
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Case No.  81710

CHEYENNE NALDER

Appellant,

vs.

GARY LEWIS; and UNITED AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, 

Respondents.  

ON APPEAL FROM 
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

District Court Case No. 07A549111

CHEYENNE NALDER’S APPENDIX
VOLUME 1-Part 1

David A. Stephens, Esq.                           
Nevada Bar No. 00902                             
Stephens Law Offices                               
3636 N. Rancho Drive                              
Las Vegas, NV 89130                               
Telephone:  702-656-2355                        
Facsimile: 702-656-2776                          

Email: dstephens@davidstephenslaw.com

Electronically Filed
Mar 18 2021 03:05 p.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 81710   Document 2021-07862



1

TABLE OF CONTENTS TO APPENDIX

Document Date Pages

Vol. I
APP0001-0004

Complaint 10/9/2007 4

Vol I
APP0005-0006

Default Judgment 6/3/2008 2

Vol I
APP0007-0010

Notice of Entry of Default Judgment 8/26/2008 4

Vol I
APP0011-0019

Plaintiff’s Motion to Amend Judgment 3/22/2018 9

Vol I
APP0020-0022

Amended Judgment 3/28/2018 3

Vol I
APP0023-0027

Notice of Entry of Amended Judgment 5/18/2018 5

Vol I
APP0028-0093

UAIC’s Motion to Intervene 8/17/2018 66

Vol I
APP0094-0099

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Motion to
Intervene

9/17/2018 6

Vol I
APP0100-0111

UAIC’s reply in support of motion to
intervene

not recorded 12

Vol I
APP0112

UAIC’s Motion to Intervene Minute Order 9/19/2018 1

Vol I
APP0113-0114

Order granting UAIC’s Motion to
intervene

10/19/2018 2

Vol I
APP0115-0118

Notice of Entry of Order granting UAIC’s
motion to intervene

10/19/2018 4

Vol I
APP0119-0144

Plaintiff’s Motion to Set Aside Order,
Pursuant to NRCP 60(b), Allowing UAIC
to Intervene

12/13/2018 26



2

Vol I
APP0145-0246
Vol II
App 0247-0477

UAIC’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion
to Set Aside Order, Pursuant to NRCP
60(b), Allowing UAIC to Intervene

12/31/2018 333

Vol II
APP0478-0483

Order Denying Plaintiff’s Motion to Set
Aside order granting intervention

2/14/2019 6

Vol III
APP0484-0517

Plaintiff’s Petition for writ regarding order
granting UAIC’s intervention 

2/7/2019 34

Vol III
APP0518-0570

UIAC’s Opposition to petition for writ 7/10/2019 53

Vol III
APP0571-0596

Order granting Plaintiff’s Petition for Writ 8/26/2019 26

Vol III
APP0597-0615

District Court Order arising from Order
Granting Plaintiff’s Writ & Decision

4/30/2020 2

Vol III
APP0616-0620

Notice of Entry of District Court Order
arising from Order Granting Plaintiff’s
Writ

6/23/2020 5

Vol III
APP0621-0641

Defendant Gary Lewis’ Motion for Relief
from Judgment Pursuant to NRCP 60(b)

9/27/2018 21

Vol III
APP0642-0684

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant Gary
Lewis’ Motion for Relief from Judgment
Pursuant to NRCP 60(b)

10/8/2018 43

Vol III
APP0685-0687

Gary Lewis’ Withdrawal of Defendant
Gary Lewis’ Motion for Relief from
Judgment Pursuant to NRCP 60(b)

1/2/2019 3

Vol III
APP0688-0728

UAIC’s Motion for Relief from Judgment
Pursuant to NRCP 60(b)

10/19/2018 41

Vol III
APP0729-0746

Plaintiff’s Opposition to UAIC’s Motion
for Relief from Judgment Pursuant to
NRCP 60(b)

10/29/2018 18

Vol IV
APP0747-0842

UAIC’s Reply in support of UAIC’s
Motion for Relief from Judgment Pursuant
to NRCP 60(b)

1/2/2019 96



3

Vol IV
APP0843-0846

Notice of Entry of Order Denying UAIC’s
Motion for Relief from Judgment Pursuant
to NRCP 60(b)

7/30/2019 4

Vol IV
APP0847-0853

UAIC’s Notice of Appeal from Order
Denying UAIC’s Motion for Relief from
Judgment Pursuant to NRCP 60(b)

8/21/2019 7

Vol IV
APP0854-0872

Plaintiff’s Motion for Fees and Costs 6/2/2020 19

Vol V
APP0873-1067

UAIC’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion
for Fees and Costs

6/16/2020 195

Vol V
APP1068-1074

Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of Motion for
Fees and Costs

6/29/2020 7

Vol V
APP1075

Minute Order 7/7/2020 1

Vol V
APP1075
APP1078-1079

Order regarding Plaintiff’s Motion for
Fees and Costs

7/24/2020 4

Vol V
APP1080-1086

Notice of Entry of Order regarding
Plaintiff’s Motion for Fees and Costs

7/27/2020 7

Vol V
APP1087-1100

Transcript of Hearing on Plaintiff’s
Motion for Fees and Costs

12/30/2020 14



APP0001



APP0002



APP0003



APP0004



APP0005



APP0006



APP0007



APP0008



APP0009



APP0010



APP0011



APP0012



APP0013



APP0014



APP0015



APP0016



APP0017



APP0018



APP0019



APP0020



APP0021



APP0022



Case Number: 07A549111

Electronically Filed
5/18/2018 3:37 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

APP0023



APP0024



APP0025



APP0026



APP0027



Case Number: 07A549111

Electronically Filed
8/17/2018 2:55 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURTCLERK KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK OF THE COUUURTRTRRTTTRTTTRTTTT

APP0028



19th

September
In Chambers

APP0029



APP0030



APP0031



APP0032



APP0033



APP0034



APP0035



APP0036



APP0037



APP0038



APP0039



APP0040



APP0041



APP0042



APP0043



APP0044



APP0045



APP0046



APP0047



APP0048



APP0049



APP0050



APP0051



APP0052



APP0053



APP0054



APP0055



APP0056



APP0057



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Case No.  81710

CHEYENNE NALDER

Appellant,

vs.

GARY LEWIS; and UNITED AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, 

Respondents.  

ON APPEAL FROM 
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

District Court Case No. 07A549111

CHEYENNE NALDER’S APPENDIX
VOLUME 1-Part 2

David A. Stephens, Esq.                           
Nevada Bar No. 00902                             
Stephens Law Offices                               
3636 N. Rancho Drive                              
Las Vegas, NV 89130                               
Telephone:  702-656-2355                        
Facsimile: 702-656-2776                          

Email: dstephens@davidstephenslaw.com

Docket 81710   Document 2021-07862



APP0058



APP0059



APP0060



APP0061



APP0062



APP0063



APP0064



APP0065



APP0066



APP0067



APP0068



APP0069



APP0070



APP0071



APP0072



APP0073



APP0074



APP0075



APP0076



APP0077



APP0078



APP0079



APP0080



APP0081



APP0082



APP0083



APP0084



APP0085



APP0086



APP0087



APP0088



APP0089



APP0090



APP0091



APP0092



APP0093



Case Number: 07A549111

Electronically Filed
9/17/2018 12:33 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

APP0094



APP0095



APP0096



APP0097



APP0098



APP0099



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Case No.  81710

CHEYENNE NALDER

Appellant,

vs.

GARY LEWIS; and UNITED AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, 

Respondents.  

ON APPEAL FROM 
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

District Court Case No. 07A549111

CHEYENNE NALDER’S APPENDIX
VOLUME 1-Part 3

David A. Stephens, Esq.                           
Nevada Bar No. 00902                             
Stephens Law Offices                               
3636 N. Rancho Drive                              
Las Vegas, NV 89130                               
Telephone:  702-656-2355                        
Facsimile: 702-656-2776                          

Email: dstephens@davidstephenslaw.com

Docket 81710   Document 2021-07862



APP0100



APP0101



APP0102



APP0103



APP0104



APP0105



APP0106



APP0107



APP0108



APP0109



APP0110



APP0111



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Case No.  81710

CHEYENNE NALDER

Appellant,

vs.

GARY LEWIS; and UNITED AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, 

Respondents.  

ON APPEAL FROM 
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

District Court Case No. 07A549111

CHEYENNE NALDER’S APPENDIX
VOLUME 1-Part 4

David A. Stephens, Esq.                           
Nevada Bar No. 00902                             
Stephens Law Offices                               
3636 N. Rancho Drive                              
Las Vegas, NV 89130                               
Telephone:  702-656-2355                        
Facsimile: 702-656-2776                          

Email: dstephens@davidstephenslaw.com

Docket 81710   Document 2021-07862



07A549111 

PRINT DATE: 09/26/2018 Page 1 of 1 Minutes Date: September 19, 2018 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
Negligence - Auto COURT MINUTES September 19, 2018 

 
07A549111 James Nalder 

 vs  
Gary Lewis 

 
September 19, 2018 3:00 AM Motion to Intervene  
 
HEARD BY: Jones, David M COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Haly Pannullo 
 
RECORDER: Melissa Murphy-Delgado 
 
 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 
 
- There being no opposition, COURT ORDERED, Motion GRANTED.  
 
CLERK'S NOTE: This Minute Order was electronically served by Courtroom Clerk, Haly Pannullo, to 
all registered parties for Odyssey File & Serve    hvp/9/26/18 
 
 

Case Number: 07A549111

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
9/26/2018 7:57 AM
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MSTA (CIV)
David A. Stephens, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 00902
STEPHENS & BYWATER, P.C.
3636 North Rancho Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89130
Telephone: (702) 656-2355 
Facsimile: (702) 656-2776 
Email: dstephens@sgblawfirm.com
Attorney for Cheyenne Nalder

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CHEYENNE NALDER, )
)

Plaintiff, ) CASE No: 07A549111
) DEPT. NO: XX 

vs. )
)

GARY LEWIS and DOES I through V, ) Consolidated with
inclusive, ) CASE No. 18-A-772220-C

)
Defendants, )

____________________________________)
UNITED AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE )
COMPANY, )

)
Intervenor. )

____________________________________)
GARY LEWIS, )

)
Third Party Plaintiff, )

)
vs. )

)
UNITED AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE )
COMPANY, RANDALL TINDALL, )
ESQ., and RESNICK & LOUIS, P.C. )
And DOES I through V, )

)
Third Party Defendants. )

                                                                         )

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER, PURSUANT TO NRCP
60(b), ALLOWING UAIC TO INTERVENE

Date:       
Time:       

Case Number: 07A549111

Electronically Filed
12/13/2018 2:46 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

APP0119



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

-2-

Plaintiff Cheyenne Nalder, by and through her attorney, David A. Stephens, Esq.,

and moves this Court for an order setting aside the Court’s order allowing United

Automobile Insurance Company to intervene in this matter.  This Motion is made and

based upon the Points and Authorities and Exhibits attached to this Motion and such

argument as may be made at the time of the hearing on this matter. 

Dated this 12th    day of December, 2018.

 /s/ David A Stephens                                
DAVID A. STEPHENS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00902
Stephens & Bywater, P.C.
3636 N. Rancho Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89130
Attorney for Plaintiff

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO: Gary Lewis, Defendant; and, 

TO: E. Breen Arntz, Esq., attorney for Defendant;

TO: Randall Tindall, Esq., attorney for Defendant;

TO: Thomas F. Christensen, Esq., attorney for Third Party Plaintiff

TO: United Automobile Insurance Company, Intervenor; and,
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TO: Matthew J. Douglas, Esq., attorney for Intervenor:

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the _____ day of

________________, 2019, at ____________ a.m., the undersigned will bring the

foregoing PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER, PURSUANT TO

NRCP 60(b), ALLOWING UAIC TO INTERVENE on for hearing before the above-

entitled District Court.

DATED: December 13th, 2018.

_/s/David A Stephens__________
DAVID A. STEPHENS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00902
Stephens & Bywater, P.C.
3636 N. Rancho Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89130
Attorney for Plaintiff

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I.  STATEMENT OF FACTS

1.  Cheyenne Nalder, (“Cheyenne”), was injured in a car accident on July 8, 2007.

2.  Cheyenne was a minor at the time of the accident.

3.  Gary Lewis, (“Lewis”),  negligently and careless drove his car such that it

struck Cheyenne.

4.  The accident caused serious injuries to Cheyenne.

23rd 

January                                      8:30
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5.  Cheyenne’s father, as her guardian in litem, filed suit, (“Original Suit”), against

Lewis.  (See Case No. 07A549111).

6.  Neither UAIC nor Lewis responded to the Original Suit.

7.  On June 3, 2008, Cheyenne obtained a default judgment against Lewis in the

Original Suit in the sum of $3,500.000.00.  

8.  Notice of entry of this judgment was filed and served on August 26, 2008.

9.  None of that judgment has ever been paid, with the exception of $15,000.00

which was paid by UAIC following a suit filed by Lewis and Cheyenne against UAIC

for bad faith, and other relief.

10.  UAIC paid the $15,000.00 to Cheyenne in three separate payments.  The last

payment of which was made on March 5, 2015.

11.  On March 22, 2018, Cheyenne, due to the fact that she had reached the age

of majority, filed a motion to amend the judgment in the Original Suit to make herself

the Plaintiff, in place of her father who had been her Guardian ad Litem.

12.  The amended judgment was signed and filed in the Original Suit on March

28, 2018.  

13.  On May 18, 2018, a Notice of Entry of Judgment was served on Lewis.

14.  In 2018, Cheyenne filed a new lawsuit, (“2018 Suit”), (See, Case No. A-18-

772220.-C), in order to enforce the judgment and alternatively seek declaratory relief

that the judgment in the Original Suit is still valid and enforceable.
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15.  The 2018 Suit was resolved by stipulation of Cheyenne and Lewis signed on

September 12, 2018, and filed with this Court on September 13, 2018.  (See Exhibit 1

attached to this Motion.)

16.  UAIC, through its attorney, Matthew Douglas, Esq., filed motions to

intervene in the Original Suit and the 2018 Suit on or about August 15, 2018.  

17.  Cheyenne’s attorney did not receive a copy of either motion.  When he

learned of these motions on or about September 9, 2018, he contacted Matthew Douglas,

Esq., about getting an extension of time to respond in that he had not received either

motion.  (See Declaration of David A. Stephens, Esq., attached as Exhibit 3 to this

Motion.)

18.  The certificates of service on both motions were incomplete.  The certificate

of service on the motion to intervene in the Original Case was not completed.  The

certificate of service in the 2018 Case stated it was served on Cheyenne/s counsel by e-

service even though he was not then registered for e-service.    (See Exhibit 2 attached

to this Motion.)

19.  In spite of these errors in UAIC’s own documents, UAIC did not agree to

extend additional time to respond.    (See Declaration of David A. Stephens, Esq.,

attached as Exhibit 3 to this Motion.)

APP0123



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28
1  The minute order on the motions did not even mention the oppositions filed by
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20.  With little time to do so, Cheyenne’s attorney filed an opposition to both

motions and delivered them to the Court’s box on September 18, 2018.    (See

Declaration of David A. Stephens, Esq., attached as Exhibit 3 to this Motion.)

21.  Department 29 granted both motions to intervene.1  

22.  The orders were noticed to Cheyenne’s attorney on October 19, 2018.

III.  MOTION TO SET ASIDE UNDER NRCP 60(b)

Cheyenne requests relief from the orders allowing UAIC to intervene in both

cases which were signed on October 19, 2018.   Cheyenne requests relief pursuant to

NRCP 60(b).   As is set forth below, UAIC’s motions to intervene were improperly

noticed, both on the face of the pleading (not even saying the defendant was served),

and also the certificate of service is false (claiming to serve Cheyenne’s attorney who

was not on the service list).  

UAIC, rather than correcting the problem with service and notice, pushed

forward for the hearing to get an order.  This failure to move the hearing or correct

the service issue forced Cheyenne’s attorney to file a quick opposition without a full

opportunity to brief the issue.

NRCP 60(b) states:   

“On motion and upon such terms as are just, the court may relieve

APP0124
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a party or his legal representative from a final judgment, order, or
proceeding for the following reasons: (1) mistake, inadvertence,
surprise, or excusable neglect; (2) . . . or other misconduct of an adverse
party which would have theretofore justified a court in sustaining a
collateral attack upon the judgment; (3) the judgment is void; . . .  The
motion shall be made within a reasonable time, and for reasons (1) and
(2) not more than six months after the judgment, order, or proceeding
was entered or taken. A motion under this subdivision (b) does not affect
the finality of a judgment or suspend its operation. This rule does not
limit the power of a court to entertain an independent action to relieve a
party from a judgment, order, or proceeding, or to set aside a judgment
for fraud upon the court. . . .”

The orders allowing UAIC to intervene in both cases were entered due to

mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect.  

Most of the Nevada case law interpreting NRCP 60(b) has arisen in efforts to

set aside default judgments.  That law states that a Court has broad discretion in

vacating a default judgment under NRCP 60(b)(1).  Stoecklein v. Johnson Electric,

Inc., 109 Nev. 268, 271 849 P.2d 305 (1993).  Courts evaluate several factors to

decide whether to vacate a default judgment.  Id.  1- Whether the defendant promptly

applied to remove the judgment.  Id.  2- Whether the defendant is only attempting to

delay the proceedings. Id.  3- Whether the defendant knew of the procedural

requirements.  Id.  4- Whether the defendant is acting in good faith. Id.  5- Whether

the defendant has a meritorious defense.  Id.  

While the case law analyzing the setting aside of default judgments does not fit

exactly in setting aside other orders.  It is still useful analysis.

APP0125



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

-8-

A. Prompt Application to Remove the Judgment

NRCP 60 requires the movant to file the motion no more than six months after

the order was entered against him.  This motion was filed about two months after the

entry of the orders allowing UAIC to intervene.  The application is prompt. 

B.  Delaying the Proceedings

Cheyenne does not want to delay these proceedings.  As to the 2007 case, she

maintains that that case is over.   A judgment has been entered.

C.  Knowledge of the Procedural Requirements

This particular factor does not really apply to this motion.  Cheyenne has been

represented by counsel.  This motion does not involve an error that something did not

get done on time or at all.  Rather, it involves an error that the wrong decision was

made under Nevada law.  

D.  Good Faith

Cheyenne has acted in good faith.  She moved to amend her judgment so she

was the named plaintiff and then filed an action, in her name, to enforce the

judgment.

E. INTERVENTION IN 2007 CASE

The granting of UAIC’s motion to intervene in the 2007 case is a clear abuse

of discretion and contrary to the statutory and case law of Nevada.
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“[T]he plain language of NRS 12.130 does not permit intervention
subsequent to the entry of a final judgment.  Lopez v. Merit Ins. Co., 109
Nev. 553, 556, 853 P.2d 1266, 1267-68 (1993).  Additionally, in Ryan v.
Landis, 58 Nev. 253, 260, 75 P.2d 734, 735 (1938) (quoting Henry Lee
Co. v. Elevator Co., 42 Iowa 33 (1918)), we reiterated that:
‘intervention must be made before the trial commences.  After the
verdict all would admit it would be too late to intervene.  But a voluntary
agreement of the parties stands in the place of a verdict, and, as between
the parties to the record as fully and finally determines the controversy
as a verdict could do.’”

Dangberg Holdings Nevada v. Douglas County, 115 Nev. 129, 139, 978 P.2d 311,
317 (1999).

In Gralnick v. Eighth Judicial District Court, No. 72048 (Nev. App. Mar. 21,

2017), which is factually very similar to this case, the Nevada Court of Appeals held that

allowing intervention by an insurance company and then setting aside of a judgment on

the motion of the insurance company was improper.  Thus the Nevada Court of Appeals

granted writ relief which reversed the trial court because intervention was allowed after

judgment contrary to NRS 12.130.  The Court stated:

“Here, real party in interest Liberty Mutual Insurance Company moved to
intervene in the underlying action after judgment was entered against real
party in interest Tessea Munn.  Because ‘NRS 12.130 does not permit
intervention subsequent to the entry of a final judgment,’ Lopez v. Merit
Ins. Co., 109 Nev. 553, 556, 853 P.2d 1266, 1268 (1993), the district court
was required, as a matter of law, to deny the motion to intervene. 

“As the district court did not deny the motion to intervene, but
instead, granted intervention and then improperly set aside the judgment
based on Liberty Mutual's motion, see id. at 557, 853 P.2d at 1269
(explaining that, where an insurance company was improperly allowed to
intervene, it was not a party to the lawsuit and, thus, could not move to set
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aside the judgment), writ relief is warranted.  See Smith v. Eighth Judicial
Dist. Court, 107 Nev. 674, 677, 818 P.2d 849, 851 (1991)”

Gralnick at p. 2.

The Nevada Supreme Court noted in A-Mark Coin v Estate of Redfield, 94 Nev.

495, 582 P.2d 359 (1978), that the probate court had authority under NRCP 60(b) to set

aside an order, sua sponte,  that was entered by mistake.  

In the 2007 case the court allowed UAIC to intervene after a final judgment was

entered.  That is contrary to Nevada law and the Court should correct this mistake and

set aside the order allowing UAIC to intervene in the 2007 case.

E. INTERVENTION IN 2007 AND 2018 CASE

In addition UAIC’s motion to intervene should have been denied in both cases

because UAIC waived its right to direct the defense and its right to intervene when it

refused to defend Lewis and failed to indemnify him.  

UAIC claimed to have a direct and immediate interest in those cases sufficient to

warrant intervention.  However the California Court of Appeals in Hinton v. Beck, 176

Cal.App.4th 1378 (Cal. Ct. App. 2009) held just the opposite:  “Grange, having denied

coverage and having refused to defend the action on behalf of its insured, did not have

a direct and immediate interest to warrant intervention in the litigation.”  Id. at 1380.  

The Hinton court went on to note that an insurance company which denies

coverage and refuses to defend, except on a reservation of rights, has only a
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“consequential interest,” which does not justify intervention into the suit between the

plaintiff and it alleged insured.  Id. at 1383.  

In this case UAIC  denied coverage and never even offered to defend on a

reservation of rights.  It has no right to intervene into these cases. 

In addition, UAIC’s proposed defense is not supported by Nevada statutes or case

law.  UAIC misstates Nevada’s statute of limitations and tolling statutes.  UAIC

misstates Nevada case law regarding actions on a judgment to obtain a new judgment

and its relationship to the optional and additional process to renew a judgment by

affidavit. 

Thus, UAIC should not have been allowed to intervene into the 2007 or 2018

cases.  Allowing such intervention is an abuse of discretion and has delayed this

matter and costs the Plaintiff time and attorney’s fees in moving this matter forward.

For these reasons the Court should set aside the order allowing UAIC to

intervene, and strike and disregard all pleadings filed by UAIC.

Dated this 13th   day of December, 2018.

 /s/ David A Stephens                               
David A. Stephens, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 00902
Stephens Gourley & Bywater
3636 N. Rancho Drive 
Las Vegas, NV 89130
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 13th day of December, 2018, I served the following

document:  PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER, PURSUANT TO

NRCP 60(b), ALLOWING UAIC TO INTERVENE

O VIA ELECTRONIC FILING; (N.E.F.R. 9(b))

Randall Tindall, Esq. 

E. Breen Arntz, Esq. 

Matthew J. Douglas, Esq. 

Thomas F. Christensen, Esq.

G BY MAIL: by placing the documents(s) listed above in a sealed envelope,

postage prepaid in the U.S. Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, addressed as set forth below: 

G BY FAX: by transmitting the document(s) listed above via telefacsimile to

the fax number(s) set forth below. A printed transmission record is attached to the file

by copy of this document(s). 

G BY HAND DELIVERY: by delivering the document(s) listed above to the

person(s) at the address(es) set forth below. 

_/s/David A Stephens_______________________
An Employee of Stephens & Bywater, P.C.
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Case Number: A-18-772220-C

Electronically Filed
9/13/2018 12:26 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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JMT (CIV)
David A. Stephens, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 00902
Stephens & Bywater, P.C.
3636 North Rancho Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89130
Telephone: (702) 656-2355
Facsimile: (702) 656-2776
Email: dstephens@sgblawfirm.com
Attorney for Cheyenne Nalder

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CHEYENNE NALDER, )
)

Plaintiff, ) Case No.  A-18-772220-C
      )
vs.        ) Dept. No.  XXIX

)
GARY LEWIS, )

)
Defendant.  )

                                                                                    )

JUDGMENT

Date: n/a 
Time: n/a 

Pursuant to the stipulation of the parties, and good cause appearing therefore, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that Plaintiff Cheyenne Nalder

have and recover judgment from Defendant Gary Lewis in the sum of three million five hundred

thousand dollars, ($3,500,000.00), plus prejudgment interest through September 4, 2018 in the sum

of two million two hundred eleven thousand eight hundred twenty and 41/100 dollars,

($2,211,820.41), minus fifteen thousand dollars ,($15,000.00), previously paid to Cheyenne Nalder,

/ / /

/ / /

/ / /
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for a total judgment of five million six hundred ninety six thousand eight hundred twenty and 41/100

dollars, ($5,696,820.41), with interest thereon at the legal rate from September 4, 2018, until paid in

full.

DATED this ______ day of September, 2018.

      ______________________________
 DISTRICT JUDGE

Submitted by:

STEPHENS & BYWATER, P.C.

__________________________
DAVID A. STEPHENS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00902
3636 North Rancho Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89130
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Case No.  81710

CHEYENNE NALDER

Appellant,

vs.

GARY LEWIS; and UNITED AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, 

Respondents.  

ON APPEAL FROM 
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

District Court Case No. 07A549111

CHEYENNE NALDER’S APPENDIX
VOLUME 1-Part 5

David A. Stephens, Esq.                           
Nevada Bar No. 00902                             
Stephens Law Offices                               
3636 N. Rancho Drive                              
Las Vegas, NV 89130                               
Telephone:  702-656-2355                        
Facsimile: 702-656-2776                          

Email: dstephens@davidstephenslaw.com

Docket 81710   Document 2021-07862



Case Number: 07A549111

Electronically Filed
12/31/2018 10:25 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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