

ANNALISA N. GRANT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 11807

7455 Arroyo Crossing Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113
Annalisa.Grant@aig.com

Attorney for Defendants
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. and LANDRY’S, INC.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that 1 am an employee of GRANT & ASSOCIATES and that on this 20" day of
June, 2017, | served a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANTS’ REPLY IN
SUPPORT OG MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT by serving as follows:

_X__ Through the Court authorized electronic mail to all parties listed on the master
service pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and Rule 9 of the NEFCR;

depositing said document(s) with the U.S. Postal Service;
addressed to the following person(s) at the address(es) listed below:

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr., Esq.

Christopher Mathews, Esqg.

101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

Ph: 702-750-2950

Fax: 702-825-2841

mal@llawlv.com

Attorney for Plaintiffs

/s/ Diana Smith

An Employee of
GRANT & ASSOCIATES
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A-16-739887-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Negligence - Premises Liability COURT MINUTES June 27, 2017

A-16-739887-C Joe Brown, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Landry's Inc., Defendant(s)

June 27, 2017 9:30 AM All Pending Motions
HEARD BY: Kishner, Joanna S. COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 12B

COURT CLERK: Phyllis Irby/ pi
Anntoinette Naumec-Miller

RECORDER: Sandra Harrell

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Grant, Annalisa N Attorney for Defendants Golden
Nugget Inc. and Landry’s Inc.
Igbal, Mohamed A. Attorney for Plaintiffs
Mitchell, William C. Attorney for Third Party
Defendant
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT...PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, REQUEST
FOR DISCOVERY UNDER NRCP 56(F)

Arguments by Ms. Grant and Mr. Igbal. COURT stated its FINDINGS and ORDERED, Deft's Motion
for Summary Judgment DENIED, Pltf's Countermotion for Rule 56(f) Relief GRANTED. Counsel for

PItf to prepare the Order, provide it to counsel and submit to the Court in accordance with EDCR
7.21.

CLERK'S NOTE: This minute order was corrected to reflect MSJ was denied and Countermotion was
granted./pi

PRINT DATE: 07/14/2017 Page 1 of 2 Minutes Date:  June 27, 2017
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Electronically Filed
7/28/2017 6:52 PM
Steven D. Grierson
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IQBAL LAWPLLC

Mohamed A. Igbal, Jr. (NSB #10623)

Christopher Mathews (NSB #10674)

mai@ilawlv.com

101 Convention Center Dr., Suite 1175

Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

1-(702) 750-2950 (Tel)

1-(702) 825-2841 (V-Fax)

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
JOE N. BROWN, an individual and his Wife, | Case No.: A-16-739887-C
NETTIE J. BROWN, an individual, Dept. No.: XXXI

Plaintiff, ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS’
vs. MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AND GRANTING PLAINTIFFS’

LANDRY’S, INC., a foreign corporation; COUNTERMOTION FOR DISCOVERY
GOLDEN NUGGET, INC., a Nevada UNDER NRCP 56(f)
corporation, d/b/a GOLDEN NUGGET Date: June 27, 2017
LAUGHLIN; GNL, CORP.; DOE Time: 9:30 am

INDIVIDUALS 1-100; ROE BUSINESS
ENTITIES 1-100,

Defendants.

AND ASSOCIATED CASES

Defendants Golcien Nugget, Inc. and Landry’s, Inc. (“Defendants’) Motion for Summary

Judgment regarding Plaintiffs Joe Brown and Nettie Brown’s (“Plaintiffs”) Complaint, and

Plaintiffs’ Countermotion for Discovery Under NRCP 56(f), came on for hearing on June 27,
2017 at 9:30 am in Department 31 before the Honorable Joanna S. Kishner, with Annalisa N.
Grant, Esq., of Grant and Associates appearing on behalf of the Defendants, Mohamed A. Igbal,
Jr., Esq., of Iqgbal Law PLLC appearing on behalf of the Plaintiffs, and William C. Mitchell,
Esq., of the law firm of Rogers, Mastrangelo, Carvalho & Mitchell, appearing on behalf of
Third-Party Defendant Thyssenkrupp Elevator Corporation.
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With the Court having read and considered Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment,
Plaintiffs’ Opposition to the Motion for Summary Judgment and Countermotion for Discovery
Under NRCP 56(f), and Defendants’ Reply, and having heard the arguments of counsel, and
good cause appearing, it is hereby ORDERED that:

Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment is DENIED without prejudice; and

Plaintiffs’ Countermotion for Discovery Under NRCP 56(f), with respect to Plaintiffs’
discovery served on Defendants on April 19, 2017 and the basis for the Countermotion, is
GRANTED. ) |
DATED this;_?_l_)_ day of July, 2017:

W/ﬂ/c// L

“The Hondrable Joanna S. Kishn@f -

Department XXXI
HK

Respectfully submitted after circulation to all
Counsel appearing at the above-referenced Hearing:

IQBAL LAW PLLC__

Christopher Mathews .(NSB #10674)
101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 1175
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Artorneys for Plaintiffs Joe N. Brown and Nettie J. Brown
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